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Vision 

The Castle Control Board shall be a globally significant, truly accessible centre of excellence that 

showcases South Africa’s shared heritage. 

Mission 

The Castle Control Board is a service-orientated public entity, striving to create an environment 

where national pride serves to: 

• Build an internationally known and recognised cultural and heritage brand for Ubuntu, 

dialogue, nation-building and human rights recognition; 

• Guarantee the development of a smooth functioning, self-sustaining, “must-see” iconic 

visitor and learner destination; 

• Optimises its tourism potential and accessibility to the public; and 

• Preserve and protect its cultural and military heritage by elevating it to United Nations 

Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) World Heritage status. 

 

- From the Annual Performance Plan 2018 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 The Integrated Conservation Management Plan in context 

The Castle of Good Hope is the oldest surviving colonial building in South Africa and has been 

recognised as a site of heritage significance since the late 19th century when efforts to have it 

demolished were rejected. In 1936, the Castle of Good Hope was the first site in South Africa to be 

declared a National Monument, its significance being self-evident. In 1999, with the commencement 

of the National Heritage Resources Act (No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA), the Castle of Good Hope was 

included as a “former National Monument” and was essentially treated as a Provincial Heritage Site. 

In October 2016, the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA) declared the Castle of Good 

Hope a National Heritage Site), in terms of Section 27 (5) of NHRA. The statement of significance has 

been recorded at the time of declaration as follows:  

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE:  

It is understood that the Castle of Good Hope is arguably the oldest fortress and building in 

South Africa. It is currently the oldest functioning Dutch colonial building of the period. It has 

retained its function as military site and centre of ceremonial military activity of the Cape 

Regiments. It currently houses the William Fehr Collection, the Military Museum and is home 

to the Cape Town Highlanders Regiment. The Castle of Good Hope represents an aesthetic 

particular to fortifications built by the Dutch. 

(Government Gazette, 14 October 2016) 

In all of these various states of being, the Castle of Good Hope has never had a directed exploration 

of its significance.  

In line with the Vision and Mission, the Castle Control Board (CCB) aims to preserve and protect its 

cultural and military heritage by elevating it to United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 

Organisation (UNESCO) World Heritage status. The concept of World Heritage was developed by 

UNESCO to determine cultural and natural heritage that is irreplaceable, unique and authentic, not 

only for the nation to which they belong, but also for humanity as a whole. It is considered that the 

degradation, erosion or loss of heritage of global significance, would be a loss of all the peoples of 

the world. As such, a site of World Heritage status is based on its Outstanding Universal Value (OUV).  

While intentions exist to pursue a Nomination Dossier for the Castle of Good Hope, a road map 

towards World Heritage Site status starts with the development of its 1st Integrated Conservation 

Management Plan (ICMP). The ICMP is essentially a guiding document for the management of the 

Castle of Good Hope for the period 2020-2024. Such a Plan is required by UNESCO to sustain and 

conserve the heritage it contains, and to safeguard its significance. Once inscribed as a World 

Heritage Site, the ICMP should be updated every five years. Within that period there will be regular 

monitoring and periodic State of Conservation Reports to be submitted to UNESCO by the State 

Party namely, the Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA). These plans have to be updated 

periodically to reflect changing realities and address challenges that may emerge as time passes.  
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1.2 The Purpose of Desktop Study 

The purpose of this Desktop Study is to provide a context of the Castle of Good Hope, and is the first 

step towards the development of the Integrated Conservation Management Plan (ICMP). As such 

the Desktop Study explores the historical context and overview, spatial themes, significance in line 

with the NHRA and World Heritage criteria and where the Castle of Good Hope fits within World 

Heritage. Moreover, the Desktop Study will form the basis for the Situational Analysis (or Status Quo 

Report) that will describe all aspects pertaining to the management and operations of the site, and 

ultimately feed into the ICMP.  

2. What is the Castle?  

The Castle of Good Hope, also referred to as the ‘Castle’, is situated near Cape Town’s central 

business district and is bounded by Strand Street, Darling Street, Castle Street and Sir Lowry Road. It 

was built as a Dutch fortress on the beach of Table Bay to defend the newly established settlement. 

Subsequently land was reclaimed in front of it for the building of the Imhoff Battery (1744–1896), 

the railway lines and station (1859), and the harbour (1930’s).  

It is South Africa’s oldest colonial building, and, apart from being a tourist attraction, it currently 

houses offices for the military and other organisations, a military museum, part of the William Fehr 

art collection and a restaurant. 

The main defensive walls of the Castle were built in the shape of a pentagon with shear stone walls 

facing outwards and buildings, accommodating various uses, facing into the remaining central 

courtyard (bailey). The courtyard was then bisected by a building that created two courtyards, an 

outer courtyard near the entrance, and an inner courtyard. A pointed stone bastion was built at the 

five corners of the pentagon, each being named after the principal titles of the Dutch Prince.



 
 

  

Map 1: The Castle of Good Hope  



 
 

3. The VOC Network 

The Vereenigde Oostindische Compagnie (VOC) or ‘Dutch East India Company’ was a multinational 

corporation that lasted from 1602 until 1795. The Company was originally established as a chartered 

company to trade with India and Indianised Southeast Asian countries. It started out as a corporate 

entity which acted like a state, an empire and even a world in its own right (Raben, 2013). The 

‘Dutch Golden Age’ lasted from 1580 to about 1680 (Klingelhofer, 2010). In 1619, the Company 

forcibly established a central position in the city of Jayakarta, Indonesia, changing its name to 

Batavia (now Jakarta). In the following two centuries, it effectively established trade ports and 

safeguarded their interest by taking over surrounding territory. By the turn of the century, the VOC 

had established trade and outposts in west and southern Africa, Asia, and the Americas 

(Klingelhofer, 2010).  

In these foreign colonies, the VOC had the power to wage war, negotiate treatise, establish formal 

colonies, imprison and execute convicts. Dutch commercial interests were not, however, 

unchallenged. During the second half of the 17th century, competition for the West African trade was 

fierce, to a large extent fuelled by the continued growth of the Atlantic slave trade. European 

powers scrambled for African outposts. Competition was played out against a backdrop of shifting 

alliances, wars, and political intrigue. Forts were frequently raided, occupied and reoccupied by 

other European powers. By 1700, the Portuguese, Dutch, English, French and Brandenburgers 

(Prussia) had established trade posts in West Africa with varying success.  

The VOC’s more than 350 settlements varied from small trading posts to large-scale European style 

fortifications, stretching between the two pivots of the Cape of Good Hope and Batavia, present day 

Jakarta on the Island of Java (Klingelhofer, 2010). As a result of strong western competition during 

the seventeenth century, VOC forts followed the development in complexity in Western Europe.  
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Map 2: The VOC Trade Network during the Dutch Golden Age1  

 

3.1.1 Influences on Fortification 

The longevity and permanence of the VOC in its trade ports was largely dependent on the European-

style fortresses that turned out to be almost unconquerable. The VOC’s warehouse and 

administration would always be located within the fortress with the rest of the city outside its walls 

(Mostert, 2009). Trade posts were established based on the goods or service these could deliver, 

and therefore the importance of the goods to be located within the fort itself, not to be disrupted by 

any local power or European rivals. Forts against local power were often simpler structures, while 

those against European powers needed to stand against more sophisticated weapons. The 

fortifications built by the VOC were based on the specific military architecture in use at the Dutch 

Republic at the time. In Medieval Europe, the period between 500 and 1500, defence works were 

built by means of thick-walled castles and comparable town ramparts. A revolution in warfare 

commenced with the introduction of firearms around 1450. Masonry walls could no longer 

withstand cannon, and earthen ramparts were added to strengthen existing masonry defence works. 

In the second half of the 16th century, the Italian art of fortification was introduced in the 

Netherlands, and subsequently further improved by Dutch military theoreticians like Simon Stevin, 

to become complicated geometric designs that did not leave any angle where the defending artillery 

could not reach. It was this particular Oudnederlandse Stelsel, the Old Netherlands System, of 

fortification that would be exported by the VOC (Klingelhofer, 2010). Forts became symbols of 

 
1 https://theartisticnautilus.wordpress.com/about/the-dutch-east-india-company-trade-in-the-dutch-golden-
age/ 
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power, as these could not only protect the city but could also control a sea-lane or serve as a base of 

operations of a fleet (Mostert, 2009). 

3.1.2 Dutch Systems of Fortification  

In Europe, the Dutch were at the forefront of fortress design, a highly scientific and specialised 

profession. The VOC, however, did not hire such specialists to its forts, instead it made use of local 

city architects of the larger VOC settlements such as Batavia or Colombo. They made these fortress 

designs based on the methods and handbooks that were developed by Simon Stevin and his 

contemporaries who developed standardised plans for fortresses and only needed to be adapted to 

the local environment (Mostert, 2009). In 1594, Stevin published De Sterctenbouwing (The Building 

of Fortifications) in which he gave guidelines on the construction of Fortresses. In this paper Stevin 

also gave much attention to the use of water as a defensive system (Cataloque Exhibition University 

Library Leiden, 2004:6) (Weebers et. al., 2013). The codified fort developed by Simon Stevin was 

characterised by its bastioned arrangement and referred to as the Old Netherlands Fortification 

System “Oudnederlandse stelsel”. The system is characterised by bastions situated at right angles to 

the curtain wall, and by the use of a small breastwork “Fausse Braye” at the foot of the wall, and the 

inner edge of the moat to protect the main defence work (Fitchett, 1996). Figure 1 shows the use 

thought behind the use of bastions to avoid dead angles. The distance between two bastions was 

prescribed as the maximum effective range of a musket. An ideal fort was supposed to have a four 

or preferably five-sided ground plan. Construction of a fort started with the outlining of the desired 

ground plan, using stakes and measurement chains. Subsequently, the moat was dug and the 

excavated soil used to erect the curtain wall, a high wall with an exterior slope of 65 degrees. The 

rampart was lined with sods and brushwood. At the rear, a rampart walk was constructed for the 

defenders. Standing on the rampart walk the soldiers could lay their musket on the slightly 

downwards-sloping parapet of the main rampart and fire. At the field side of the moat was a 

covered way, protected by the glacis, an embankment sloping toward the open country, giving a 

clear field of fire to the defenders.  

 

  

Figure 1: Ground Plan of the Entire fort by Simon Stevin and diagram from Vesting Gronichem2  

 
2 https://adcs.home.xs4all.nl/stevin/index-en.html and 
https://vestinggorinchem.wordpress.com/vesting/beschrijving-vestingwerken/ 
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Figure 2: Ground Plan of Fort Bourtang showing important terminology in the Old Dutch System of fortification3  

 

The “Nieuwnederlandse stelsel” by Van Coehoorn was adapted to the level terrain of The 

Netherlands and the most notable characteristic was that none of the defences should be visible on 

approach. Van Coehoorn and his contemporary Vauban designed fortresses of various sizes and 

designs and placing them at strategic locations. Vauban advocated a system to be adapted to local 

conditions (Seeman, 1993). The new Netherlands fortification system made use of larger Bastions as 

seen in Figure 2 that are no longer placed at a right angle to the curtain wall. The use of Ravelins are 

and the “Fausse-Braye” is now omitted. The New Netherlands System is exemplified in the city walls 

at Coevorden in Figure 3 of Schullers plan dating from the 1790’s. Very little of Coehoorn’s work 

remain today, but by the time of his death in 1704 the new system replaced the old system (Fitchett, 

1996). 

 
3 Klingelhofer 2010. 
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Figure 3: New Netherlands Fortification system at Coevorden 1790 -17954 and the development of Bastions5  

 

 

 

Figure 4: The Old Netherlands “Oudnederlandse stelsel” and the New Netherlands System “Nieuwnederlandse 
stelsel” for fortification6  

 

3.1.3 Fortifications and its placement within the landscape 

As a general rule, the complexity of the fortification mirrored the complexity of its use, while the 

dimensions, the nature, and landscape of a site to be fortified defined the design of a fortification 

(Klingelhofer, 2010). The locations of the fortifications were chosen on the basis of geographic, 

military and political factors. With the introduction of Dutch military architecture in African and 

Asian territories, it was met with a few problems. Geographic conditions proved to be a restriction to 

the realisation of the prescribed ideal fort layouts. Fortifications built in the Old-Netherlands style 

required a considerable area and, most importantly, a flat site, to fit in the outworks and glacis. 

Suitable locations in mountainous VOC territories were hard to find. As a response, the VOC became 

a master of pragmatism especially for the construction of outposts. Outposts were built to keep an 

 
4 Fitchett, 1996. 
5 Klingelhofer, 2010. 
6 Fitchett, 1996. 
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eye on production, to serve as temporary warehouses, and to hold back attacks. The most common 

type of fort was the four-sided fort with four bastions. This type can be subdivided on the basis of 

three varieties of bastions: four bastions, two diagonally opposite bastions and half bastions. Fewer 

bastions or reducing their size meant less earth to be moved. A fortress was usually sited in close 

proximity to fresh water. Adjustments to the Dutch systems can be found on Mauritius, where the 

VOC faced only international challengers, but the diversity in fortification design is most clearly 

recognisable on Sri Lanka (former Ceylon), where the VOC had both local and international 

opposition. As a result, Ceylon presented a showcase from the elaborate to the humble, with every 

location adjusted to its function in the VOC system of protecting trade and interests. Ceylon grew to 

be one of the main possessions of the company, whereas Mauritius dwindled in its existence from a 

possible alternate for the Cape colony to a constant sorrow and loss to the Company (Klingelhofer, 

2010). 

Comparison of forts in the VOC network 

Forts in the VOC network could be classified into two categories, namely main forts or secondary 

forts each relevant for its specific function.  

Main forts included:  

a. Forts as major administrative, military and economic centres; 

b. Forts at strategic locations to safeguard the monopoly on trade goods; and  

c. Forts as centres for storage of trade goods.  

Secondary forts, mainly outposts, were mostly used as additional defence to forts placed in a 

vulnerable position and were often structures that had the capacity to store goods.  

Types of Forts 

A classification system based on the base shape and number of bastions has been used to describe 

the various types of forts found within the VOC network. Figure 5 shows the various types first found 

just within Sri-Lanka. These forts were either designed for local or international warfare, and their 

location on the coast or the interior had an impact on their design. Coastal forts typically needed to 

face European conquerors, and therefore needed better structures to withstand the attack of more 

sophisticated weapons, often in the form of naval vessels.  
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Figure 5: Base Type of Dutch forts in Sri-Lanka and their distribution7 

 

  

 
7 Jayasena, R. and Floore, P. 2010. Dutch Forts of Seventeenth Century Ceylon and Mauritius: An Historical 
Archaeological Perspective. First Forts. Volume 60. Series: History of Warfare.  pp. 235 – 260.  
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The below table describes various significant fortresses within the VOC network. Some have been 

destroyed over the years or have been reused for purposes other than their intended military use. 

Table 1: Forts in the VOC Network 

Fort Name and 

Location 

Design and Function Status 

Castle of Batavia,  

Jakarta  

Main Fort: (replaced old fort): 

Administrative, Military, Economic 

Base: Type 4 for European warfare 

Location: Coastal 

Destroyed 

1638 Fort Frederik 

Hendrik, Mauritius  

Base: Type 2, rebuilt later to Type 4 

(17th century)  

Style: Part timber 

Destroyed by hurricane in 1638 

Burned down 1707 

Burned again by abandonment of 

company in 1710 

1665 Fort Frederick,  

Sri-Lanka  

Main Fort: Safeguard Monopoly on 

trade 

Base: seems like a Type 9 for 

European warfare 

Style: Dutch overtaken from 

Portuguese  

Location: Coastal, still in position 

1672 forced out by the French  

Structure is overgrown and in 

dilapidated state 

1609 Fort Nassau, 

Banda, Indonesia   

Main Fort until Fort Belgica was built 

in 1673: Administrative, Military, 

Economic. First fort built and not 

conquered (VOC warfare) 

Base: Type 4 for European warfare 

Style: Old Dutch on Old Portuguese 

foundations, interesting bastions. 

Location: Coastal 

Main structure is visible but not in 

use and dilapidated  

1673 Fort Belgica, 

Indonesia 

  

Main Fort: Administrative, Military 

and Economic 

Base: Type 7 for European warfare 

(renovated to this form in 1673. It 

was a modest square) 

Style: Old Dutch with imported stone 

Location: Coastal, Overlooking fort 

Nassau 

Restored in 1991   

Colombo,  

Sri-Lanka  

Main Fort: Administrative, Military, 

Economic 

Base: Type 8 for European warfare 

Destroyed 
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Fort Name and 

Location 

Design and Function Status 

Style: Taken from the Portuguese, 

partly rebuild to Old Dutch System 

Location: Coastal 

Jaffna, Sri Lanka, 

(Expanded after 

1658)  

Main Fort: Administrative, Military, 

Economic 

Base: Type 5 Only Local warfare 

Style: Captured from Portuguese and 

expanded in Old Dutch System 

Location: Coastal, still in position 

Although the structure of the 

pentagon is visible it seems that 

the structure is in a dilapidated 

state 

Part of it is currently used by the 

Garrison 

1663 Galle,  

Sri-Lanka  

Main Fort: Administrative, Military, 

Economic 

Base: Seems like a Type 8 for 

European warfare 

Style: Old Dutch system with Fausse 

Braye and main rampart but 

difference in material used. Captured 

from Portuguese, but fortified by the 

Dutch. The entire town is enclosed 

by 14 bastions. 

Location: Coastal, still in position 

Listed as a UNESCO site. An entire 

old town is still functioning within 

the fortified walls. Damaged by 

Tsunami in 2004 

1628 Batticaloa,  

Sri-Lanka  

Main Fort: Safeguard Monopoly on 

trade 

Base: Type 11 for European warfare 

Style: Captured from the Portuguese, 

additions made by the Dutch 

The fort is still in reasonable 

condition and currently houses 

several local administrative 

departments government in new 

buildings, which are located within 

the old structure. Still in original 

position on the seafront 

1672 Negombo,  

Sri-Lanka 

Main Fort: Storage on trade goods 

Location: Interior 

Ruins 

1640 Matara,  

Sri-Lanka 

Main Fort: Storage on trade goods 

Base: Seems like a Type 9 

Style: Captured from Portuguese, 

rebuild by Dutch in 1640 

Location: Coastal 

Parts of the wall are visible on 

Google Earth 

1765 Star Redoubt, 

Matara  

Secondary Fort: Defence structure 

build but never tested in battle 

Base: Type 3 

Good condition, now museum 
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Fort Name and 

Location 

Design and Function Status 

Style: Dutch 

Location: Coastal, Protecting the 

main fort 

1680 Katuwana Fort  Secondary Fort: Fieldwork to Matara 

Base:  Type 5 for European warfare  

Style: Old Dutch System, bastions as 

right angles to curtain wall 

Location: Interior 

Visible on google earth, 

overgrown, not in use. 

Semarang, Java, 

Indonesia  

Main fort: Storage on trade goods 

Base: Type 7 

Style: Old Dutch Style bastions 

Location: Coastal 

Destroyed, but Semarang is 

considered to be the best 

preserved colonial settlement 

1720 Fort 

Lydsaamheid, 

Maputo, 

Mozambique  

Main Fort: Storage on trade goods 

Base: Type 11 for European warfare  

Style: Reconstructed Portuguese fort 

ruins  

Location: Interior 

Abandoned and Stripped in 1729 

1642 Elmina,  

West Africa  

Main fort: Storage on trade goods 

Base: Type 10  

Style: Taken by Portuguese by VOC 

Location: Coastal 

UNESCO World Heritage site 

Cape of Good Hope, 

South Africa  

Main Fort: Safeguard Monopoly on 

trade 

Base: Type 7 for European warfare.  

Style: Old Dutch System, but local 

rocks used for ramparts  

Location: Coastal 

 

 

This list of samples of fortified structures was explored to see how the Castle of Good Hope 

compares to other VOC structures and whether some of them are still intact. From this short list, the 

Castle of Good Hope is one of only a few structures with a Type 7 pentagonal base according to 

Klingelhofer’s classification (2010); the only other two in this list are Fort Jaffna and Belgica in 

Indonesia, that are both in dilapidated condition. None of the samples show the internal division for 

additional defence that the Castle has.  

From historic maps, the Castle of Batavia lines up in terms of its grid and layout to the layout of the 

Castle of Good Hope, but unfortunately the Castle of Batavia does not exist anymore. Some of the 
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other coastal forts show better integrity, with their placement on the sea still intact, whereas the 

context of the Castle of Good Hope has been eroded with the infill of the coastline. 

4. Historical overview of the Castle of Good Hope 

Summary of the history of the Castle of Good Hope and the Cape 

The Castle of Good Hope is the second fortress built by the Dutch East India Company on the shores 

of Table Bay. The Castle has served as a focal point of colonial expansion in Southern Africa and has 

played an integral role in the increasingly globalised network of colonial traders and merchants from 

its creation to the present day. The history of the Castle cannot be isolated from the history of the 

broader processes of colonial expansion, the development of Cape Town and the creation of two 

European empires (Dutch and British). 

With the landing of Jan Van Riebeeck in 1652, work on the construction of Fort de Goede Hoop (the 

Fort – first fortress) was started immediately. The Fort was completed within a year but was already 

deemed unsatisfactory in its intended purpose of defending the settlement from attacks by land or 

sea due to the need for constant upkeep. The Fort was built along the lines of the Old Dutch 

Fortification system initially pioneered in the Renaissance. The torrential rains of the Cape dissolved 

the largely clay breastworks thereby requiring constant upkeep. These factors coupled with the need 

for improved fortifications at the Cape, due to the outbreak of the Anglo-Dutch War (1664-1667), 

resulted in the decision to construct a new fortress at the Cape. 

A location for the Castle was chosen to the East of the settlement. The New Castle was to be built in 

accordance with the pentagonal designs of Sebastiaan van Noijen, initially introduced in Dutch 

Fortifications in the 1550s (Fitchett, 1996). The initial site clearing and foundation construction was 

initiated in 1665, with the construction of the first Bastion (Leerdam) beginning the following year 

(1666) (Fitchett, 1996). By the end of 1671, Leerdam was complete as well as the two curtain walls 

on either side of the Bastion. The completion of the Catzenellenbogen (1672), Oranje (1673), Nassau 

(1673) and Buren (1674) Bastions followed. The Castle was completed in 1679, however, the 

Leerdam Bastion collapsed almost immediately, requiring the bastion to be rebuilt. In 1680, the 

Commander of the Cape, Simon van der Stel, moved into the completed commanders’ quarters. 

The completed curtain walls and bastions of the Castle were complemented with the construction of 

buildings within the fortifications, including barracks, workshops, slave quarters, governor’s 

residence, stables, and a church. At the centre of the Castle a well was dug to provide water in case 

of a siege. Between 1682 and 1684, the entrance to the Castle was shifted from the ocean facing 

curtain wall between Buren and Catzenellebogen, to the North West facing curtain wall between 

Leerdam and Buren (Fitchett, 1996). The cross wall that bisects the old bailey of the Castle was built 

following recommendations from the VOC commissioner in 1685, to lessen the area that could be 

fired on within the Castle. Buildings were soon built on either side of the new cross wall, including 

the new commanders residence, and the offices of the Secunde, or “second” to the Commander 

(Johnson Barker & Museum, 2003). 

The Castle was protected by a moat, which was fed from a stream from the Table Valley. In 1703, on 

the recommendations of Commissioner Harman de Wilde, and with the approval of the Heeren17, 
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the moat was deepened and extended to surround the Castle. The main entrance was also further 

fortified.  

The 1700s saw major expansion of the fortifications at the Cape, with the construction of the 

Chavonne’s battery between 1715 and 1726, the construction of Fort Knokke in 1743, the 

completion of the French lines and the commencement of the construction of the Imhoff Battery in 

1744, and the construction of the Amsterdam Battery in 1784 (See Map 3 )(Johnson Barker & 

Museum, 2003). 

A detailed history of the development of the Castle of Good Hope is covered in Section 5 below. 

 

Initial Expansion of the Colony 

The initial settlement at the Cape was quickly found to be inadequate for the purposes of 

replenishing supplies for passing ships. The solution was to create a farming class who could be 

taxed and traded with for the VOC to better provide provisions to the passing ships. The initial farms 

were granted in 1657, however the arrival of Simon Van der Stel in 1679 resulted in larger areas 

being opened up to colonial settlement, particularly in the Stellenbosch District (Guelke, 1984). The 

needs of the Company were rapacious. The requirements of fresh water and vegetables could largely 

be covered by the new farming class, however the carrying capacity of the pasturage around the 

various farms was inadequate. The result was that the Company resolved to procure most of their 

meat supplies through trade with the Khoekhoen pastoralists on the edges of the now expanding 

colony. This arrangement inevitably led to conflict with many cases of stock theft on both sides. 

Usually, these incidents were addressed through military action by the Company.  

The result almost always went the way of the settlers, with the Khoekhoen being pushed further and 

further out of their traditional lands. The principle cause for conflict was usually disagreements 

between the settlers and the Khoekhoen over the stock trade. These disagreements were made 

worse by the general view that the VOC took of the Khoekhoen, one of a fractious, loosely cohesive 

group of herders who under the leadership of various headmen, were indistinguishable from each 

other. While one leader would be favoured at a time, such as Dorha (Klaas) of the Chainouqua, 

others would be painted as villains, such as Gonnema of the Cochoquas (Theal, 1909). Following an 

attack on a hunting party and later the Oudepost outpost in Saldanha Bay, the VOC started a series 

of punishing raids on parts of the local Khoekhoen population, eventually driving Gonnema into the 

mountains for a time (Theal, 1909). As a result, a tenuous peace was reached, with some groups of 

Khoekhoen becoming allied with the colony.  

The governance of Simon van der Stel resulted in prosperous expansion of the Colony (to the 

detriment of the Khoekhoen). With his eventual retirement in 1699, his son, Willem Adriaan van der 

Stel was promoted to the governorship. The Cape colony as it emerged out of the 1600s into the 

1700s was expanding. The simmering conflict between the colony and the Khoekhoen over access to 

land and ownership of stock flared up again in the early 1700s. The reprisal raids of the colony were 

often comprised of both soldiers and farmers, however there were several instances of farmers 

taking matters into their own hands and raiding on their own terms. The result was for the governor 

Willem Adrian Van der Stel, to only allow reprisal raids to be undertaken by soldiers, rather than a 

mixed militia of soldiers and farmers (Theal, 1909).  
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The free burghers at the Cape were both dependent on and limited by the VOC monopoly on certain 

trade goods. This led to increased tension between the Burghers and the Colony administration at 

the Cape. The disagreement came to a head when a grievance, alleging abuse of the Company’s 

Monopoly at the Cape by the Capes Senior Officials, was lodged with the VOC administrators in 

Batavia. This grievance was ignored. Eventually a separate petition was secretly sent directly to 

Holland. One of the authors of this separate petition, Adam Tas, was imprisoned in the “Donker Gat” 

in the Castle from March 1706 until May the following year. The Governor began a process of 

persecuting and purging anyone that he saw as challenging his authority. The eventual arrival of the 

yearly merchant packet from Holland came with directives from the VOC for the recall of the 

governor and the restitution of the civic rights to the Free Burghers.  

VOC governance at the Cape 

The Castle played a pivotal role as the seat of government in the Cape Colony. The Cape colony was 

governed remotely by the VOC from their headquarters in Batavia (now Jakarta, Indonesia) until 

1735 when it was given its own semi-independence (Mentzel, 1785). The Colony was originally 

established under a commander, later increased to a Governor during the tenure of Simon van der 

Stel in 1691. 

A Council of Policy administered the Colony. It constituted the Governor, the Secunde (Vice 

Governor), the fiscal (chief legal official), the commander of the Castle, and four senior merchant 

officials from the VOC, including the director of the bureau, the Dispensir, the Warehouse -master 

and shop-keeper. Once a week, the Council would meet in the council chambers of the government 

house within the Castle. All petitions and governance tasks were controlled and administered by the 

council. The Council had several sub councils, such as the Council of Justice that handled judicial 

proceedings, the matrimonial chamber that recorded and formalised marriages, and the Orphan 

Chamber (Mentzel, 1785).  

Life in the Castle in the 1700s 

Life in the Castle between 1700 and 1795 was largely limited to military and governance issues. The 

government of the Colony was housed in the Castle, as well as the military command and a jail. 

Contemporary accounts of the daily life in the Castle are limited, with Mentzel’s descriptions of his 

experiences between 1733 and 1741 being one of the most detailed descriptions. However even his 

descriptions lack detail in certain areas. 

One of the primary functions of the garrison at the Cape was to keep time. The hour would be 

sounded by ringing a bell by hand. Two “rondegangers” monitored an hour-glass and manually 

recorded the hours as they passed. The Bell was installed in the bell tower in 1697 (Johnson Barker & 

Museum, 2003). 

Each day would start with an inspection of the Castle by a small patrol and the Castle entrance 

would be unlocked. The work day would begin at 6am for labourers and slaves, with the soldiers 

assembling for a parade at 7am. An elaborate switching of the guard would follow at 8am. The 

Council, whether political or judicial, would convene at 9am and continue with their work till 11am 

when everyone would take a break for the midday meal. At 1pm, the slaves and labourers would 

return to work; however, the company officials would only return to work at 2pm. Officials would 
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end work at 4pm, with labourers and slaves following at 6pm. The garrison drummers would then 

sound the appel until 7pm. This would call all the soldiers back to the Castle, where a roll call would 

take place. Following the roll call, evening prayers would be held in the Governors Hall. The Castle 

Gate would be closed with the pedestrian Wicket Gate remaining open until 10pm when the Castle 

gate would be locked. The sergeant of the guard would perform an inspection at 11pm. Then, on the 

turn of every hour until 4am, the on-duty guards would perform a circular inspection of the Castle 

(Mentzel, 1784). 

Slaves at the Cape 

From 1658 to 1795, slavery was practiced at the Cape under the VOC and continued until the 

eventual emancipation of the slaves in 1834, under the British administration. A small number of 

slave servants were present at the Colony from 1658 when the initial group of slaves were brought 

to the Cape from the area of modern day Guinea (R. Ross, 1983). The population of slaves at the 

Cape numbered around 838 at the beginning of the 1700s. 

A small pox outbreak in 1713 decimated the Colony populace, but its effect on the Khoekhoen 

populace was far greater. Large sections of the Khoekhoen Population were wiped out. The various 

farmers who had in some instances relied on employing seasonal local labour, usually consisting of 

the local Khoekhoen were not able to harvest their produce. 

By 1717, the free-burgher class numbered around 400 settlers, with the Colony covering around half 

a million hectares in the South-Western Cape (Guelke, 1984). The year 1717 was important, as a 

decision was taken to lessen the importation of labour from Europe and instead to focus on using 

slave labour. Skilled labour at the Cape was hard to come by with the Colony having to take 

advantage of immigration wherever they could. The arrival of the French Huguenots and recruitment 

of Europeans through the Orphan chamber in Europe resulted in some levels of increased 

immigration, however this was not enough for the increasing demand for labour at the Cape. 

While slaves had been at the Cape from the late 1600s, these had been mostly limited to male slaves 

from South East Asia. After 1717, slaves were imported to the Cape in increasing quantities. Many of 

the slaves were initially brought from Eastern India and Sri Lanka, however this shifted to South East 

Asia, and eventually incorporated many slaves from the Mozambique and Madagascar Slaving 

Operations. The total slave population was recorded at 14 747 in 1793, 29 861 in 1806 and 36 169 in 

1834 (Worden, 2017). 

Slaves were initially kept at Fort de Goede Hoop and contributed to some of the construction of the 

Castle. However, following the Castle’s completion, slaves were mostly limited to domestic servants 

within the Castle itself. Most slaves outside the Castle were used as labourers for the farming sectors 

of the Colony. The Cape experience is different from that of the North American  experience, as 

most farmers owned less than 10 slaves, while only the most wealthy farmers had more than 20 

(Worden, 2017).  

The largest group of slaves was owned by the VOC and were kept at the Company Slave Lodge at the 

foot of the Company’s Gardens. This building also housed lunatics and the overflow of the 

neighbouring hospital (Worden, Van Heyningen & Bickford-Smith, 1998). From the development of 

the Slave Lodge in 1680 (Fransen & Cook, 1980). 
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The British take the Cape 

The French revolution in 1789 disrupted many aspects of Western European society and 

revolutionary armies fought several campaigns across Europe. In 1795, the Prince of Orange Willem 

V fled Holland. As the British Empire was allied with the Dutch, a British fleet was dispatched to Cape 

Town, to prevent the Colony from falling into French hands. The Fleet arrived on the night of 11 June 

1795 in False Bay. The colonial forces were required to abandon the fortifications in Simons Town, 

and made a stand at Muizenburg, making use of the terrain to concentrate the British forces 

(Johnson Barker & Museum, 2003). 

The British forces were able to advance past the Muizenburg position, as they were supported by 

ships in the bay. The Colony fought a delaying action, deploying a hastily constituted Khoi Regiment. 

The British advanced to modern day Mowbray before the colony was forced to surrender to the 

advancing soldiers. The surrender was signed at Rustenburg on the 16th of September 1795 (Johnson 

Barker & Museum, 2003). The British invasion was meant to be temporary, however the Cape 

remained under British control until 1803 with the signing of the treaty of Amiens. The Castle was 

never brought under direct fire, and was occupied by the British garrison following the surrender 

(Worden et al., 1998).  

The British did not find a warm welcome at the Cape. There was great animosity between the 

Burgher Senate (the top six burgher citizens) and the new British administration. Many toasts were 

given to the founder, Jan van Riebeeck, and a proposal was made to name Cape Town 

“Riebeeckstad”, however the British continued the use of “Cape Town”(Worden et al., 1998). 

General Craig, leader of the British ground forces in the Battle of Muizenberg, was installed as acting 

governor until a proper British Governor could be sent to the Cape. Craig was relieved by the Earl of 

McCartney as Governor in 1797 (Theal, 1908). McCartney chose to live in the Government house in 

the Company’s Garden (Tuynhuis) (Anne Lindsay Barnard & Wilkins, 1901). Lady Anne Barnard and 

her husband, Andrew Barnard arrived with the Governor and occupied the Governor’s residence in 

the Castle.  

Lady Anne Barnard at the Castle 

A prolific letter writer, Lady Anne Barnard described many aspects of the Castle of Good Hope, as 

well as various elements of Cape Town Society. She noted that the soldiers of the garrison were not 

interested in the society orientated events of the Cape, as she herself was. Instead they were 

concerned with drinking and gaming. The Barnard’s Quarters in the Castle were to her  “a palace, 

containing such a suite of apartments as makes me fancy myself a princess” (Barnard & Wilkins, 

1901 Page 59). She redecorated the Governors quarters, styling the interiors of the buildings as an 

English house with additional furniture. She proposed developing a party scene to encourage the 

local Dutch women and military ensigns to socialise together (Anne Lindsay Barnard & Wilkins, 

1901). 

Lady Anne Barnard was a skilfully deployed politician. Historically, the society at the Cape was 

heavily influenced by the Dutch, with most of the Burghers considering themselves Dutch citizens. 

There was a degree of cultural difference, and a general feeling of distrust between the citizens of 

the Cape and their new British administration. Lady McCartney did not accompany her husband and 



19 
 

so it fell to Lady Barnard to shoulder many of the responsibilities, as one of the highest-ranking 

members of the British Government at the Cape. She was important in enmeshing and enculturating 

the Cape Dutch Society with the governing British elite. 

Lady Anne’s descriptions of the Castle include the dolphin pool, the Governor’s residence, including 

the size and shape of the rooms, as well as the various balls and events she hosted. Her descriptions 

were useful, and the images and paintings that she created of the views from the Castle show an 

interesting portrait of the Castle during this time. 

Eventually, Lady Anne left the Cape in 1803 when the Colony was ceded back to the Dutch following 

the signing of the treaty of Amiens. Her Panorama, drawn from the centre of the Castle shows in 

detail the state of the fortifications at the time of the first British occupation.  

 
Figure 6: Extract from Lady Anne Barnards Panorama of the Cape (1)8  

 
Figure 7: Extract from Lady Anne Barnards Panorama of the Cape (2) 9 

 
8 Barnard & Barker, 2009.  
9 Ibid.  



20 
 

 
Figure 8: Extract from Lady Anne Barnards Panorama of the Cape (3)10  

 

The British permanently annex the Cape 

The period in which the Cape was returned to the Batavian Republic was short lived as a British fleet 

again arrived in Table Bay in January 1806. The British landed in Melkbosstrand and fought a battle 

against the colonial forces behind Blouberg Hill. The Colony defenders were beaten back, with the 

colony commander, General Janssen retreating towards Stellenbosch, intending to regroup and 

launch a counter attack, however the British marched on to Cape Town. Cape Town was declared an 

open city, and a treaty of capitulation was signed at the site of present day Treaty Road in 

Woodstock. Throughout this time, the Castle did not fire a shot, nor was it fired upon (Johnson 

Barker & Museum, 2003). 

Unlike the previous time the Cape was annexed by the British, during the second conquest there was 

an intention to permanently establish the Cape as a British colony. A re-assessment of the 

fortifications at the Cape was begun soon after the colonial capitulation. New fortifications were 

developed in Wynberg, as well as various upgrades around the Cape. Additions to the Castle 

included the addition of a layer of brick work on top of the battlements. When William Burchell 

visited the Cape in 1815, he drew a vignette of the Castle gates, clearly indicating the Castle 

battlements without the brick layer (Burchell, 1822). The bricks were only added in the 1830s 

(Johnson Barker & Museum, 2003). 

 
10 Barnard & Barker, 2009.  
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Figure 9: William Burchell's Vignette of the Castle Gates (1815)11  

For much of the 1700s and into the 1800s, the Castle had been the seat of governance and military 

command. Already during the first British annexation of the Cape, the Governor had moved out of 

the Castle, preferring the Government house in the Gardens (Tuynhuis). The Second British period at 

the Cape further disrupted the traditional seat of Power, with the government offices moving out of 

the Castle and into the former VOC slave lodge at the foot of the Company’s Garden (1811). The 

former Slave lodge became the High Court, with the military command remaining at the Castle of 

Good Hope (Johnson Barker & Museum, 2003). As a result, the Castle became almost entirely a 

military structure. Weekly military shows were held on the grand Parade, attended by the elite of 

Cape Town. However, the social aspect of the Castle was gone and the new British administration 

leased many of the military structures for private use, and demolished many others, including the 

French lines. The Castle continued as a military structure and the main headquarters of the military 

in the Cape Colony.  

19th Century Military Action 

Throughout the early and mid-19th century, the Colony was engaged in numerous border skirmishes 

with the AmaXhosa on the Eastern Frontier of the Colony. The expansion of the colonial settlers into 

the Eastern cape was increasingly leading to conflict over good grazing areas in the Zuurveld. The 

conflicts had originally flared up during the last decades of VOC rule at the Cape, (1779, 1789 and 

1799), however with the new British administration, conflicts became more protracted and of 

greater impact to the colonial interests in South Africa. With border conflicts in the 18th century 

mostly being handled by a combined force of Burgher Militia and VOC military forces, the new 

British administration could not rely on this model to be effective in the long run. Because of 

growing anti-British sentiment, and with areas of the Colony often in open revolt, the British colonial 

government had to increase its own military involvement on the Eastern Frontier. 

While the border wars of the 19th century happened at a considerable distance from the Castle, 

many of the reinforcements sent to the Eastern Frontier were managed and housed for a time in the 

Castle. Nine border wars were fought in total, between the colonial forces and the Xhosa, with the 

latter eventually being defeated, due to in part the military action and the killing or imprisonment of 

 
11  Burchell, 1822.  
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their leaders on Robben Island, and the killing of their Cattle by the Xhosa themselves in hopes of 

the Prophesies of Nongqawuse coming true (Peires, 1989). 

Anglo-Zulu War 

The Xhosa Chiefs imprisoned on Robben Island, Makhanda (Nxele), Siyolo, Maqoma and XhoXHo  

were not the only African leaders brought to the Cape in Exile (H. Deacon, 1996). Following the 

Battle of Islandwana in January 1879, the British fought a campaign to remove the Zulu King 

Cetshwayo, who was defeated at the battle of Ulundi in July of 1879, and sent to Cape Town to live 

in the Castle (Meredith, 2007). He was given quarters in the part of the Castle that now houses the 

Military Museum. He was allowed to walk a section of the battlements, mostly around the 

Catzenellebogen Bastion. 

 
Figure 10: Cetshwayo at the Castle c.a 187912 

Anglo-Boer War 

While most of the military action in the Anglo-Boer War was concentrated in the northern sections 

of South Africa, many of the regiments headquartered at the Castle were involved in the conflict. 

The Cape Highlanders, the Cape Mounted Rifles and various artillery battalions were all 

headquartered in the Castle. Many of the regiments were founded in the late 19th century and have 

seen action in the Anglo-Zulu War, the Anglo Boer War, and the first and second world wars. With 

 
12  Bisset, Kroukamp, & Le Roux, 1985. 
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the Union of South Africa in 1910, and the formation of the Union Defence Force, the Castle was 

proclaimed the military headquarters of the Western Province as No 1 Military District. 

WWI 

Military units headquartered at the Castle were involved in campaigns in German South West Africa 

(Namibia), as well as Palestine. The South African 1st infantry fought at the Battle of Delville Wood 

during the Battle of the Somme and included members of the Cape Highlanders, and the Cape Rifles 

(Couzens, 2014).  

WWII 

During the Second World War, the Castle was used as a command headquarters and Cape Fortress 

Command. Many of the Military units that eventually fought in the Western Desert and Italian 

Campaigns were mustered at the Castle. Besides the involvement of the troops, the Castle was used 

as a joint operational command for the Cape Fortress, including a Naval tracking section. The Naval 

Section eventually moved to the south peninsula near to its current location. 

Modern City 

Through the latter half of the 19th century, the Castle was increasingly divorced from the 

administration of the Cape. As a result, the governance of the Colony was no longer connected to 

the Castle. While still semi-administered from the Castle, much of the action of the military was 

concentrated on the Eastern and Northern borders of the Colony. The Castle as a building became 

an outdated and underperforming military structure. There were numerous attempts by the 

Government to demolish the Castle. First for new barracks (1886), then again for the expansion of 

the Railway (demolition of the Imhoff Battery in 1896), and finally as part of the Foreshore 

development plan in the mid-20th Century. 

The expansion of the railway lines, and the general move to modernise the central business district 

of Cape Town put enormous pressure on the Castle. The attempts in the late 19th century were 

eventually defeated due to an active citizenry, however attempts persisted during the Foreshore 

reclamation process to alter or demolish the Castle. The newly formed National Monuments 

Commission (1934) was concerned with the number of historical monuments that were under threat 

from the development of modern city infrastructure and a decision was taken to declare the Castle 

as a National Monument, to better protect it from the increasing development. Renovations were 

carried out on the “Lady Anne Barnard Ballroom” between 1935 and 1937 and plans were discussed 

to opening a museum in the Castle (Bisset et al., 1985).  
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Figure 11: Renovations to the "Ballroom", now the Fehr Collection Museum, 193713  

Restoration 

Following the World Wars, there was a concerted effort to have the Castle restored. At one point, 

the expanding Cape Town Foreshore Development Plan considered creating a bridge over the 

entrance of the Castle, to avoid a having to bend Buitenkant street around the entrance ravellin of 

the Castle’s gate. The head of the National Monuments Commission (Prof Clarence van Riet Lowe) 

testified before the Foreshore Development Investigation Commission, arguing that the Castle is an 

extremely important heritage site, and that the proposed development scheme that had be 

rumoured to in contemplation by the roads agency was wholly inappropriate. In the end the 

Commission reassured Prof van Riet Lowe, and the extension of lower Buitenkant street was routed 

around the Castle ravellin (Van Riet Lowe, 1945). 

The Tercentenary celebrations of the arrival of Jan  Van Riebeeck in 1952, brought a greater focus on 

the Castle as an historical artefact. The restoration started with the scaling down of the military 

facilities at the Castle following the WWII. The Royal Engineers workshops, located on the outside of 

the Castle between Burren and Catzenellebogen were demolished in August 1952 (Bisset et al., 

1985). 

 
13 Bisset et al., 1985.  
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Figure 12: Demolition of Royal Engineers Buildings 195214 

A series of restoration projects were undertaken in the 1960s and 1970s. Gabriël Fagan Architects 

were appointed to the project. It was with the restoration of the bell tower in between 1975 and 

1977 that the work kicked into high gear, with continual work being undertaken at the Castle until 

the early 2000s. In the late 1980s and early 1990s, archaeological excavations were undertaken. A 

second series of maintenance was conducted in the late 2010 being completed in 2017. The 

restorations under the guidance and management of the Fagan’s were extensive and detailed. Many 

other VOC period fortifications around the world were visited, including Jaffna in Sri-Lanka, 

Freemantle in Australia and Culemborg in the Netherlands. A more detailed description of the 

restoration work is provided in section 6. 

Castle as a symbol of oppression 

For much of the 20th century and during the Apartheid years, the Castle was one of the most 

accessible faces of the South African Defence Force (SADF). The Castle was not fully open to the 

public but was situated in central Cape Town within walking distance from the then Non-whites 

 
14 Bisset et al., 1985. 
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entrance to the Cape Town Train Station. The Castle had long been held as a symbol of colonialism, 

subjugation of the indigenous peoples of Africa (and South East Asia) and white Nationalism. Rising 

tensions regarding the role of the military, and the oppressive nature of the military deployments 

both within South Africa and in neighbouring African countries during the 1980s naturally lead to 

protests directed at the Castle. The Castle was also the literal emblem of the SADF with the five-

pointed star of the Castle reflected on the SADF insignia.  

 
Figure 13: A man walks past graffiti on the Castle walls between Buuren and Catzenellebogen15  

 
15 Laing, 1985. 
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Figure 14: Pickets from the ANC Observatory branch, Cape Town16  

Protests, graffiti and pickets against the SADF draft, and the role of the military in propping up the 

Apartheid state took place outside the Castle, while inside, celebrations of more palatable symbols 

of the nationalist government took place, safely insulated by stone walls and privilege. 

 
16 Muller, 1992. 
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Figure 15: President Vorster with the Springboks National Rugby Team inside the Castle in 197917  

During the restoration, a mini-limpet mine was detonated within the central well area of the Castle 

on 19 August 1988. There were no injuries as the working archaeological team were not in the 

immediate vicinity, but were actively excavating the well at the time. The explosion was later 

included as one of the Umkhonto we Sizwe actions detailed in the African National Congress’s 

(ANC’s) second submissions to the Truth and Reconciliation Commission in 1997. The listing reads: 

“19/08/88 SADF buildings/personnel: The Castle, Cape Town Mini-limpet mine explodes within Castle 

grounds; no details” - (“FURTHER SUBMISSIONS AND RESPONSES BY THE AFRICAN NATIONAL 

CONGRESS TO QUESTIONS RAISED BY THE COMMISSION FOR TRUTH AND RECONCILIATION,” 1997) 

This event is significant as the Castle, as a fortress and military structure, has never fired, nor been 

fired upon in anger, except for the Limpet Mine incident. The Limpet Mine incident is therefore an 

important historical event that requires more research.  

Post 1994 

Under the new dispensation, following 1994, and with the passing of the Castle Management Act 

No. 207 of 1993, the Castle has been re-orientated within South African society. Much of the work of 

the current Castle administration is to “(a) preserve and protect the military and cultural heritage of 

the Castle; (b) optimize the tourism potential of the Castle; and (c) maximize the accessibility to the 

public of the whole or any part. This is being undertaken through using the Castle as an events 

 
17 Bisset et al., 1985. 



29 
 

space, and by facilitating tours of the military history of the Castle. Much work has been done in 

opening the Castle to the public particularly in engaging with traditional leaders in Khoisan 

communities.  

The Castle in 2016 (350th anniversary of the beginning of construction) is positioned differently to 

how it was in 1956. The Restoration of the Castle in the second half of the 20th century came about 

as a result of a physical need for maintenance, after a near century of neglect, but was undertaken 

with a goal of celebrating white national identities and the value of European culture. The 

reinterpretation and repositioning the Castle within South African Society in the last decade has 

sought to address this historical narrative imbalance. 

Please see Annexure A: Timeline: Castle of Good Hope, which details the historical layers from the 

Pre-Colonial to the 21st century.  

5. Spatial Themes 

5.1 Settlement at the Cape 

The company had no intention of establishing a Colony, and the Cape of Good Hope was generally 

considered to be unsuitable as a refreshment station because of the infertility of the soil, its 

dangerous seas, and the savageness of the Khoi (Fitchett, 1996). However, when shipwrecked 

survivors that had to survive for a year in 1647, this proved otherwise. The sole purpose of the 

settlement was the provisioning, refitting and repair of the VOC fleet and other friendly nations. As 

such it needed some form of protection and defence first from internal, and later from external 

forces (Seeman, 1993). They only required a small refreshment station comprising of a vegetable 

garden, orchard and grazing lands, and a fort to protect them. Van Riebeeck followed this closely, 

but Van der Stel and other governors with their expansionist tendencies turned development in 

another direction. Ships entering the natural bay for anchor had to do so based on the sea currents 

and wind directions, from the southwest between the main land and Robben Island. Heavy winter 

storms caused damage to ships and in 1743 Simons Bay was declared the winter anchoring place for 

the VOC fleet from May to October.  

5.2 Fortifications at the Cape 

Dependent on the resources available and the strategic importance of defence, the first Fort was 

elaborated on and continually restored until a substantial ‘sea fortress’, such as the Castle could be 

built (Seeman 1993). The Amsterdam Battery resulted after the Castle, and both were deliberately 

placed in full view of the anchorage in Table Bay, a forceful architectural statement acting as a visual 

deterrent to any would-be invader (Seeman 1993). Most of the remaining coastal fortifications at 

the Cape were placed in position such that the hostile ships would not perceive them until the 

batteries actually opened fire.  Map 3 below shows some of the fortifications in addition to the 

Castle. 



 
 

 
Map 3: Map showing locations of Fortifications in and around Cape Town c. 1800



 
 

The Table below is a list of the defence work found around the Cape Peninsula. Many of these sites 

are purely archaeological, or their position was never recorded. 

Table 2: Defence Structures on the Cape Peninsula before 1850 

Name and Defence 

System Type 

Description Existing 

Temporary Fort the 

Vastichijt 

Zandenburgh 

In 1647, when one of the VOC’s vessels, the Niew-Haerlem, was 

wrecked at Blaauwberg. The survivors spent a year at the Cape 

before being rescued in 1648. In this time, they erected this 

temporary Fort, cultivated vegetables and established good 

relations with the Khoi (Fitchett 1996). This fort was 450 square 

feet, and armed with a single cannon at each corner. It was also 

provided with a hornework on the north-western side, armed 

with three cannons (Fitchett, 1996). 

No Location 

Unknown 

Fort de Goede Hoop  Both the Fort and the Castle were strictly designed as part of the 

‘Old Netherlands System’ of fortress design. The Fort was located 

at the mouth of the river for fresh water, and the diverted river 

course to create a moat around the defence walls. The river 

mouth directed the placement of the Fort along the coast not far 

above the high-tide mark. The Fort de Goede Hoop was basically 

a square-sided courtyard, surrounded with some clay walling and 

on each corner a V-shaped bastion: the basic star-shaped 

tetragon and contained a series of wooden buildings (barracks, 

stores and workshops) with a central brick building, the 

Governor's residence, and a cellar underneath it (Seeman, 1993). 

No 

1652 Duijnhoop 

Redoubt 

  

The Duijnhoop redoubt was the second defence structure to be 

erected at the Cape, close to the mouth of the Salt River. It was 

intended to protect the train-oil boilers erected behind the sand 

dune at the river mouth and to improve security of Table Bay, 

protecting sloops anchored in the river and used as a look-out 

post for whales and ships entering the bay. It was initially called 

Traenenburgh or oil-citadel (Fitchett, 1996). 

No 

1661 Sandthoop 

Redoubt  

Threatened attacks by the French required the building of 

another redoubt between the Duijnhoop and the Fort (Fitchett, 

1996). 

No 

1695 Castle of Good 

Hope   

Built by the Dutch East India Company. The Castle of Good Hope, 

the oldest existing colonial building at the Cape, soon became 

inadequate to protect the expanding settlement. Its guns only 

covered a small part of the anchorage. Therefore, work began on 

the Amsterdam Battery. It replaced an older fort called the Fort 

de Goede Hoop, which was constructed from clay and timber and 

built by Jan van Riebeeck upon his arrival at the Cape of Good 

Hope in 1652. 

Yes 
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Name and Defence 

System Type 

Description Existing 

1781-1786 

Amsterdam Battery  

The Amsterdam Battery is the only fort in the Cape Peninsula 

that was fully casemented, and it was to be supplied with ovens. 

Seeman (1993) describes it as a massive work.  

Yes,  

Walls visible on 

google earth. 

Recently renovated 

and included in an 

urban park in the 

new Dock Road 

Precinct 

1714-1725 

Chavonnes Battery  

The battery was built in a “U” shape with a stone wall built on a 

rocky outcrop on the Western flank at the water’s edge. It had 16 

mounted guns with an arc of fire of nearly 180 degrees. It was 

used to protect the bay and town until 1861 when construction 

work started on the Alfred basin and some of the stone and 

rubble from the site was used to create a breakwater. Further 

damage occurred when coal bunkers and later a fish factory were 

built over the site. Part of the Fort can be seen in the Chavonnes 

Museum, and includes the excavated walls. 

Yes, part of the 

museum in the V&A 

water- front 

1781 Rogge Bay 

Battery  

The 1781 Rogge Bay Battery was built entirely by slaves. It was 

modelled on the Cavonnes Battery and consisted of a ‘large’ and 

a ‘small’ curved battery seen at Q and R respectively. Until 1786 

it was still called ‘Provisional Battery’ as it had not been finished 

according to plan, but nothing was done about it (Seeman, 1993). 

 

1781 Mouille Battery  The name "Mouille" comes from the French word for an 

anchoring ground. In the early 18th century, ships were often 

swept ashore in Table Bay and the then governor decided that a 

breakwater (mouille in French) was needed to protect vessels at 

anchor. In 1781, the French arrived and built a battery near the 

unfinished mouille, naming it Mouille Point Battery.  

No 

1779 Three Anchor 

Bay Battery  

The Three Anchor Bay was provisionally erected in 1779. It was 

also referred to as the small battery on a demolished redoubt18. 

No 

Kyk-in-die-pot 

Battery, which 

became Fort 

Wynyard  

In a very real sense Kyk-in-de-Pot, along with the Chavonnes 

Battery and the Amsterdam Battery, was the keeper of Cape 

Town's front door. The Castle and its attached Imhoff Battery 

were designed to protect the Table Bay anchorage; but the other 

three were the guardians of the approaches to that anchorage, 

where guns of the Castle, as well as the small adjacent Rogge Bay 

Battery, could not reach.  

Upgraded into a 

modern battery 

during WWII 

King’s, Queen’s and 

Prince of Wales’ 

The blockhouses at Hout Bay and Devils Peak were adaptations 

of a British engineering work called Martello Towers, that was 

Yes, remains of all 

three are seen 

 
18 Web-based resource: www.tanap.net  

http://www.tanap.net/
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Name and Defence 

System Type 

Description Existing 

Blockhouses, York 

redoubts on Devils 

Peak  

relatively cost-effective as a coastal defence system and became 

a new prototype. These towers were round, built of brick and 

had accommodation inside for the men, magazines and stores 

while the flat roof gave a 360 degree radius to the traversing gun 

(Seeman 1993). In the Cape Peninsula the tower developed 

further to become a square blockhouse.  

1755-59 The Nieuw 

Battery  

The Nieuw Battery at the mouth of the Salt River was began in 

1755 with an armament of eight to ten pieces and was ready for 

action in 1759. The Battery appears on the map of 1767 (Seeman 

1993); and by 1785 was in such a terrible state that some repairs 

had to be affected. Yet, by 1786 all was as before: the guns 

rusting, the artillery officers departed, the trained artillerists back 

on their farms and outposts. The Cape is in a bad state. ‘(9)’ on 

the map shows the Nieuw Battery. 

No 

1781 Intermediare 

Battery  

East of Fort Knokke (7) further along the shore the French 

soldiers erected in 1781 the Intermediare battery between Fort 

Knokke and the Nieuw Battery. See ‘(8)’ on the image at Nieuw 

Battery. 

No 

Fort Knokke 

  

 The "Sea Lines" ended at Fort Knokke, a substantial star-shaped 

fort, demolished only in 1952 to make way for a railway line. 

No 

The French lines 

(Holland, Centre and 

Burgher redoubt)  

Running up from Fort Knokke (I)to Devils Peak it consisted of 

three redoubts (Holland, Centre and Burgher), either triangular 

or quadratic with an earth rampart and dry ditch, and connected 

by a zigzag of breastwork and ditches. Although erected with 

much bravado and enthusiasm 1781/2 it was also in a state of 

repair in 1786. The purpose of this line at right angles from the 

seas was to prevent an attack on the Cape Town form the 

Eastern side, outflanking Fort Knokke and using roads from the 

Cape flats at Rondebosch. For many years these lines were to 

form the boundary of the town (Seeman, 1993).  

Yes,  

Centre and Holland 

in Trafalgar Park 

Wood- stock 

Sea Lines between 

the Castle and fort 

Knokke  

The sea lines consist of the defence structures between Fort 

Knokke (I) and these Castle. These are: 

 

• Battery Elisabeth  

• Battery Helena  

• Battery Charlotte  

• Battery Tulbagh and  

• Battery Imhoff  

 

No 
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Name and Defence 

System Type 

Description Existing 

Behind the Sea Lines the Company built a powder magazine and 

its military hospital. During spring tide and winter storms the 

walls and batteries were often damaged considerably.  

Kloof Nek Battery  The Kloof Nek Battery consisted of a U-shaped earthen 

embankment situated at the Camps Bay side of Kloof Nek, 

capable of holding three to four guns. The soldiers manning the 

Battery were housed at the Kloof Nek signal station. The 

importance of this Battery was that we have there a large 

detachment of troops (Seeman, 1993). 

No 

Hedge along 

Liesbeeck River  

Van Riebeeck had begun to build a line of earthen ramparts and 

wooden redoubts along the Liesbeeck River to protect the 

Freeburger and company farmlands granted there. This line 

ended with a fairly impenetrable wild almond hedge, of which a 

small remain has survived in Kirstenbosch (Seeman, 1993). See 

Fort Houd den Bul, in the row below for a plan showing the line 

of the Hedge. 

Hedge in 

Kirstenbosch 

Houd den bull, Fort 

keert de Koe, en Fort 

Kijk-Uyt  

In 1657, the first free burgers received farms on the edge of the 

Liesbeeck River. A wild almond hedge was planted along the 

river. This became the eastern boundary of the town. The 

earthen ramparts build by Jan van Riebeeck included the Fort 

Houd den Bull (now Claremont), Fort Keert de Koe (where the 

Black River connects with the Liesbeeck), and Fort Kijk- Uyt (River 

Mouth) 

No except the 

hedge see previous 

row 

Coehoorn, Gorden 

and Cradock Battery  

Coehoorn, Gorden, and Cradock redoubts. 

When the French left in 1784 they left a second line of defence 

unfinished, running from the Castle up the slope of Devil's Peak: 

Project Retrenchment. Its construction was undertaken in 

sporadic periods. Only two batteries were partly finished and fell 

soon into disrepair again: the one nearest the Castle was 

'Coehoorn', the other 'Gordon', named after the commander of 

the garrison (Seeman, 1993). 

No 

 

From this list of defence structures, it is evident that the Castle was the centre point around which 

all of these defences were planned. The list only includes the fortification structures as per the 

drawing by Seeman (1993) within the immediate vicinity of the Castle. The Castle is better 

understood within its context of a defence system. The Castle is classified as a main fort and was 

intended to safeguard the VOC’s monopoly on trade with the East Asia, acting as a halfway house. 

The entire defence system was built to withstand onslaught from the sea (European competition) 

and local resistance to the west with a number of redoubts, ramparts and trenches. An interesting 

wild almond hedge to protect the first free burgers next to the Liesbeeck River is still seen in 

Kirstenbosch. According to Hall (1996) the Castle was an idealised solution rather than being an 
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architectural design that considered local landscape and conditions (Seeman, 1993).  By looking at 

the amount of defence needed to protect the Castle, Hall’s deduction might not be far off, and that 

the idealised solution was based on that of Simon Stevin. 

5.3 Cape Town Spatial Development  

There seems to be a familiarity to the Dutch foreign settlements on which travellers often 

commented. The 18th century traveller Francois Valentijn wrote about Fort Cochin in Kerala (India): 

“because of high buildings, churches and towers, it resembles a European city” (Valentijn, 1856). 

Olfert Dapper A visitor to Zeelandia (Taiwan) in 1670 described it “as perfectly and beautifully built 

as any city in Holland ... The streets had been paved with square bricks” (L. Oosterhoff, 1985). The 

town of Batavia was “laid out as a Dutch [town],”(R. J. Ross & Telkamp, 2012).  

Another common sight in Dutch foreign settlements was the fort or castle, which was the military, 

administrative and commercial centre of the VOC (Baartman, 2015). Dutch 17th century urban 

planning generally made use of a rectilinear grid adapted to local circumstances and included canals 

or manipulated waterways and bastioned walls (Kehoe, 2015). Several prominent examples 

demonstrate general Dutch urban planning principles in the 17th century: Simon Stevin’s ideal plan, 

the development of the Dutch grid, and finally the expansion of Amsterdam. Van den Heuvel (2011) 

sees the 17th century Dutch grid as deriving not from Stevin’s plan but from indigenous systems of 

land parcelling in the Netherlands. The Dutch grid, following Van den Heuvel (2011), was a practical 

way of evenly parcelling land on an existing canal framework, an argument that echoes Stevin’s 

justification for a rectangular city Van den Heuvel notes a further source of the Dutch grid, which 

also derives from Stevin, but from a different text than the ideal plan. The consistent use of gridded 

divisions in different types of Dutch planning indicates a general Dutch impulse to use the grid as a 

means for creating and dividing land, which perhaps cannot be traced to a specific source (Kehoe, 

2015). 

The reason why Dutch overseas posts were somewhat similar to each other was more a result of 

location and purpose than the consequence of town planning. Surveyors and engineers overseas 

were not necessarily working with a fixed notion of an urban form (the ideal city), but instead were 

building with the experience of centuries learned by their predecessors in The Netherlands 

(Baartman, 2015). In that regard, the Dutch situation contrasts with, for example, the Spanish Laws 

of the Indies, which stipulated a common framework for the arrangement and government of all 

Spanish colonial cities (Kehoe, 2015). They applied various temporary and flexible grids which had 

worked in Dutch cities and were often adapted to local circumstances. The presence of a river or 

stream, which frequently was canalised, explained why most Dutch foreign settlements had an 

elongated shape with a Main Street running down the centre. The regular grid (still found in the 

Cape Town city-centre) served the purposes of the VOC perfectly. This design was “symbolic of an 

ordered, well-managed society, hierarchical but democratic, it was emblematic for the hard working 

God fearing Dutch Calvinists” (Van Oers, 2012). 

The suitability of a location of a new Dutch settlement, from a landscape point of view, to establish a 

settlement was fairly flexible and almost solely related to the possibility to conduct trade. In foreign 

foundation practices, the Dutch have always incorporated the existing terrain in the planning and 

design of the settlement and adapted it partially or, when necessary, totally in accordance with the 

intended function. Strategic positions on shores or land tips with natural harbours in the vicinity 
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were chosen for Dutch trade settlements in general. Natural rivers, diverted or canalised, were often 

the backbones of the settlements and used for fresh water provision and defence (Van Oers, 2012). 

In Cape Town, the stream coming down from Table Mountain was channelled into a moat around 

the Castle. Water leading from the mountain was also canalised to run through and irrigate the 

Company’s Garden, while this channel was extended into the main axis forming the Heerengracht, 

where the most prestigious buildings (the Dutch Reformed Church, the hospital and the slave lodge) 

were constructed and which became a place of residence favoured by prominent citizens (Baartman, 

2015). 

On faraway and hostile shores, the self-sufficiency of the settlements, and the function of the 

landscape herein, was an important aspect. Just like the proximity to fresh water rivers, vegetable 

gardens were a vital element to maximise self-sufficiency and almost all settlements of the VOC had 

their own vegetable gardens of which the Company’s Garden of Cape Town was the most famous. It 

formed the centrepiece of the settlement in design and functional organisation and was the focal 

point for the city's planning and development for almost 150 years. The following Images from Van 

Oers (2012), clearly illustrates the development of the grid: 

 

 

Figure 16: Map of the Fort of Good Hope and the surrounding lands, between Table Bay and False Bay19  

 

 
19 VEL 803 - Collection Leupe, Dutch General State Archives (ARA) in The Hague, Netherlands.  
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Figure 17: Plan of the Fort of Good Hope, the Company’s Gardens and adjoining buildings and stables20  

 

 
20 VEL 820 - Collection Leupe, Dutch General State Archives (ARA) in The Hague, Netherlands.  
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Figure 18: Plan of the Company's Fort of Good Hope, gardens and buildings, as well as the confined area for the 
beginning of a City for Free Citizens21 

 
21 VEL 824 - Collection Leupe, Dutch General State Archives (ARA) in The Hague, Netherlands. 
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With the establishment of Cape Town as a refreshment station halfway between the Dutch Republic 

and the Far East, the Company’s Garden were in function and design the backbone of the City. This 

element guided the position and configuration of the settlement: in the valley below Table 

Mountain, on the lowest gradient, in between the mountain streams for irrigation and water supply.  

A central axis was established over the centre of the Company’s Garden, through the settlement 

towards the Fort area and the jetty on the beach. This primary axis represents the initial production 

and distribution of the vegetables from the Company’s Garden, later supplemented by the dairy 

products of the farms around Table Mountain, via the city markets, to the ships waiting in the 

harbour. Important social and public buildings, like the Dutch Reformed Church and the Hospital, 

were situated at the entrance of the Company’s Garden on either side of this central axis. It was 

further emphasised by the construction of the Heerengracht, the central avenue flanked with oak 

trees in a spacious setting (Van Oers, 2012).  

ln spatial terms we can consider Cape Town's urban configuration as dichotomous, with a 

juxtaposition of the Company Castle, with the dwellings of Military and Company personnel and 

storage rooms inside, surrounded by an open field of fire, and the town of the free citizens with their 

dwellings and houses, organised into an orthogonal ground plan. Perpendicular to this urban 

ensemble and as an intermediate between the military and government functions of the Castle and 

the trade and residential functions of the burgher town, is the large Company’s Garden. Laid out in 

the valley on the most fertile terrain with the least gradient, it dominated the layout of the 

settlement. New buildings and urban spaces for public use positioned according to axes of order 

emphasise the importance of this dominant element between Company and free citizens (Van Oers, 

2012).  

6. Development of the Built Fabric of the Castle 

Historical Development and Control of the Castle of Good Hope 

When Jan Van Riebeeck landed at the Cape in 1652 to establish a fuel station for the VOC boats on 

their way to the East, he started a garden and built a fort to protect the settlement. This fort with its 

four bastions soon proved to be inadequate and construction of a larger castle was begun to the 

west of the fort leaving a space between the small town and the new castle that became known as 

the Parade where the VOC soldiers could be mustered and were able to parade. 

Excavations for the Western Bastion were complete at the end of 1665 and the Castle’s building 

work was commenced in early 1666 when the first foundation stones for the Leerdam Bastion were 

laid and by the end of 1666 most of the foundation works were complete. 

Stone was cut from a Quarry on Signal Hill (used until the early 1900s), and Blue Slate and shells 

were obtained from Robben Island. Shells were burned to obtain lime mixed in a ratio of 1:1 with 

clay to give mortar. Two lime kilns were kept burning non-stop during the first construction phase. A 

large lime kiln was built close to the work, replacing the older ones and also a larger brick and roof 

tile kiln. 

To counter inclement weather in winter for the workmen, a large timber building of 30 m x 11 m was 

erected on site as a shelter and store for tools and was also used as a church and place for General 

Assembly and burial place beneath the floor.  
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Bastion Walls and Curtain Walls were 5 m thick at the base. Vertical on the inside and the outer 

(Glacis) sloped inwards. Each wall was at least 1 m thick and the cavity filled with compacted whitish 

clay. 

When the First Bastion - Leerdam - was a metre above the foundation, a start was made with the 

next. By 1671, Leerdam and two other bastions had been built up to ground level and it was decided 

to build them with stone to 6 feet high and to construct a palisade earth wall behind them to close 

the fortress and make it more defendable.  

During a period of peace, work on the Castle paused for a while but in 1671 it became urgent again 

and in 1672 the work continued. 

The Gunpowder Magazine inside the first Bastion needed rebuilding and another required in the 

second Bastion. The Castle design required each Bastion to have a Magazine. 

By mid-1674, four Bastions - Leerdam, Buuren, Catzenellenbogen, Nassau - were complete and the 

fifth, Oranje, was almost 5 m above ground. The two land facing Bastions, Leerdam and Oranje, were 

eventually built higher than the others. 

In 1677, one was determined to complete the Castle and bring all artisans and food stores into the 

Castle. Thus, against the curtain walls, single and double storey buildings were built which housed 

barracks, workshops, store rooms, church, artisans quarters and official residences. 

By 1678, the curtain walls were almost complete and an entrance was constructed between the 

Bastions Buuren and Catzenellenbogen facing the sea and the main road which passed between the 

Castle and the sea with the new gateway protected by a small V shaped Ravelin. In 1679, the Caste 

was completed.  

The sequence of construction is illustrated in the diagram below. 

 

Figure 19: Progression of the Construction of the Castle of Good Hope22  

 
22 Fitchett, 1996. 
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A plan of the Castle in 1681 below, by the Governor’s surveyor Wittebol, shows the earliest buildings 

erected against the inner sides of the bastions and their connecting walls. 

 
Figure 20: Kasteel de Goede Hoop 1681 (1)23  

 

 
Figure 21: Kasteel de Goede Hoop 1681 (2)24 

 

 
23 Fitchett, 1996. 
24 Ibid.  
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Soon after completion, a cross wall with buildings on either side was built to divide the courtyard 

into two sections.  After Governor Simon Van der Stel arrived in 1679, he moved into the Governor’s 

quarters in the western wing of this wall and in 1680 he cleared the courtyard of the Castle to plant 

“vaderlandtse vrugtebome” in front of his quarters. 

In 1710, Willem Adriaan van der Stel, who succeeded his father as Governor, asked permission to 

build a new bakery, and, having been granted this, he placed the new building so that it would 

separate the area under his quarters from the rest of the back courtyard. In this area he planned a 

typical garden of the period with a square pond and central spouting dolphin fountain.  

In 1682, the entrance gate on the sea side was closed and, using the same materials, a new entrance 

was built on the landward side between the Leerdam and Buuren bastions, which was completed in 

1684.  

The new gateway was protected by a small V shaped Ravelin, all of which remain to this day. The 

gateway is built of stone and the pediment above carved with a Lion Rampant beneath a Crown and 

beneath the Lion Coats of Arms of the chambers of the VOC, (left to right: Hoorn, Delft, Amsterdam, 

Middelburg, Rotterdam, Enkhuizen). The VOC Monograms are either side. In 1697, a bell tower was 

added. 

 
Figure 22: Front Entrance gate to the Castle with the VOC emblems 
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Figure 23: Model of the Castle showing Imhoff Battery before demolition and before Land Reclamation of the 
Foreshore 

 

The Cross Wall (De Kat), built of the same materials as the Bastions and Curtain Walls, is 12 m high. It 

was built from Bastion Catzenellenbogen to midway on the curtain wall between Oranje and 

Leerdam, to reduce the danger of enemy fire into the Court, following concern expressed in 1685. 

The Cross Wall has an elegant Porch (De Puije) and midway is an archway for vehicle and 

pedestrians. Official Buildings were erected on both sides of the Cross Wall. 

To the right of the Arch, the outer Court included, a Council Chamber, the Governor’s Residence and 

other Offices. To the left was the Deputy Governor’s Residence and at the back a cellar for grain 

store. 

Between Leerdam and Orange (Block B) was the Garrison Commander’s Quarters, with a squat 

Tower on top of the Curtain Wall for sentries, and a lookout, known as the Captain’s Tower. Walls in 

the style of the Castle of Good Hope were less easy to breach due to their slope (Glacis) and were 

wider at the bottom, causing shells to ricochet. Square or round towers and high walls were 

vulnerable to artillery with improved fire power and thus a greater level of defence was needed. 

The Defensive capabilities of the Castle were improved by building outworks and ravelins. In 1703, 

the Council of Policy approved a deeper moat around the Castle, two more ravelins to cover the 

main entrance and ravelins ahead of bastions Buuren and Catzenellenbogen. 

The seaward side of the Castle was always a defensive concern and Governor Imhoff ordered the 

construction of a fort close to the present Woodstock Station, named Fort Knokke. In 1744, a line of 

batteries linking Fort Knokke with the Castle, was completed and were named Elizabeth, Helena, 

Charlotte and Tulbagh. 
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The last major work on the Castle commenced under Imhoff in 1744, was a large battery, named 

Imhoff Battery, situated on the Seaward, North East side of the Castle, which was eventually 

demolished in the late 1800’s for the Railway line. The railway line was also subsequently removed 

in the late 1960’s where Strand Street is today. 

 
Figure 24:  The Seaward Battery Lines c. 184725 

 

 
Figure 25: The Imhoff Battery c. 185026 

 

 
25 Photograph by Thomas Bowler. 
26 Ibid.  
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Figure 26: The Imhoff Battery c. 186027  

 

 
Figure 27: Castle and Railway Lines early 1900s28 

 

Extending from the Imhoff Battery, further outer defence lines were built, including a line of smaller 

forts or batteries built along Liesbeeck River and two small forts at the mouth of Salt River. The 

 
27 Castle Military Museum (CMM). 
28 Ibid.  
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Castle was to remain in this configuration until it was re-taken by the British in 1806. In the 1830s, 

the Castle Ramparts were raised all around with low face brick walls. 

Some facades were changed by the replacement of Dutch casement windows with English sliding 

sashes, by the addition of a new block in the Buuren corner and by the demolition of the Dolphin 

Pool with its surrounding buildings; and some facades were changed by the replacement of Dutch 

casement windows with English sliding sashes. 

In 1811, the Government Administrative Offices moved from the Castle and thereafter was mostly 

occupied by the Military and became the property of the War Department. 

After the battle at Waterloo in 1815, a lot of military buildings were let out, but the Castle remained 

under Military control. 

The Castle’s condition deteriorated over the years and much ground and features have subsequently 

been lost to the City. The Ravelins and outworks have gone and the Railway claimed the outlying 

Imhoff Battery and part of the Moat as mentioned above. 

During 1862 - 1870 the War Department unsuccessfully attempted to get the Cape Government to 

buy the Castle. 

In 1912, the Western Cape became the No. 1 Military District and the Castle was the Headquarters. 

After WW1, the Castle was handed over to the South African Government which was enacted in 

Parliament in 1922 and as a result the Castle became South African. 

 
Figure 28: Castle c. 1950 showing the railway lines present29 

 
29 Castle Military Museum (CMM).  
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Figure 29: The Castle in 1967 with the railway lines removed30 

 

 

 

  

 
30 Castle Military Museum (CMM).  
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Castle Restoration 

In 1968, Gabriël Fagan Architects were appointed to restore the Castle. The extent of the 

deterioration became increasingly obvious as structures were exposed. The restoration was done in 

seven phases over 30 years during which there was a re-inauguration on 30th April 1993. 

It was with the restoration of the bell tower between 1975 and 1977 that the work kicked into high 

gear, with continual work being undertaken at the Castle until the early 2000s. Archaeological 

excavations were undertaken in the late 1980s and early 1990s. 

The restorations under the guidance and management of the Fagan’s were extensive and detailed. 

Many other VOC period fortifications around the world were visited, including Jaffna in Sri-Lanka, 

Freemantle in Australia and Culemborg in the Netherlands.  

Guidance was obtained from old photographs, drawings and paintings. For example, Lady Anne 

Barnard painted a picture of the Entrance Gable facing onto the Outer Court, showing a seated 

sculpted figure on either of the gable. Restoration found iron attachment points sunk into the gable 

and provided additional information for shaping the replacement figures. 

The various buildings within the Castle followed no consistent style and these have been restored to 

represent their particular periods and thus reflect the historical changes. These included 

architectural remnants from the Dolphin Pool dating to 1710 and wall paintings spanning the 300 

years of the Castle’s existence.  

Traces of wall paintings were discovered indicating that most of the Castle’s rooms were decorated 

with mural paintings. These paintings were uncovered and many have been restored with some 

areas protected with perspex and to display the original work. Surprises included the discovery of 

previous unknown passageways and the Dolphin Pool in the Inner Court, which had been broken and 

filled-in by the British in mid-19th century. The Governor’s Residence, bakery, and Dolphin Pool, 

which had been demolished by the British, were rebuilt after their remnants were excavated.  

Apart from obvious defects, many historically significant features were also exposed which justified 

replacement or exposure as valuable artefacts. Most of the ceiling beams had rotted in the walls, the 

dome of the bell tower was cracked, roofs were leaking and had to be replaced. In addition, the 

inside walls were damp and paintwork was in a poor condition. 

The Lions on the outer Gateway Pillars were originally hollow clay and have been replaced with 

detailed casts. The originals are in the vaulted chamber which was once the Grain Cellar. 

The Porch in the Outer Court is preserved as it was at the height of its splendour in the 1780’s. 

Earlier Dutch features had been replaced with an English Façade. 

Phase 1 

The Entrance Gateway and Bell Tower in danger of collapse were the subject of the First Phase of 

restoration. Small bricks used in the original construction were discovered and were imported 

klinkers from The Netherlands which were used as ballast in the ships. The Bronze Bell has a Latin 

inscription and describes being made by Claudius Fremy in Amsterdam in 1697. 

Phase 2 

Another phase was the removal of concrete walks from the Ramparts, inserting waterproof material, 

and replacement of original Robben Island slate paving. 
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The Old Grain Cellar in Block F of the Cross Wall has a permanent display of maps, photographs and 

artefacts, which also illustrates the skills and disciplines applied for the restoration. 

The early Dutch were aware of the proximity of the ground water table, with the construction of at 

least 8 wells within the Castle walls: the first became the centre point from which the whole Castle 

was laid out.  It was later enclosed when the Kat wall was built and can be seen in the centre 

archway through Block F.   

Block B contains the most wells, shown through archaeological work in the 1980s. These were found 

in the basement rooms, where three kitchens from the early Dutch period where uncovered. Each 

had a large hearth, ovens, and a well with a lead pipe that supplied water to a basin and pump in the 

kitchen (Room B1).   

In another room, an interesting reservoir system was uncovered that formed part of an early water 

supply system, which dated from the late 17th, early 18th century, as well as a brick cistern to catch 

water, attributed to Louis Thibauldt (Room B10).   

Regular flooding of the basement rooms led to the raising of the floor levels, but during the 

restoration of the Castle, the original floor levels were reinstated.   

There are also wells in Block AE (Room AE1), the inner courtyard and on Leerdam Bastion, the latter 

now completely covered up. 

Externally, the Moat which had been filled-in and planted, was excavated and connected to the 

original water supply the Capel Sluyt or Varsche River that rises in Platteklip Gorge on Table 

Mountain. The bottom was shaped and stabilized with soilcrete (a mixture of the soil from the moat 

with 7% cement), while the original moat walls were repaired. 

Many photos have been taken during the various restoration, maintenance and repair stages, and 

have been included in the appendices, all of which provide vital reference material. 

 
Figure 30: The Lions on the Outer Entrance Gateway Pillars, originally hollow clay, replaced with replica cast 
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Figure 31: Front Courtyard where Blocks B & F meet c 192031 

 

 
Figure 32: The Front Courtyard of the Castle following the restoration in 199332 

 
31 Castle Military Museum (CMM).  
32 Ibid.  
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Figure 33: Rear Courtyard where Blocks B & C meet during restoration & excavation of Dolphin Pool 198333  

 

 
Figure 34: Rear Courtyard following restoration34 

 
33 Castle Military Museum (CMM). 
34 Ibid.  
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Figure 35: Rear Courtyard where Blocks C & D meet during restoration 198335  

 

 
Figure 36: The rear courtyard after restoration36 

 

 
35 Castle Military Museum (CMM).  
36 Ibid.  
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Castle Maintenance and Repair 

Careful restoration of the buildings and grounds started in 1935 and picked up pace in 1968, when it 

continued until 2000. Thereafter in 2009, maintenance and repair projects were broadly conducted 

and supervised by Gabriël Fagan Architects for the Department of Public Works, in two stages:  

Stage 1 from 2009 to 2014; and 

Stage 2 from 2015 to early 2018.  

Broadly, the comprehensive maintenance and repair work included: 

Restoration of all the blocks, from ground to roofs, including damp penetration, wall cracks, 

damaged plaster and paintwork and murals, windows and doors renovation, repair of all roofs and 

waterproofing including replacement of tiles and new waterproofing materials where necessary; 

external works including restoration and repair of the moat and moat walls, hard and soft 

landscaping elements; fire, electrical and mechanical installations; and many other minor work and 

repairs. 

In 2014, Gabriël Fagan Architects produced the Maintenance Report for submission to Heritage 

Western Cape and ultimately for the Department of Public Works. The document dealt with the 

outstanding maintenance work to be completed, much of which was undertaken in Stage 2.  

Summaries of Stages 1 and 2 maintenance and repair work are included in the Fagan Architects 

Report. The summaries provide a detailed insight and illustration into what has been carried out to 

date including many Images from the Fagan Heritage Report for each Block of the Castle. 

Please see Annexure B: Gabriël Fagan Architects Archives, for a record of their work undertaken for 

the Castle of Good Hope. Similarly the South African Heritage Resources Archives holds a record of 

Castle related cases and/or reference materials – see Please see Annexure C: SAHRA Archives.  

6.1 Where are the sensitive archaeological areas of the Castle?  

Archaeological excavations and investigations have been carried out at the Castle over the last 40 

years. The investigations were performed predominantly by the Archaeology Contracts office and 

students from the University of Cape Town. Much of the work took place during the period of 1988 

to 1992 (Schrire, 2015), however later monitoring and selected excavation projects have taken place. 

Schrire (2015) has provided an extensive discussion on the various archaeological projects 

undertaken during the 1988 – 1992 period. The purpose of this section is not to reproduce and 

discuss the details of the archaeology, but rather to note the areas of sensitivity and perhaps added 

considerations for managing these former excavations. 

Schrire (2015) puts forward four site formation processes that are relevant to understanding the 

Archaeological sensitivity of the Castle. Schrire (2015) notes that the Castle was not built on sterile 

pristine land. There may be archaeological signatures that predate the Castle associated with people 

who lived on the coast before the arrival of the Dutch. The Castle was built on poorly drained 

ground. Water has been a significant factor in the various building and engineering projects 

undertaken at the Castle over the years. Colonial residues have been deposited within the Castle for 

the last 350 years, however it is possible that some residues have been deposited in secondary 

contexts as a result of actions taken to raise floor levels and other surfaces as a result of poor 
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drainage. Archaeological residues accumulated as a result of a broad range of people eating, 

sleeping and living within the castle (Schrire, 2015). 

Hall (1996) mentioned that changing attitudes towards cleanliness by the British in the 19th century 

resulted in the installation of sprung wooden floors in areas that would previously have had solid 

slab floors. In some cases this lead to archaeological signatures being capped and sealed, only to be 

revealed later on during the excavations (Hall, 1996). 

Excavations under Hendrik Vos in the 1970s revealed several wells, the later 1980s excavations 

under Gabeba Abrahams revealed the remains of the Dolphin Pool, soon to be reconstructed as part 

of the restoration. Excavations during the 1988 to 1992 period focussed on the Van Der Stel Moat 

(M90), the Old Granary (F2), the Donker Gat (DKG) and the Darling Street Moat (DSM). 

 
Map 4: Archaeological Investigations at the Castle of Good Hope37  

Findings from the various sites are documented by reports to the National Monuments Council, the 

South African Heritage Resources Authority (SAHRA) and academic publications. 

The Van Der Stel Moat (M90) was constructed along with the castle in the late 17th century. 

Accounts of its construction differ, however it is accepted that the moat was likely in operation 

between from the beginning of the 18th century to around 1767 when it was filled in (Schrire, 2015). 

The M90 Excavation was undertaken in 1990. The area excavated covered an area of 33 m2 and was 

excavated down to a depth of 1.3m. much of the fill consisted of late 17th and early 18th century 

rubble, charcoal and rubbish from various domestic sources in the Castle (Schrire, 2015). Hall (1996) 

 
37 Adapted from Schrire, 2015. 
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notes that the M90 moat excavation was useful in giving a broad overview of the material culture of 

a diverse group of people residing in the castle at the beginning of the 18th Century (Hall, 1996). 

The Darling Street Moat (DSM) was excavated before it was cleaned out and restored. The Material 

Culture excavated included porcelain, pipe stems, faunal remains, metal, glass, and the remains of 

shoes. The fill covers the period of late 18th century to early 19th century. Hall et al (1990) argues that 

as a result of the fill being mostly associated with tableware and personal items, but with a low 

proportion of kitchen waste, that the deposit was formed by discarded items from the officers’ 

mess. It is likely that the Moat became a stinking cesspool, and that it was eventually filled in, likely 

before 1856. The Moat was eventually formerly planted as a garden, however this was reversed and 

restored as part of the restoration project (Hall, Halkett, van Beek, & Klose, 1990). 

The Old Granary (F2) was excavated in the autumn and winter of 1988. The site was previously used 

as a grain store by the VOC, but in 1704 may have been converted into adhoc soldiers quarters as 

the vaulted ceiling gave some protection from artillery. The interior of the building was excavated, 

with two deep trenches reaching the base of the historical debris at 2.25 m. An additional 

precolonial deposit was encountered below the historical deposit, reaching down to a depth of 2.75 

m. The material recovered from the excavations indicated low quality food refuse and building 

rubble (Schrire, 2015).  

The interpretation of the excavations has created some debate around the use of the Old granary. 

Hall (1996) interpreted the material findings of the Old Granary as indicating slave residues with the 

inclusion of some high-end ceramics as being similarly secreted away like the ones found in Virginian 

Slave Quarters (Hall, 1996; Lucas, 2006). Schrire (2015) is critical of this and attributes the 

depositional evidence to attempts to raise the level of the floor in the granary to combat the high-

water table. The evidence for slave living floors is deemed not convincing. Schrire (2015) argues that 

the deposition of material in the Old Granary is better understood as a functional or practical 

response to the pervasive ground water issues plaguing the castle as a whole. 

The Donkergat (DKG) (the current torture chamber under Nassau bastion, not to be confused with 

the Powder Magazine under Catzenellenbogen bastion) was excavated at the same time as the Old 

Granary. The site showed evidence of the filling and raising of the floor level, similar the Schrire’s 

(2015) interpretation. The fill included building rubble, kitchen refuse, animal bone and other 

artefacts. 

Schrire (2015) noted that as sanitary legislation was introduced only late in the 19th century, there 

was likely approximately 200 years of un-structured refuse disposal happening in and around the 

Castle. This coupled with the poor drainage of the site likely resulted in secondary fills being 

imported into the Castle to raise the floor levels of the various buildings. This means that every 

ground floor room in the castle is potentially archaeologically sensitive. 

The sensitivity has been confirmed in various ways. The excavation of the shafts for the lifts in block 

D revealed archaeological material. While the fills under the rooms may be of a secondary nature, 

the artefacts within these fills are still significant and have scientific value. 

Due to the nature of archaeological investigation, sites that have been excavated, while providing 

the necessary information regarding the past uses and history of the site, lose the contextual deposit 

that holds the significant information. Excavation is by nature destructive. This means that sites that 
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have yielded much significant information, often have little remaining deposit worth studying. In the 

Castle’s Case, there are several archaeological locations that are no longer sensitive. These include: 

• The Moat; 

• The areas under the Dolphin Pool and Bakhuis; and 

• The Central Well. 

However, apart from these sites, the entirety of the rest of the site has some form of archaeological 

sensitivity. The bastions themselves have been filled with artefact bearing fill, as well as the various 

ground floor buildings. There is documentary evidence that there may be a number of burials within 

the Castle, particularly in the area underneath the old church (currently used for the William Fehr 

Collection). The added discovery of the paint layers in various rooms adds some lateral stratigraphy 

to the Castles chronology. While much of the Castle’s untouched archaeological potential may be 

very similar to the areas that have already been investigated. It is worth noting that the previous 

archaeological projects were undertaken in service to the restoration project, and that the 

excavation strategy was not designed around independent research questions (Hall, 1996). The 

Castle may become the focus of additional research questions in the future, and it is therefore 

imperative that the surviving deposits be preserved so that future work can take place. 

7. What is significant about the Castle? 

7.1 Tangible and Intangible Values  

The Castle of Good Hope has many elements that are of heritage value. These elements contribute 

to the overall heritage through both tangible heritage and intangible heritage. The tangible heritage 

elements of the Castle include: 

• The Castle as a good example of an intact VOC fort. 

• The building is a document of military and governance related built fabric, including the 

development needs and construction of two colonial administrations. 

• The building and surrounding ground has archaeological deposits that are significant and 

document a significant period of Cape Town’s history. 

• The Castle as a tangible element within the City of Cape Town has influenced the shape 

and development of the city around it. It is less of an ordering element, and more of a 

chaotic element in the City’s development process. 

The Castle has many intangible heritage narratives associated with it. These intangible elements are 

linked to events that have happened in around or can be linked to the Castle. The following 

intangible heritage resources are associated with the Castle. 

• The Castle is symbolically significant as a point of contact between the historical West 

and East, serving as the primary official building for the refreshment station between the 

eastern trading interests and western cities involved in the VOC network. 

• The Castle was the seat of government from its completion in 1679 until the government 

was moved to Tuynhuis in 1811. It served as an administrative centre under three 

administrations (VOC, British and Batavian Republic). 



57 
 

• The Castle was a place of judicial administration as well as political. This included 

punishment, imprisonment and military use. 

• The Castle has extensive intangible value as a symbol of colonialism and the expansion 

of colonial settlement within southern Africa. The Castle was the place where colonial 

expansion was protected, managed and entrenched. 

7.2 Assessment of authenticity  

The Castle of Good Hope must be understood as building that has evolved through time and has 

adapted to different needs and requirements. The Castle has grown as needs have arisen, and with 

the growing and changing needs of the city around it, it has also contracted. The core star shaped 

structure has remained largely unchanged since the addition of the brick course in the mid-19th 

century. The buildings within the Castle are authentic in that they are the original structures as built 

over the years, and added to when needed. The buildings have been restored 

 to their particular period styles. 

The restoration of the building may present some concern when addressing the authenticity of the 

site. The restoration, carried out in the second half of the 20th century has been an extensive project, 

undertaken with the utmost care and from a strong base of in-depth research, both archival and 

material. The Architects responsible for the restoration have travelled extensively to visit other VOC 

fortresses in the world, and have engaged other experts where needed such as historical 

archaeologists and historians. 

The methodological approach used in the renovations at the Castle was to restore rather than purely 

to conserve. There are romantic elements to the restoration, however with an understanding of the 

century of passive neglect that the Castle endured, the romantic elements are justifiable. Elements 

that have been replaced have been done so in a way that accurately replicates the original fabric, 

while allowing the building to be used as contemporary office and event space. 

It must be acknowledged that almost all the historical narrative around the Castle of Good Hope is 

constructed through accounts of settlers, travellers and officials from European society. There is 

little to no historical narrative of the Castle from the perspective of people living in the Cape before 

they were either destroyed or incorporated into the Cape Colony as a result of colonial expansion. 

As an official building, the Castle is necessarily represented in a top-down fashion. There are few 

surviving accounts of the view that was held by people such as Gonemma or Cetshwayo or people of 

the lower rungs of society. Some of the attempts to open the Castle and to reinterpret the site in the 

last few years have tried to address this. 

7.2.1 NHRA criteria that are applicable 

The National Heritage Resources Act No. 25 of 1999 makes provision for the understanding of 

significance of a heritage resources by describing several criteria. The Castle of Good Hope is 

significant in many aspects, however a few main criteria come to the fore: 

Table 3: National Heritage Resources Act Criteria 

National Heritage Resources Act Criteria Significance 

(b) 
its possession of uncommon ‘rare’ or 
endangered aspects of South Africa’s 
natural and cultural heritage; 
 

The Castle is a unique building both within the context of the 
world as a star fort and within South Africa as the only Dutch 
Period Fortress within the country. The Castle was built using 
the ‘old Dutch system’ of fortification, but with influences 
from the ‘new system’.  
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National Heritage Resources Act Criteria Significance 

(f) 
its importance in demonstrating a high 
degree of creative or technical 
achievement at a particular period; 
 

The Castle was built using 17th century techniques, from 
materials shipped from Robben Island, Signal Hill, Table 
Mountain and even from the Netherlands (clinker bricks). 
While the building has been criticised for its location and 
technical abilities as a fortress, this is a symptom of the 
changing requirements of the military in Cape Town over time. 
The Castle is an interpreted structure that took a design 
imposed from European company bosses and was built using 
the available materials and labour of its eventual immediate 
context. Its siting is imperfect and the materials it was built 
with were perhaps less than ideal in the minds of its 
proponents. Nonetheless the building has stood for 3 and a 
half centuries. 

(h) 
its strong or special association with the 
life or work of a person, group or 
organisation of importance in the history 
of South Africa;  
 

The Castle is the tangible attempt by the VOC to secure its 
eastern trade interests. The VOC shaped South Africa, and was 
responsible for the beginning of colonial expansion within 
southern Africa. The castle was the key point of contact 
between the global interests of the VOC and the local 
inhabitants of southern Africa, and later the Cape Colony. In 
this context it is both significant in its association with the 
Dutch and British colonial powers, but also for its symbolic 
value as a symbol of military might, Dutch ingenuity, 
oppression during colonialism and the later liberation Struggle. 

(i) 
sites of significance relating to the history 
of slavery in South Africa 
 

The Castle is not known for having been built by slaves and it is 
inaccurate to assign the Castle as a quintessential ‘slave site’. 
However, slaves did play a role in its construction. Rather the 
Castle was the site of the council of justice that adjudicated 
many judicial cases where slaves were involved and were in 
many cases unjustly dealt with. There is evidence of slaves 
being used as domestic servants in the Castle. The large 
company slave lodge and its labour pool was manged from the 
Castle. There is an association of slave experiences with the 
Castle 

 

8. Where the Castle fits within World Heritage 

8.1 Identification of similar WHSs 

There are a number of similar World Heritage Sites that can be compared to the Castle of Good 

Hope, these include the following:   

1. Old Town of Galle and its Fortifications (State: Sri Lanka)  

2. Forts and Castles, Volta, Greater Accra, Central and Western Regions (State: Ghana) 

3. Historic Area of Willemstad, Inner City and Harbour, Curaçao (State: the Netherlands)  

4. Island of Mozambique (State: Mozambique)  

5. Fort Jesus, Mombasa (State: Kenya) 

6. Fortifications of Vauban (State: France)  
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Table 4: Comparison of the Castle of Good Hope to similar World Heritage Sites 

 No.  World Heritage Site 

1.  OLD TOWN OF GALLE AND ITS FORTIFICATIONS38 

 

It is the best example of a fortified city built by Europeans in South and South-East Asia, showing the 

interaction between European architectural styles and South Asian traditions. 

Criteria (iv) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
38 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/451/ 



60 
 

 No.  World Heritage Site 

2.  FORTS AND CASTLES, VOLTA, GREATER ACCRA, CENTRAL AND WESTERN REGIONS39 

 

St. George’s d’Elmina Castle, built in 1482, is one of the oldest European buildings outside Europe, and the 

historic town of Elmina is believed to be the location of the first point of contact between Europeans and 

sub-Saharan Africans.  

The castles and forts constituted for more than four centuries a kind of ‘shopping street’ of West Africa to 

which traders of Europe’s most important maritime nations came to exchange their goods for those of 

African traders, some of whom came from very far in the interior. 

They can be seen as a unique “collective historical monument”: a monument not only to the evils of the 

slave trade, but also to nearly four centuries of pre-colonial Afro-European commerce on the basis of 

equality rather than on that of the colonial basis of inequality.  They represent, significantly and emotively, 

the continuing history of European-African encounter over five centuries and the starting point of the 

African Diaspora. 

 

Criterion (vi): The Castles and Forts of Ghana shaped not only Ghana’s history but that of the world over 

four centuries as the focus of first the gold trade and then the slave trade. They are a significant and 

emotive symbol of European-African encounters and of the starting point of the African Diaspora. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
39 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/34 
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 No.  World Heritage Site 

 

3.  HISTORIC AREA OF WILLEMSTAD, INNER CITY AND HARBOUR, CURAÇAO40 

 

The people of the Netherlands established a trading settlement at a fine natural harbour on the Caribbean 

island of Curaçao in 1634. The town developed continuously over the following centuries. The modern 

town consists of several distinct historic districts whose architecture reflects not only European urban-

planning concepts but also styles from the Netherlands and from the Spanish and Portuguese colonial 

towns with which Willemstad engaged in trade. 

The Historic Area of Willemstad is an example of a colonial trading and administrative settlement. It was 

established by the Dutch on the island of Curaçao, situated in the southern Caribbean, near the tip of South 

America. Starting with the construction of Fort Amsterdam in 1634 on the eastern bank of Sint Anna Bay, 

the town developed continuously over the following centuries. The modern town, the capital of the island 

nation of Curaçao, consists of several distinct historic districts, reflecting different eras of colonial town 

planning and development. Punda, the oldest part of the city, was built in the 17th century on the eastern 

side of Sint Anna Bay, adjacent to Fort Amsterdam and is the only part of the city that had a defence 

system consisting of walls and ramparts. The other three historic urban districts (Pietermaai, Otrobanda 

and Scharloo) date from the 18th century. Water Fort and Rif Fort, also included in the inscribed property, 

were built in the late 1820s as part of a more extensive series of fortifications. In the midst of the historic 

area is a natural deep-water harbour. 

 

Criterion (ii): The Historic Area of Willemstad is a colonial ensemble in the Caribbean, which illustrates the 

organic growth of a multicultural community over three centuries. It also represents a remarkable historic 

 
40 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/819/ 

 

https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/819/gallery/
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 No.  World Heritage Site 

port town in the Caribbean in the period of Dutch expansion with significant town planning and 

architectural qualities. 

 

Criterion (iv): The four historic urban districts of Historic Willemstad show the subsequent stages of 

historical development over the course of centuries of the city. The city can be easily read and used as a 

textbook for its historical and cultural development. 

 

Criterion (v): The historical urban fabric and the historical architecture are based on examples of European 

traditions that are transferred to the New World. Influences of the Americas and Africa and cultural 

elements of the region transformed the European elements into a typical Caribbean development. 

 

4.  ISLAND OF MOZAMBIQUE41 

 

The fortified city of Mozambique is located on this island, a former Portuguese trading-post on the route to 

India. Its remarkable architectural unity is due to the consistent use, since the 16th century, of the same 

building techniques, building materials (stone or macuti) and decorative principles. 

The Island communities are intimately associated with the history of navigation in the Indian Ocean as the 

island played a unique role in intercontinental trading links from the 10th century. Its international historic 

importance relates to the development and establishment of Portuguese maritime routes between 

Western Europe and the Indian subcontinent. 

 
41 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/599 
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The Island of Mozambique has two different types of dwellings and urban systems. The stone and lime 

town of Swahili, Arab and European influences in the north half, and the macuti town (city of roofed palm 

leaves) of traditional African architecture in the south. The stone and lime town, with its administrative and 

commercial properties, was the first seat of the Portuguese colonial government that lasted from 1507 to 

1898. Thereafter the capital was transferred to Lourenço Marques now Maputo. The urban fabric and 

fortifications of Mozambique Island are exceptional examples of architecture and building techniques 

resulting from cultural diversity, and the interaction of people of Bantu, Swahili, Arab, Persian, Indian and 

European origin. 

The incredible architectural unity of the island derives from the uninterrupted use of the same building 

techniques with the same materials and the same decorative principles. The island’s patrimony also 

includes its oldest extant fortress (St. Sebastian, 1558-1620), other defensive buildings and numerous 

religious buildings (including many from the 16th century). 

Criterion (iv): The town and the fortifications on the Island of Mozambique are an outstanding example of 

an architecture in which local traditions, Portuguese influences and, to a somewhat lesser extent, Indian 

and Arab influences are all interwoven. 

Criterion (vi): The Island of Mozambique bears important witness to the establishment and development of 

the Portuguese maritime routes between Western Europe and the Indian sub-continent and thence all of 

Asia. 

 

5.  FORT JESUS, MOMBASA42 

 

 
42 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1295 

 

https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1295/gallery/
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The Fort, built by the Portuguese in 1593-1596 to the designs of Giovanni Battista Cairati to protect the 

port of Mombasa, is one of the most outstanding and well preserved examples of 16th Portuguese military 

fortification and a landmark in the history of this type of construction. The Fort's layout and form reflected 

the Renaissance ideal that perfect proportions and geometric harmony are to be found in the human body. 

The property covers an area of 2.36 hectares and includes the fort's moat and immediate surroundings. 

Built by the Portuguese at the end of the 16th century at the southern edge of the town of Mombasa, over 

a spur of coral rock, and kept under their control for one century, Fort Jesus, Mombasa, bears testimony to 

the first successful attempt by Western civilization to rule the Indian ocean trade routes, which, until then 

had remained under Eastern influence. The design of the fort, with its proportions, its imposing walls and 

five bastions, reflects the military architectural theory of the Renaissance. Fort Jesus, Mombasa, bears 

physical witness, in its structures and subsequent transformations, also to the interchange of cultural 

values and influences between and among peoples of African, Arab, Turkish, Persian and European origin 

that fought to gain and maintain their control over this strategic port. 

 

Criterion (ii): Built in a period and in a region, which were at the centre of the emerging political, 

commercial, and cultural globalisation, Fort Jesus, with its imposing structure, and the various traces of 

subsequent modifications, bears significant witness to the interchange of cultural values among peoples of 

African, Arab, Turkish, Persian and European origin. Built and occupied first by the Portuguese, Fort Jesus, 

Mombasa, changed hands many times throughout its history, coming under Arab, Swahili and English 

control. Its important role in the control of trade also saw it host many of the peoples of the Indian Ocean 

basin. 

 

Criterion (iv): Fort Jesus, Mombasa, eminently exemplifies a new type of fortification that resulted from the 

innovations in military and weapons technology that occurred between the 15th and 16th centuries. In its 

layout and form, the Fort reflects the Renaissance ideal whose architectural proportions and geometric 

harmony are to be found in the proportions of the human body, while at the same time meeting the 

functional needs of a modern and well-defended fortification. The original layout of the Fort, despite several 

changes, has survived almost unchanged over centuries of continued occupations and reoccupations. 
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6.  FORTIFICATIONS OF VAUBAN43 

 

Fortifications of Vauban consists of 12 groups of fortified buildings and sites along the western, northern 

and eastern borders of France. They represent the finest examples of the work of Sébastien Le Prestre de 

Vauban (1633-1707), a military engineer of King Louis XIV. The serial property includes towns built from 

scratch by Vauban, citadels, urban bastion walls and bastion towers. There are also mountain forts, sea 

forts, a mountain battery and two mountain communication structures. This property is inscribed as 

bearing witness to the peak of classic fortifications, typical of western military architecture. Vauban also 

played a major role in the history of fortification in Europe and on other continents until the mid-19th 

century. 

 

The work of Vauban constitutes a major contribution to universal military architecture. It crystallises earlier 

strategic theories into a rational system of fortifications based on a concrete relationship to territory. It 

 
43 Web-based resource: https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1283 

 

https://whc.unesco.org/include/tool_image.cfm?id=114523&gallery=site&id_site=1283
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bears witness to the evolution of European fortification in the 17th century and produced models used all 

over the world up to the mid-19th century, thereby illustrating a significant period of history. 

 

Criterion (i): Vauban’s work bears witness to the peak of classic bastioned fortification, typical of western 

military architecture of modern times. 

 

Criterion (ii): Vauban played a major role in the history of fortification. The imitation of his standard-models 

of military buildings in Europe and on the American continent, the dissemination in Russian and Turkish of 

his theoretical thinking along with the use of the forms of his fortification as a model for fortresses in the 

Far East, bear witness to the universality of his work. 

 

Criterion (iv): Vauban’s work illustrates a significant period of human history. It is a work of the mind 

applied to military strategy, architecture and construction, civil engineering, and economic and social 

organisation. 

 

 

To conclude the comparison of the Castle of Good Hope with similar World Heritage Sites, it is 

helpful to identify its similarities with the criteria under which the above mentioned sites were 

inscribed. 

 
Table 5: Comparison of WHS Criteria 

CRITERIA WHS COGH 

i represent a masterpiece of human 
creative genius; or 

 Not Applicable 

ii exhibit an important interchange of 
human values, over a span of time or 
within a cultural area of the world, on 
developments in architecture or 
technology, monumental arts, town-
planning or landscape design; or 

• Fort Jesus • The Castle represent a unique 
example of the interchange of 
cultural values 

iii bear a unique or at least exceptional 
testimony to a cultural tradition or to a 
civilization which is living or which has 
disappeared; or 

 Not Applicable 

iv be an outstanding example of a type of 
building or architectural or 
technological ensemble or landscape 
which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) 
in human history; or 

• Fort Jesus 
 
 

• Vauban 
 
 

• Willemstad  
 

• Isla de 
Mozambique 

• The Castle is a good example of a 
type of fortification representative of 
the VOC era 

• The design and layout of the Castle 
and the associated town represents a 
period in human history 

• Early Cape Town is a good example of 
Dutch city development 

• The influences on the design and 
layout vary 

v be an outstanding example of a 
traditional human settlement or land-

• Willemstad • The Castle and City are an example of 
European traditions and settlement 



67 
 

use which is representative of a culture 
(or cultures), especially when it has 
become vulnerable under the impact of 
irreversible change; or 

vi be directly or tangibly associated with 
events or living traditions, with ideas, or 
with beliefs, with artistic and literary 
works of outstanding universal 
significance (the Committee considers 
that this criterion should justify 
inclusion in the List only in exceptional 
circumstances and in conjunction with 
other criteria cultural or natural); 

• Ghana 

• Isla de 
Mozambique 

• The location of the Castle is a 
representative of the important 
Maritime and trade routes of that 
period 

vii contain superlative natural phenomena 
or areas of exceptional natural beauty 
and aesthetic importance; or  

 Not Applicable 

viii be outstanding examples representing 
major stages of earth’s history, including 
the record of life, significant on-going 
geological processes in the development 
of landforms, or significant geomorphic 
or physiographic features; or 

 Not Applicable 

ix be outstanding examples representing 
significant on-going ecological and 
biological processes in the evolution and 
development of terrestrial, fresh water, 
coastal and marine ecosystems and 
communities of plants and animals; or 

 Not Applicable 

x contain the most important and 
significant natural habitats for in-situ 
conservation of biological diversity, 
including those containing threatened 
species of outstanding universal value 
from the point of view of science or 
conservation. 

 Not Applicable 

 

9. Conclusion 

The Castle of Good Hope was declared a national monument in 1936. When the new legislation 

came into effect in 1999, the Castle of Good Hope was reconsidered as a “Former National 

Monument” and was effectively given Provincial Heritage Site status. The Castle of Good Hope was 

declared a National Heritage Site under the current legislation in 2016 (Government Gazette 

Proclamation No. 57 of 2016, 14 October 2016). The Government proclamation stated: 

“It is understood that the Castle of Good Hope is arguably the oldest fortress and building in 

South Africa. It is currently the oldest functioning Dutch colonial building of the period. It has 

retained its function as military site and centre of ceremonial military activity of the Cape 

Regiments. It currently houses the William Fehr Collection, the Military Museum and is home 

to the Cape Town Highlanders Regiment. The Castle of Good Hope represents an aesthetic 

particular to fortifications built by the Dutch.” 
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The Castle of Good Hope has symbolised different things to different people over the course of its 

existence. It has served as a military structure, the seat of government for the cape colony, and as a 

prison. In its time it has symbolised the might of a European power, and a kernel at the heart of the 

colonial expansion of the Cape frontier. 

The fortresses raison d’être was to secure the VOC’s trade route to the east, primarily against other 

European powers, but also to ensure the protection of the refreshment station from indigenous 

peoples in Southern Africa. The Castle of Good Hope was the centre of an ultimately ineffective 

complex of coastal fortifications, however it is an outstanding example of intermediate VOC 

fortifications as a star fort designed under the old Dutch system with elements of the new system. 

The Castle of Good Hope has retained its military function, while passing its governance function to 

other more appropriate structures within the City of Cape Town. 

The Desktop Study provides a context of the Castle of Good Hope and is the first step towards the 

development of the Integrated Conservation Management Plan (ICMP) by exploring the historical 

context and overview, spatial themes, significance in line with the NHRA and World Heritage criteria 

and where the Castle of Good Hope fits within World Heritage. In addition, the Desktop Study will 

form the basis for the Situational Analysis (or Status Quo Report) that will describe all aspects 

pertaining to the management and operations of the site, and ultimately feed into the ICMP.  
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