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Abstract

This dissertatiorinvestigate whether the absence of the Wellington Dutch Reformed Mission
Church(DRMC) on Erf 794 in Wellington is a heritagacuna. It answers the question by
setting out, firstly,how the tangible heritagef the DRMC was embodied in the physical
churchbuilding (the processof building andthe resultingstructure);and secondlyhow the
DRMC churchbuilding was lost by demolition including the events that led to the
demolition and, specifically, the role that racial discrimination played in this process. Finally
the dissertation sets ohbw these aspects created intangible heritage and confirmghsow

intangible heritage ieeldand preserved in the community today.

The dissertation examines the history and context ofDiR&IC, and why it was formed
separatgl from the Dutch Reformed Churd®RC), which plays a significant role in the
tangible and intangible heritage of Wellington DRMC. This is explored to contextualise why
the tangible heritage of the demolished DRMC building is so significant compared to the
objectively more impressive DRC building which still stands.

The study confirms that the DRMC of South Africa, as a racially segregated church
denomination, was officially founded on 5 October 1881 byDR& of South Africa. This
historic event happeddn a church which had been built in 1845 on the corner of Church and
Main Street in the welpreserved 19-century town of Wellington in the Boland region of the
Western Cape province. This church with its Coloured congregation became the first DRMC
in South Africa. The impressive DRC building (built by its white congregatioh840 is

located directly opposite the site in question.

In 1941 the church building of the DRMC was purchased by the DRC. A condition of the sale
was that the DRMC had to dersti the church and clean the plot. As stipulated, the DRMC
congregation demolished its church after building a new church building, also as stipulated,

at least 500 yards away from the white D&®Inot on Church Street.

What made this event especiallygificant was that it occurred nine years before the
enactment of the Group Areas Act of 1950 (although there were many removals and
attempted urban segregation before the act was implemented). Uniquely, in this case, it was
the DRC which stipulated andfenced the physical segregation and demolition and not, as in
most other cases, the state. This event had been preceded by 13 years of negotiations between

these two churches, which further polarised the community.



The study shows that most remember tvisn¢ as a tragedy and that it caused a lot of pain
and division. As this event happened more than 80 years ago, there are very few survivors left
and most of the memory of this event is embedded in thenpastory of the children and

family of the congregats.

All the available local, national, and international literature on this event was reviewed; but
literature covering research into the tangible and intangible heritages of the Wellington
DRMC revealed that sources is scarce. And, so, in order tdigistiie tangible heritage of

the DRMC and to reconstruct the structure and its history, various sources were used,
including old DRC church books, advertisements in newspapers and periodicals of the time,
and photographs of the building. To investigate demolition process and why it is argued
that the demolition process is the most significant heritage of the DRMC in Wellington, the
minutes of the meetings of the two church councils (DRC and DRMC) were thoroughly
studied and analysed; and to confirmtttiee intangible heritage of this traumatic event still
exists today, individuals who still hold that intangible heritage were interviewed. These
interviews were undertaken to unpack the memories of this intangible heritage to determine

how this tragic evat is remembered.

From the research, it is concluded that the demolition was primarily an act of racial
discrimination and that this event paved the way for more forced removals, especially
churches, based on race. This church created a theatre of mantbitg demolition remains
in the collective psyche of many of the descendahtbe people involved in this traumatic

event.

Vi



AReal ity becomes history and histoiuntl become

one dayéo

J.R. Tolkien

Lord of the Rings
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The Dutch Reform Mission Church building before the demolition (in 1941) and Erf
794 as it standgoday.

Ou Kekk, Dore (Gebou 1845; Vergrool 188,).

i:igure 1: The only colour photographof the DRMC found Here, thechurch facesChurch Street
(Photo: Facdook, iKerkgeboue van Suidéfrikad, unknown authgbefore 194p

Figure 2: The parking lot today. (Photo: Pier#&eanne Gerber, 2023)
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The site today
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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1. Aim of research

This research project provides andepth study othe first DRMC building in South Africa. It

was built in Wellington in 1845, enlarged in #3&nd demolished in 1944henits Coloured
congregation was forced to move to an area |
under the Group Areas Attlt is crucial thathe si gni ficance ofoe this
unpacled as it occurred historically befotee implementation afegregation legislation by the

former National Party minority governmenthich ringfenced South Africa in a coleooded
landscape. De la Torre and Mason sth#gfit is selfevident that no society makes an effort to
conserve what it does not vafifeand in researching the process of why this DRMC building

was demolishedt is evident that the congregation itself was not valu#tlis not conserved.

This is also evident in what the land is todag private, accessontrolled parking lot which

bears almost no memory of thburchbuilding that once stood there other thamplaque and a

few hidden remnants, insignificant to the unenlightened. In this thegisestigatehow an
emptied, dechurched place of erasure can be used to understand how the intangible heritage of
erased places mdiye on,and the extent to whicliné¢ land on which tteeerasuresook place,

might be said to retain heritage significance or not. The heritage significance ofdherdeed

land will be researched and unpacked to establish how this heritage is understood, experienced
and articulated imemory and postmemory by the current generation of the descendants of the

congregation and the broader community.

The purpose of this study is to establish and document the tangible and intangible heritage of the
Wellington community that was occluded arased through the forced removal and demolition

of this historical church. The DRMC in Wellington is just one of countless sites across South
Africa where tangible markers afemory, community and identity were erased, both before and
during apartheid. bwever, as shown in this dissertation, the memory and symbolism of the
building have been maintained by the descendants of its congregation, many of whom still live
in the area to which their parents and grandparents were removed in the 1940s. By dogumenti
the history of the building, as well as the memories and experiences of those connected to the

site, | hope to provide an argument for the recognition of heritage significance in sites like these

1 Group Areas Actt1 of 1950.
2 De La Torre Marta& RandallMason fiAssessing the values of cultural heritaggetty Conservation Institute
last modified2002 https://www.getty.edu/consenvab/publications resources/pdf publications/pdf/assessing.pdf
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which may not contain a built heritage resource any lobgeretain the memory of what was

oncethere®

What distinguishes this church demolition from other demolifiafschurches in forcibly
removed neighbourhoodss the fact that th&Vellington DRMC was forced by the DRC to
demolishits own church.The DRMC of South Africa, as an official racially segregatikdrch
denomination, was founded on 5 October 1881 by the DRC of South Afritlais very
Wellington DRMC building This churchbuilding caxsequentlybecame the first DRMC in
South Africa. Theobjectively architecturally impressiv®RC building is located directly

opposite this site.

This study exposes the destructive effects of the erstwhile practices, policies and incidences of
segregation and forced removakssed on ragespecifically in the Wellington and Drakenstein
area. No such local study has yet been underfaleefar as is known, and with the witnesses of

this tragedy dwindling every year, this documented study agsifie cohesion and galvamg

of this memory, postmemory, tangible and intangible heritage of Wellington and the broader
society. It alsacontributes by discovering and documenting tangible and intangible heritage and
memory thatwas fit e mp o r byrtheseysegregatioa practices (and the absence of
documentingsuch practices falling off the academic radanow reestablishingt aspart of the

collaborative public history of South Africa.

12 Legislative context

It is important to note that denitibns of buildings and removals of communities based on race
have been researched extensivatySouth Africa, there izomprehensivedegislative context

which provides insight and structure to the racial segregation events. This context will be set out
below, but it is emphasised that none of this was at play when the demolition of the DRMC

occurred.

Historically, worldwide, various forms of forced removals have taken place and, in some areas,

persist. However, what makes the history of forced remamaouth Africa unique, but not

3 What makes this forced removal and demolition of the beautiful New Gothic style, eelttuchurch for

Coloureds, just across the road from the bigger DRiltling for whites, so bizarre, is the fact that Wellington was,

and in a way still is, the historical moral capital and innovative generating hub for religion, education and welfare in
South Africa. ABut how?d6 i s enbrationgskenas discriminatiom and raddéenl | i n g
already so deeply entrenched or simply just taken for granted? How did this happen, ten years before the
promulgation of the notorious Group Areas Act and more fttagears before the bulldozers went in to tBat
District Six? Ilronically, many places of worship in L
dwell there anymore?o0

4 For example, the Abraham Esau Church in Calvivagexpropriated by the Department of Community Services

and subsguently demolished by an external contractor after the church stood empty for a while.
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exclusive, is the fact that most forced removals were clinically and technically implemented
purely based on racial grounds and discrimination through a barrage of legistatiba
apartheid eraln 1973the United Natios declared thadpartheid was a crime against humanity,
and it is concretised in thdN Convention on Apartheid as a Crime Against Humailikys

documentreferstgpar t hei d as fApractices of .racial seg

Racial segregation hagén rife all over Africdor centuriesand in South Africa in particular

The official apartheid policies implemented wer the beginning of racism, segregation or the
destruction of heritagdn the case of the demolition of the DRMC in Wellington, no such
legislation was necessary (nor called on) as it was simply enforced by a financially strong DRC
onto a financially weaker DRMC, whichecomesevident in the discussion of the minutes

which erabled this process.

During the legislative entrenchment of segregationist policies of thel994 political
pigmentocracies, South African citizenry was separated by various (legal) instruments into
different geographical pockets where they were allofeedot) to reside and live according to

the pigmentation of their skin. The main legislative tool which encapsulated the pinnacle of
forced removals was the Group Areas Aatthough it was complemented by other attsh as

the 1923 Natives (Urban ArgpAct and the 1934 Slums Aethich alsocontributed teensuring
comprehensiveacial segregatianimplementing these acts in a society which was relatively
integrated in many aspects and geographical areas, especially in the Boland and Cape Peninsula,
led to the forced removals of thousands of people of all races of which the majority were not

Caucasian.

After apartheidwas endedlegislationwasimplemented which strives to address the injustices

of racial segregation of the past and attempts to erikatat will not happen agaifhe first
sentence in the preamble of the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996, states that it
st r i vée gcognise th injustices of the gadlvithout expanding on the Constitution, it is
important to alscacknowledge section 21(4yvhich stateghat, in the current South Africa,

ifevery citizen has the right to enteéb, to rer

The Constitution of the Western Cafi®©98 goes further than the Constitution, tgdaring its
intentasi@ ecogni sing and striving to heal the inj
with the #ADirective Praifurtberdpectieestatasthat tRerWestarnn c i a |

5 Group Areas Actt1 of 1950.
8 While also having due regard to the limitaticlause in section 36



Cape government must adopt and implement jgslito actively promote and maintaits
heritage:

(n) the protection and conservation of the natural historical, cultural historical,
archaeological and architectural heritage of the Western Cape for the benefit of the

present and future generations.

It is, therefore also important to acknowledge the emphasis placed by the National Heritage
Resources Act of South Africa (NHRAWwhen referring to our unique, preciownd diverse
cultures that possess the power to build our nation. It states that

Our heritage celebrates our achievements and contributes to redressing past inequities. It
educates, it deepens our understanding of society and encourages us to emjhthise w
the experience of others. It facilitates healing and material and symbolic restitution, and
it promotes new and previously neglected research into our rich oral traditions and

custom&

The NHRA goes further in seageonedourmcGen eman
stating that heritage resources can promote reconciliation, understanding and respect, and
contribute to the development of a unifying South African ideftityalsorefers to the right of
communities to be consultéd,and an obligation is placed on local authdei for the
identification and management of Grade Il heritage resources and heritage resources which are
deemed to fall within their competence in terms of #&e'* The NHRA also gives local
authoriies the authoity to designate any area or landa heritage area on the grounds of its

environmental or cultural interest or the presence of heritage resétirces.

Although our heritage isheoretically protected byvarious legislative frameworks in South
Africa, there is no guarantee that it is automatically identified, authenticated, understood,
respected, conserved or maintainbiither is luman commitment regarding giving effect to

this, assured

The irony of the forced removal of the DRMiiilding was firstly, that no legislative tool was
necessary talinicalyr e move t he DRMC cohgregattbe bhaddifd

DRMC once stood, andsecondly that all such legislation was only promulgated after the

7 National Heritage Resources Act 5 of 1999.
8 Preamble.

9 Section 5(1)(c).

10 Section 5(4).

11 Section 8(4).

12 Section31(5).



DRMC building was already demolishethis meansthat there cannot be (nor is there) any
official or legitimate reason or moral justification for the removal of the church from the
geographical location where it originally stoadaking thidost heritage (and how it came to be

erasedso much more poigmt.

1.3. Significance of the research

Having lived in Wellington for nearly three decades, | have discovered various local buildings,
institutionsand vacant land over many years that all have a story td teltently discovered

that one of the beautiful municipal buildings, now the offices and premisése building
inspectors and traffic police, was once a school which had to close andortbe¢at the time)
newly demarcated Coloured area B80further, on the opposite side of the main roadthe

more racially integrated aré&This is notpublicly documented nor in the public domain. |
believe there are many other such buildings yaiting to be documented. The details and
information on the footprint of the built environment that was affected by forced removals are
relatively very skimpy, sometimes nexistenf andseem to beslowly but surely disappearing

as time moves on, which isherrifying possibility. Many of the survivors of these ordeals are
now in their twilight yearstheir memoies gradually fading the survival of this intangible

heritagelivesin the postmemory of their childréf.

Besides the forced removal of the corggtgon the crux of this eventwas the demolition of the
historical church. The church had all the potential to bscalpdto a Synod Hall, as was
requested by the DRMC Synod.

Charlotte Dodgeon statén relation to buildings in general

Although the mai priority i s t o understand t he
architectural, artistic, or archaeol ogi cal
intangible heritage; the events that took place, the people with whom it is associated, and

thest ory of its development. To fully under

of these aspects need to be considered, particularly if it is a place of wdrship.

This quote encapsulates the essence of the value of the building itself that needs to be
established through memory and postmemory to truly grasp the gravity of the heritagjbdost.

significance of the heritage captured in the physical elements of ttdCDR only made

13 Pauw GedenkskooEeufeesblad 1878979 State archive: SGE 1/1615; SBWN 1/1/6, 1/1/7, 1/1/8.
14 MarianneHirsch, iThe generation opostmemory Boetics Today9, no. 1 (2008).
5CharlotteDodgeonfilntangible Heritage Gathedral Communications Limited
https://www.buildingconservation.com/articles/intangible/intangible.html. Accessed 25 January 2021
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manifest when one undergoes the exercise of theoretically reconstructing the DRMC brick by
brick, and in so doing acknowledging that the heritage of the DRMC is brought to life by those
physical elements used in its construction, each icayms own story to tell.

On a personal level, | grew up the sixtiesin a racially mixed aremm Ca p e  TNosherd s
Suburbs Kraaifontein and witnessed many of our Coloured neighbours disajgeavernight

to newly demarcated Coloured areas. Whwnmoved to the TranskeéiCiskei in 1974, Isaw
how farmswere expropriatedand farmers and their staff, includintpe farm andstaff of my
white grade 7 teacher, removed from thbomesto create the stillborn TBVC ethnic
homelands. When we moved toettWest Coast in 1976, | witnessed how big parastatal
companies expropriated fasmdisplacing owners and families, destroying and disrupting
communities and huge tracts of land to create the Saldgishan steel complex.

Having grown up in various parsages belonging to the DRQ@ny late father was ®RC
ministel, | know firsthand what insecurity of tenure does to your humanity andestdem.

This insecurityled meto start buying cheap properties in the deep rural areas, as the bigger
towns were oubf my financial league as a schoolboy teenage entrepreneur. Amongst these
acquisitions were vacant Group Areagropriated properties Calvinia(l did not realisethis

as a schoolboy). Only decades later | discovered that one plot once had a histemcaial

chapel (the Abraham Esau Memorial Chapel) on it, which was subsequently demiolitdreads

of the Group Areas Act.

| handed this property, together with others, back to the community, but this demolition
sensitsed me to similar church demolitisyof which | became aware after my exposure to the
Abraham Esau Memorial Chapel saga. One such church demolition occurred in my town of
residence, Wellington. The discovery of the demolition of the DRMI(ing in this cradle of
religious, tertiary and welfare training, was even more shocking to me than the Abraham Esau

Memorial Chapel demolition in thdistantNorthern Cape village of Calvinta.

After living for more than half a century, | fully grasp the imjamice and significance of the
spacs where people come from, and how much of our humanity is attached to the spaces we
grow up in and live in. The segregation legislation in South Africa rolvbady people of
everything they knew and were proud tifis is something that | learned through the places |
grew up in as a child. We attach who we are as humans to the spaces that we live in, which

inherently forms our heritage and ultimately our humanity. To have this forcefully remeved

16 Bill Nasson,fiThe Priest, the chapel and the repentant landowner: Abrahanrdssited , Adrican Affairs93
(1994):3-19.
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an injustice, and knowtlge of the extent of such injustice sheds light on the extent of heritage
lost in that era. Therefore, part of the motivation for this study is the possibility of documenting
the scale of loss symbe#id by the destruction of the first Dutch Reformed Mis<hurch and

the need to locate heritage significance in land where the physical traces of memory have been
erased.

The tangible and intangible heritagand the memory and postmemory of this forced removal

and subsequent demolition in Wellingtonustnot disappearTherefore | felt | had no choice

but to research, establish and document this
The living heritage of this historic landscape provides a sense of place, space, memdries

a way a ense of permanence, belonging and identity.

In District Six, a welknown site of forced removal in South Africa, the land has remained
vacantapart from the developent of theCape Peninsula University of Technology in the 1970s

in the area. This signdant space has sparked a great deal of contestation about how and
whether to use the land. Currently, some parts are being developed for land restitution purposes,
but the gener al feeling r eimte costexttohSautA firti ciasd sh
interesting history with land, and in the spirit of healing and restitution, it is critical to reach a
better understanding of how land becomes invested with significance, even if the heritage
resource (the DRMC in this case) is no longer in plades is critical in places of forced
removas, and especially placesvhere buildings were demolished which affected
demographical aspects of South Africads popu
offers an example of how we might understamd significance many years after the events that

shaped the land.

1.4. Methodology

This is a singlecase study, dealing with a unique and symbekpropriation of the sitand
demolition of the historic firs€Coloured DRMCchurch building The researchprocess for this
study was broken down into three distinct stages, each of which required a slightly differing set

of methods. Thesweere

i) researching the materiality, appearance and physical contextafittimg.

i) reconstructing the process by which thelding was demolished (and the reasons for the
demolition); and

iii) lastly, understanding the effect of the demolition on the congregants, and what the empty

space novsignifiesand symbolisefor them.



My interest in this studgxtendedo understanishg the extent to which those who experienced

the forced removal and demolition of the church, and their descendants, identifycting cleed

land itself as a place of heritage significance. | was also interested in whether, and how,
memories ad stories of the demolished church have been kept alive or transmitted as a form of

intangible living religious heritage.

In the first phase of the research, | attempted to reconstruct the materiality and aesthetic
appearance of the church via archivdlpfwgraphic and historical research. While the primary

focus of the dissertation is on the meanings and heritage significance of the site, it was important

to establish the recorded history of the church and to develop a visual record of what was lost.
Mark Ferguson states AWe study architecditar al h
observations, andyr econstructing it dramatically expatl
and the peopl e’ Awx mmimat writtem tseuctes iartd . @ secondary data
characteris the dechurched site, an idepth built environment autopsy was required to first

establish what wasingiblylost.

Information regarding the actual event of the removal and demolition is skeletal and poorly
documented. Alllie readily available literature and secondary data were sourced, collected and
studied. Many of thesarenot academic sources but the documentary analysis greatly assisted in
providingimportant information, bridging and connecting the historical andnciogical dots.

Records held by the Wellington Museum also helped fill some of these gaps.

Unfortunately despite exhaustiveesearch only two pictureswere found of the outer
appearance and styld the church buildingand three pictures of the interioplanning and
layout. As far as | could ascertaiimesefive pictures are the only remaining visual recood
the church. The details of the building regarding its construction and furniture had to be pieced
together literally from snippets and oral commuation. However, minimal architectural
fragments, physical items and objects from the rubble and debris were soncbeding two

church pews and three foundation stones.

It was a challenge to try to complete the reconstruction with all the variecsspdf information
that came from many diverse sourc&sioteworthyaspects that significant information came

from seemingly insignificant sources. For example, it was discovered that Carl Otto Hager

17 Mark Ferguson, Dean of Catholic University School of Architecture and Plarmintgd inThe Art Newspaper
21/7/2021by Martin Rosenberg.
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designed the churcfi.Hager was one of the leading church architects during this péridue
demolished New Gothistyle church once had architectural and artistic significance, although
modestly smalanddifferentin terms of typologycompared to the bigger built heritagéthe

DRC across the street. What also emerged from this research and anvhwelse direct role

and physical contribution, during the construction and afterwards, of almost each member of the
congregation, whether young or old, male or female. Thecbhiniad a physical connection to

the congregation with many symbolic componéhfEhe silence regarding all this information
goes against the grain of the norm of church history.

Data was also collected via social media grofnasn which interesting iformation emerged
although it had to be verified, unpacked and
was approached about the demolition and some of the older group members seem to recall the
eventthrough memonybut with little detail except therdgedy of the event. A picture of the

DRMC was placed on the Faced#dokwihaamenquiyifKer k g e
anyone had any information on the chyrahd someone posted the same picture, but in colour.

The source of this colour photo istnknown. Published sources of available data were also
collected from various libraries, online databadég Parliament of the Republic of South

Africa, the universities of Cape Town, Western Cape, and Stellenbosch, as well as other

institutions. The CapTown Archives were also accessed andsatlli

Technical data, such as title deeds, were examined to establish the ownership trail of the
properties and surveyor diagrams were simultaneously correlated to establish the surveyor
diagrammatical history oéll the affected properties. Aerial photography was collected at the
Cape Town Deeds Office, the Surveydeneral Cape Town, FarMapper and the Mowbray

Trig Survey Office (part of the National G&patial Information Authority) to establish the
periodic vsual changes in the heritage footprints. All the da&ntionedfrom over a timespan

of a century, was investigated and analysed.

The newspapePaarl Postalso madeavailable archived hard copies of the newspapers dating
back to the time of the whole defition process. Information retrieved from these hard copies

was crucial in the research, such as the adverts for demolition contractors.

18t is strange that there was no documentation linking thekmeivn Germarborn architect to the churchsign

except the words, @& Arvcahni t @tke |, | ednebno sttene r= Hialg0 o , a rece
financial report to his Church Council in 1884.

19 AM Hugo& J van der Bij) Die Kerk van Stellenbosd€ape TownTafelberg Uitgewersl963) 254.

20 For example, the bricks for the building were physically made by male congregants themselves.

21 A Stoler,iiColonial archives and the arts of governanéachival Science, no.1-2 (2002: 87-1009.



The next phase consisted of researching secondary data including finding and reading all
available literature writtebout the church and related matters. This was followed by phases
consisting of primary research, which included delving intddR€ Archivesin Stellenbosch

a qualitative research phase, which produced a crucial volume of archivaDdatzag this
gualitative researctphase,the focus was concentrated on the historical analysis of the
demolished DRMC in Wellington, particularly the minutes which capturedathole process,

which encapsulad the chronological events which led to the demolition. The minutes of the
DRMC and the DRC hold the key to wtaatd how this event unfolded, aiding in researching the
intangible heritage held by the empty space.

The final stretch of research consisted of putting together the heritage held by the people
congregants, family members and affected individuals. Oral history interviews provided
important insight into how they experienced this event and what they remembeéredtiofé in
history. As the aged survivors of this event are dwindling, useaigsasnade ofrecollectiors of

the memories shared lofeceased congregantith ther children and relatives. Interviews were
completed telephonically, personally or vianail, depending on developing circumstanéeas

well as the practicality of specific situations. Fortunately, a few of these interviews are also
captured on film. Some flexibility was required for this portion of the research under the

restrictions of the Cad-19 pandemic at the time.

Some of these interviews were opamded and some were sesiiuctured. Recorded oral
interviews were conducted with pselected and willing rolplayers who are knowledgeable

and with individualswith institutional memory oft e s peci f i ¢ e istary New Wel | |
insightswere gainedrom these interactions, which | believe reveal new meaning and important
valueswhich werepreviously significantly lesknown. The primary data retrieved from these
interviews was diversen context and varied from memory and postmemory of a sacred and

holy space to outright ignorance of the gravity of the hurt that was inflicted by this tragedy.
The following people were interviewed for the project:

i) The late Mr Herman Bailey, retired mayaongregant whose whole family was evicted
and who was a convenor of a forced removal remembrance collective;

i) Mr - Ampi e de Vries, a congregantods son;

iii) The late Mr Sam Abrahams, a congregant;

iv) Mrs Susan Francke, daughter of the late Mr Abrahams and a comraauéer; and

22 This was subject to the phase that the pandemagimvat the time.
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v) Rev Bennie van Rensburg, curremhister of the DRC in Wellington which bougtite
churchlandand ordered the demolition tife church.

The interview processes were conducted by and a research assistant. Interviews were
electronically reorded via voice and film recording, with permission from participants.
Although he same questions were asked during all the formal interviews and each interviewee
received the questionnaire a few days before the intervimre was ample room for devaat

and followrup questionsFortunately, the interviews were filmé&do ensurethese contributiors

are recorded forfuture use and reference. This was a constructive strategy as two of the key
interviewees passed away due to Cealfda few weeksafter these interviews were recorded

One of the interview sessions was conducted with three of the interviewees, which included a
father and his daughter. This worked well as the daughter made her father feel at ease and the
group dynamics unearthed mamemories and added authenticity to many of the reflections,
memoresand postmemaes Mattersarising from the interviews that needed clarificatimeye

followed up telephonically.

The methodology also comprised of numerous informal interviews. Effigats made to ask
anyone who might have any memory of the original DRMf@ding and events surrounding it
what they could rememberdding interesting insightso the researchvery few white people,
even elderly white people, had akgowledge omemory @ the eventsAs no member of the
DRC could be found who wai the vicinity when the church was demolished, informal
enquiries were made to elderly DRC congregaaisl their memaes were very vague. To
establish the perspective from the Wellington DRI@& most seniocleric, Rev Bennievan
Rensburg was also interviewed. This is important as every piece of history, memory and

heritage is open to various interpretations, and it speaks to those who know how to interpret it.

One of the intervieweesdyir SamAbrahams, was a teenagengregantvhen the demolition

took place, and he was interviewed thorougfilye input of his daughtevas very valuable as

well. An unrelateccongregantould offer much in terms gfostmemoryas his late parents were

also witnesses to the demolition. A key interviewee was Mr Bailey, who, although he was born a
year or two after the demolition, had the most institutional memory of the event and played an
enormous role in keeping this heritage of the demolished church alive whtite community.

The unarticulated connection to theadwirched site, which played a pivotal role in their family

life, held an enormous body of memory and postmemory.

The interviewsmade it possible testablish their experiences and how they make mgaofi

the site.Comparing the historical experience, memory, postmemory and stfrié®se who
11



were there, who saw it, who heard vijth the printed material, such as minutes, letters,
biographies and other sources, also aided in constructing the tandang of the heritage of

this historical church building. The research from the archives and the literature were very
important although very clinical while the interviews with thecongregarg provided
information on the memory and postmemory of the community, an aspect which was ignored in

almost all literature and archival documentation.

Although the methodology detailed above compriseabt ofthe approach, the research also
includedexaminng summaries, collations and synthesises of existing resdacthis specific
researchguestion,it alsoinvolved archival documents, electronic media, minutes of meetings,
library books and photofublished sources provided insight into what has beeorded and
provided answers to the question of why it was recoidadd why certain things were not.
Technical data wsused to combine the human and published sources to compare the academic
sources with the practical, physical image of what happeseidh is recorded in the primary
source of the Church Council meetings. Most of the literature was printed in Afrikaans and the

interviews were all done in Afrikaans as it is tilgua francain the Wellington area.

The methodology adopted in this resdgarstrived to objectively obtain a collective of
information which not only addresses the physical history of the building and what was already
written, but also the tone of whitf 794 still means to thaffectedcommunity. This is in line

with the beli¢ of Koichiro Matsuura, DirecteGeneral of UNESCCthatintangible heritage is

not only the site of yesterdayds memory, but

This thesishopesto add to the historiography and heritage of Wellington andiitesnds

1.5.  Summary of all the chapters

This first chapter setout the research question amtludesthe aim, legislative context and

significance of the research. It also unpacks the methodology used for the research question.

Chapter 2describeswha has been written on the research question and deals with the

theoretical apparatuses used in the study.

Chapter 3 provides context to the research question as it reldiels 194 asan architectural
historical/ heritage site. It deals with its morphology as a used spameding context to the

long-term history of the erf on which the church was built.
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Chapter 4consists ofthe reconstructiorof the churchon paperwith detailson its outer and
inner appearancap to the physical end and demolition of the church. This chapter is used to
illustrate the elements of the tangible heritage lost through the demolition of the church building.

Chapter 5 deals with a crucial element of the research question as it uthgadksnolition and
the 13year negotiation process between the two Church Councils, deceitful elements, and
analyse®f the effecs and impacthereof

Chapter 6discussesthe lived experiences, stories and memories of the congregamds
investigates bw the building of the DRMC, the demolition of the DRMC, and the negotiations
surrounding the demolitigimpactedthe memoryheritage and history of the church.

Chapter 7 concludes the research questind confirms that the emptyrf 794 does hold
heritage, that the tangible heritage of the DRMC building is lost, but that the intangible heritage
is still contained and kept alive among the descendants of the congregants affected.
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Chapter 2: Contextualising trauma and memory in the study

This chapterwill expoundwhat has been written on the aspects surrounding the research
guestion(s), including forced removals and memory, links between place and intangible heritage,
existing sociehistorical writing on Wellingtonand the theoretical apparatuses usetthis study

to interpret the primary sources whiclengcrucial in this study

2.1. What has been written onthe topic.

2.1.1. The WellingtonDRMC

The municipal document titleihe Heritage Index of Wellingt®his presenteds the colledon

of the built environment heritage offered to the tounssitor and residents of Wellington
curious about the history of the built environment in Wellingtdawhere is any mention made

of the history of the DRMCthe demolition ofthis building or of the dechurched site of the
DRMC, which makes this municipal document an incomplete heriiag&ighlighting all the

other ecclesiastical marvels. This begs the quesfidvhose heritage does this document
reflectd It specifically empasises the built environment still standing, and nothiktorical

built environment, whichin South Africa, is very relevant to the history of the built
environment of our townsThis is significant when assessing the state of completeness and
inclusivity of heritage listed, identified, displayed, recognised and portrayed in Welljrtgon
paucity of this document exposes glaring shortcomings. The demolition of this building, and the
absence of any mention of it in documents, reflectsatiieude of hose in the positions to
recognise, protect and promote this heritage. The realignment and consolidation of various
previously individual municipalities into one, the secdadhjestin the Western Cape, also
unintertionally caused a vacuum and loss in iingtonal municipal memory relating to the

heritage of Wellington and the broader Drakenstein.

There is little historical work dealing specifically withretBRMC, its role in Wellington, and the
demolished church itself. A notable exception is the workKraél,2* who discusses the history
of the church from its own perspective msister of the DRMC from the inception of the

DRMC to the late 1950s, although he notably writes little ord#maolitionand removabf the

23 Drakenstein MunicipalityThe Heritage Index of Wellingtoithis document was prepared by the Drakenstein
Municipality over the years and is presented as a generic document, and not an official published document.

24 His work includest he f ol |l owing four publications which shed
heritage, namelyDie Nederduitse Gereformeerde Sendinggemeente Wellington, K.Pj, 1826; Die geskiedenis

van die Nederduitse Gereformeerde Sendingkerk in-Afiia 18811 1956.6 n Hi st ori ese studi e
onder die Kleurlingbevolking van Kaaplan8euns in sy wingerd, Goue Jubileum. Die Teologiese Skool vir die
Nederduitse Gereformeerde Sendingkerk in -SAitika; and Die eerste eeu. Geskiedenis vdie Nederduitse
Gereformeerde Sendingkerk in S#iftika, 5 Oktober 1881 1981 These publications mainly represent a historical
overview of the DRMC.
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building. Although to someextent a useful historical resource, his work is best read as a primary
source rather than an analytical study, due to his position in the cliixgloratory research
regarding the effect of the demolition of the church on the heritage of Wellirggedically, is

minimal. Tomy knowledge, no literature solely on the DRMC congregation in Wellington has
ever been written, e X ¢ e phere, again, littenentiangsstmadeod s t h e
the demolition. In fact, he specifically statdhat hedoes not want to expand on it, which
explains a lo®

He emphases the technical perspective that the Wellington DRMC was in fact too small for the
rapidly expanding congregation and thacause there was adjacentand available to enlarge

the chuch building, the congregation had no choice but to bailkchurch on a bigger site
elsewhere. This position is very much in keeping with the official position taken by the church at
the time of the demolition and omits important events and records th#t gpaomewhat
different picture of how these events unfolded.

Recent publications have also seen the light, sudraskom van vér g which sheds more

l ight on certain aspects of Wellingtonbs her|
over decades. The TherdReportwas also exploredThe outcome of il commission into

matters pertaining to the Colouredmmunity which was appointed by the State President in

1973, with Prof Erika Theron as Chairpersamnfirmed the sufering of the Coloured
community?” Exploratory research regarding the effect of the demolition of the church on the

heritage of Wellingtonspecifically is minimal.

2.1.2. Segregation and urban development in Wellinghotine context of the DRMC

Histories of racialsegregation and forced removals in Wellington must be read in the greater
South African context.Alan Mabin unpacks a comprehensive chronological history of
segregation legislation in South Africim, which the Group Areas A& was one of the most
effective legal tooldor implementing the technicalities of forced removals. This is used to help
form the perception of whaicommunityd looked like in South Africa, how it changed through
the concept of incremental segregatiand how extremely effective itag in changing the
composition of c orhismis mvhyt pubdicatipns Isueh ast thkee gDeakenstein

Mu ni c i paithge indexs sncompleteonly indicating built heritage which still stands

2 CJ K rDieeNederduiise Gereformeerde Sendinggemeente Wellington, K.P.,i 18206 (MasteiG thesis,
Stellenboscltuniversity, 1950, 285.
26\WWAM Carstens Michael le CordeurDns kom van vér gGansbaailNalediPress 2016).
27 Erika Theron& JV du Toit, Kortbegrip van die Theronerslag(Cape Town: Tafelberg, 19)/7.
28 Group AreasAct 41 of 1950.
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It is significantt h a t t he dat e o086 demdliton viaRiNeGeals baforedthen g 0
(alpha) Group Areas Act and that this dehursagidemolition was inflicted upon the Coloured
DRMC congregation by the neighbouring white DRC across the road. The dftbes on the
heritage and memory of the towio an extent the reputation of the town as well) was
enlighteningand ought to be acknowledged.

Although Laura Evarf8 deals with the effect of forced remosal f a f ew -mhl t 2on
people in South Africa, mostly with the now defunct old homelands (T8Bs), she re
affirms the traumatic effect of any forced removal on the victims. Seventy years after the birth of
the Group Areas Act of 1950, Caroliddewton and Nick Schuurméhargue it is still very
relevant in dealing with the challenges facing housing artbusing of South Africans, the
spatial and urban planning and development. The challenge of trying to rectify and sysechroni

decades of racial spatial engineering iruananely relatively short time is very complex.

In Wellington some streets have disappeared altogether from the planning grid layout due to
apartheid forced removalgnd it is significant thatchronologically forced removals and
demolitions occurred in @lington prior to tle mainsegregation legislation being promulgated
and implemented. Althougbne tends to think ahe traumatic effect of segregatibased on

race in South Africa inhe context of the creation of the homelands encapsulated by Mart
Abel 3! the trauma is accepted as very simifar segregation inan urban environment

Uprooting is always traumatic, especially when it is racially defined and forced.

Sources reveal thatellington over centuriesplayed a pivotal role in many fasebf South
Africa (such as logistics, markets, welfare, religion and educatib@)so complied with the
rules and laws of the Cape Colony, the Union, and the Republic of South Afig@mteresting

that there was a petitiagignedby 67 people as feback as 1919 pleading to the municipality to
remove Coloured people from living in the centre of town. In 1938 the Town Council adopted
regulations that constrained and limited the influx of black people into the municipaf area.
These actions instilled mindsetof legitimacy to the approach and insistence of the DiRat

the DRMC move and demahtheir own church.

XlauraEvansSur vi val i n t h@&CapeDowmpdT RPrgss,G019).u nd s
30 CarolineNewton& Nick SchuermansiMore than twenty years after the repeal of the Group Areas Act: housing,
spatial planning and urban development in {apsirthéd South Africad J Hou® and the Built Environmer28
(2013): 579587.
SMartin Abreun, efflfoencgt s of forced resett!| emeoutnal ofEvi den
Economic Historyr9, no. 4: 91953.
%2 Research Committee on the History of Wellingt@ie Geskiedenis van Wellington en Distri® issue,
Septembe2012.
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Johan Zaaimamesearchedhe role of the local Wellington branch of the Broederbond in the
Wellington community from 1937 until 1994 He notes that the Wellington Municipal Council
applied to the Minister of Native Affairs for the promulgation of a regulation in terms of the
Native Urban Areas A&t to limit the influx of black people moving into the town of Wellington.
During 1939 varioug\frikaner-organisations approached the Town Council and persuaded it to
vote at the coming Municipal Congress in favour of separate townships for whites and
Coloureds The Town Council acceded to the request, but its representative voted against the
resolution, indicating that white racism was moiversal®® On 15Decemberl942 the Town
Council discussed a town plan that provided for separate housing for ColoudeBmeks, and

from 1944, housing schemes were developed according to this plan. Confirming this racial
spatial segregation is the township, Newtown, for Coloured pewapleh the Town Council
established in 1938, according to aerial photogrdphy.

In 1946 the Wellington Broederbond requested that segregation be implemented at tpedbcal
office. In 1946 they requested that segregation be implemented at the local library, and they
worked forapartheid measures at the station and the municipal offieggdthe same time

more than 1800 blacks were ethnically cleansed and moved to Rahith made Wellington

one of the f ew BoBlarcdk ¢f Thwiesignificant tecaus@lreaaly irfi

1941, the forced removal and demolition of the Caledi DRMC created the perception that

these actionsiereacceptable.

Certainsegments of Wellingtonos -vhlume publicagiorestited d o c u
Die geskiedenis van Wellingtoan distrik tot die jaar 2008 initiated by the Wellington
Museum, which wasompiledby a mostlyCaucasiarcollective of abouR0 elders of the town
with substantial institutional knowledge and mem8iyinnie Rust, in her publicatiodan dorp
tot Drakensteiff provides relevant information regarding the area #rel socieeconomic
environment of the Coloured community, which also contains elements of overlapfiirte

previously mentioned publications. Charlotte Helen Cupido née Bushby, in her publiaion

¥Johan Zaaiman, #fAThe | ocal role of al MeHisqiads hooh Af r i k
(2010).

34 Urban Areas Act 21 of 1923.

%%Zaai man, AThe local role of a Wel994@ton Afri kaner B
3¢ |bid.

37 1bid.

38 Research Committe®ie geskiedenis van Wellington en distrik tot die jaar 2q@¢&llington, Boland Drukpers,

2001).

39 The incremental chronological segregation of the community is vaguely documented; however, it is a very helpful
voluminous @cument which sheds important light on the history of Wellington which is very necessary for this
study.

40Winnie Rust Vandorp tot DrakensteirfWellington: African Sun Media, 2008).
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na die ou paai® alsodiscussesVe | | i ngt onds Coahdzartairedgétag@ssishmu ni t vy
correlating crucial details regarding the DRMC, especially geographically, and the pivotal role it
played in the community. Her description of the emotionally exhausting last church serdice hel

in the soonto-be-demolished DRMC is significant and poetic.

HJ Smith inDie liefde van joubruidstyd? discusses the history of the DRC in Wellington,

(which also sponsored the publication), and documents interesting alternative Afdicartiec

elemats of enmeshed information regarding the demolition of the DRMC. This assists in
understanding how this event played out according to the DRC. The fact that the puliNétion

Kerk 350jaar merely states that the church was demolished and the land ceegcte parking

lot, subtly expresses an opinion on this event asf#¢t 6 n Lseiweé van Macokst r a:
authored by the late Herman Bailey and the late Winnie Rust, the authors provide more detailed
information regarding the effect, trauma, memopgstmemory and footprint of forced
removals, including the demolition of tEERMC in Wellington. The detail in this publicatios

helpful, especially linking certain families geographically with certain areas, streets and built

environments.

This conclude thecollection of what has been written on aspects of the topic. However, and
fundamental to the question of what the emptgldgrched land now represents, it is important
to note how writers have written on the town and church. As noted sporadicalbyeabthe
objectiveinformation available appears biased more often thanamol the true opinions of the

authors come through in how theyite about Wellington.

2.2.  How have other writers written on Wellington.

The fact that Fransen states thiatve | | i ngt on i s 4 do¢s nahelpoteeapos i f u l
the complete tangible and intangible heritage and history of Wellingtos.statement has been
exhausted in justifying various heritage impact assessment conclusions, fundamentally affecting
the heritage of the built environment of Wellingtdrhe Drakenstein Heritage Sur‘&ywas

studied and analysed in this regard to establish the inclusiveness and effective documentation of

the history of forced removals and demolitions in Wellingtond&ermine if anything is

41 CharlotteCupidq Vra na die ou paai@Vellingtont FX DP, 2003).
42 HJ Smith Die liefde van jolbruidstyd! (Paarl Paarlse Drukpers, 1990).
43 GeorgeHofmeyr, NG Kerk 350 jaa(Cape TownLux Verbi, 2002), 145.
44 HermanBailey & Winnie Rust 6 n  Lsaidwan Markstraa{Wellington Wellington Museum, 2013).
4 HansFransenOld towns and villages of the Caffeape Town: Jonathan Baft00§, 186-189.
4¢Drakenstein Heritage Survey Report 20D2akenstein Municipality
http://www.drakenstein.gov.za/docs/Documents/Heritage Drakenstéiiétitage%20Survey%20Report_October
%202012%20final.pdfAccessed 5 September 2020
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mentioned about the demolition of the DRMC after the removal of the congregationyaigt

omitted This specificd e mo |l i ti on became a metaphor for We
and segregation policies and practices as fesific event flesin the face of all the innovative

religious, tertiary and welfare developments of, around, and in Wellington.

Much of the other literature relies on the work of Kriel and projects the sag@enessSmith
presentghe three staggereplrchase pricgpayments that the DRC made to the DRMC as a
fifinancial donatiod made towards the construction costs of the building of their new DRMC. It

is concluded, however, that it was a @med, nomegotiable, willingbuyerunwilling-seller

offer to purchase with strict terms. Hofmeyr signals the first more sensitive critioistine
demolition and removairom within the DRCin his reference to the erstwhile church site as
now being a parking lot. Loffi n t he chapt er  ,sketoes acombpetelyk i n g

different critical and tragic scenario of events that led tal#raolitionof the DRMC?#’

Bailey also discusses the tragic demolition of the DRMC and enggha@n effect critiquing)
the fact that, although the church was too small atigger church was indeed needed, the
decision to demolish the church was unnecessargtétes that the church building could have
been repurposed to accommodate the DRMC Synoithwianted to buy and use it as a Synod
Hall.

The publicationGroundUp News*® on 24 March2016, also documents the removal of 200
Black households from the area called Sakkieskamp, whose successful land claim has still not
been implemented by the Drakenstein MunicipalityisT$hed light on how the Wellington

Town Council managed to steer Wellington away from haviBépak area, one of a handfol

townsin the prel994 South Africaof which this is trueand what the current mindset still is
regarding acknowledging these injustic@ his is interesting becausige fact thatWellington

already hd no Black area arguably concretises the motive behind removing the DRMC

building before segregation legislation was eweplemented

Bailey states that the geographical division line leetwthe Coloureds and whites was drawn in
such a surgical manner that very few of the latter grouping were negatively affeGtes.
DRMC stood conveniently accessible to all its congregants in the centre of Wellington, as they

were geographically spreadut and integrated albver Wellington. After the apartheid

47 C Loff, lDever pl aatsing van de Zendingkerk Wellington, (
parkeerterrein isin Dogter ofverstoteling? ed. C Loff(Cape Town: Boederkring1981), 4350.
48 Awellington community evicted under apartheid still waiting for lan@Ground Up NewsMarch 24, 2016
https//www.groundup.org.za/article/wellingtoncommunityevictedunderapartheidstill-waiting-land/ (accessed
17 September 2020
4% Herman Bailey (emeritusiayor, Wellington), interview by authof,February 2020.
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segregation lines were drawn, the vacant site oflémdishedchurch was located in thehite

area2® Further periodic aerial photographs and ohotos, available at the G&patial
Information section of the Department of Rural Development situated in Mowbray, were studied
and extrapolatettom in terms ofthe current situation on the ground to validate the statement of
Bailey, which also provided insight into the situation.

This concludes Wat has been written and howwaswritten, which leavesne to investigate
apparatuses to implemeahdto properly articulate and research what the openhdeched

land now represents.

2.3. Theoretical apparatuses used in thetudy.

The theoretical appatuses employed in this study include memory and postmemory, tangible
and intangible heritage, in addition to a brief consideration of memory in relation to space.

2.3.1. Memory and postmemory

The undocumented and traumatic subdued memory and postmemory of the demolition and
removal of the church needs to be unpacked for anticipated future generations to ensure that the
emotional values such as admiration, identity, connection and spiritualtyngact. As Raphael

Samuel nots:

Memory is historically conditioned, changing colour and shape according to the
emergencies of the moment; that so far from being handed down in the timeless form of
otraditiond6 it I S pr omto gesesation.dtlbgars the immese d f
of experience, in however a mediated way. It is stamped with the ruling passions of its
time. Like history, memory is inherently revisionist and never more chameleon than

when it appears to stay the sathe.

Postmemoryin contrast to memory, describes the relationship of the sepemeration victims
of powerful, traumatic experiences that preceded their births, but that nevertheless transmitted to
them so deeply as to seem to constitute memories in their owrPityhtthis study, both

memory and postmemoryeresignificantlyimpacted by the events

The town and district of Wellington are also interpreted as a source of memory and postmemory.

The history, meaning and heritage of the demolished DRMC are mainly keet ialithe

50 The possibility existthat certain DRC members were aware of the future racial segregation lines which further
strengthened their hand.
5! RaphaeBamuel,Theatres of memory. Past and present imtemporary culturéLondon: Verso, 199 10.
52 Hirsch,AiThegeneration opostmemory ©03.
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postmemory of the children and secayeheration relatives of the original congregants who
were witnesses to this evemas most of the witnesses to this demolition have passed on. The
primary witnesses are dwindling in numbers as the event hagpaore than 80 years ago. The
critically important concept of postmemory is discussed as it contributes to the heritage of the
demolished DRMC being kept alive as a place of remembrance.

This section riges on the literature of Marianne Hirsch and otkeurces such as Bryn Mawr,
Piotr SadkowskandCharlotte Dodgeon are discussed. All the abmemtioned literature assists

in unearthinghe memory and postmemory of the demolition and forced removal and where the
meaning and effect of all this is held. &gre is ndonger anobject on the vacant chursite,

from a built environment perspective, the questameasked Whatdoesthe empty space mean

at preserAnd, to whom does it mean anything?

The family of the weklknown author Adam Small played attive leadership role in the
Wellington DRMC, his grandfather being one of the few literate elders on the Church Council,
whose signature appears regularly over many years under the surname Dauti@esgpproval

of the minutes. The publicatioRoetry International Archivéd honours the acclaimed poet,
writer and academic, who also lived in Wellington and whose family was also evicted under the
Group Areas Act! Aspects of the memory and postmesndn relation to his experience in

Wellington and the DRMC can be observed in his writings.

The documenTheliberation struggle andliberation heritage sites in South Africa® prepared

for the National Heritage Councihamesthe weltknown Dr AbdullahAbdurrahman as well as
Dorothy Adams, founder member of the NBaropean Movement, who came from Wellington

and were also subjected to forced removals and the demolition of their church, and there are

many more®

Having successfully removed a pivotalnomunity space such as the DRMC to the newly

envisaged, still unofficial, Coloured area, made it so much easienote the rest of the

53 Adam Small, Poetry International Archives 15/102010. https://www.poetryiternational.org/pi/poet/
18033/AdamSmall/en/tile(accessed 20 September 2p20
54 The Adam Small legacy in Wellington is growing as students at the Cape Peninsula University of Technology are
already propagating the renaming of the Wellingtampusas the Adam Small Campus.
55 National Heritage Council ReporThe liberation struggleand liberation heritage sites in South Afri¢a5
November 2013
56 These people and their achievements need to be placed in context to fully grasp the extent of the memory and
postmemory of the lost heritage of the demolished church building. This toatealso aid in explaining why
Wellington has produced this calibre of historical figures, of whom many were subject to the same mentality that
forcefully manipulated a community to remove and demolish their own church building simply because its
congre@nts were Coloured and too close to a white DRC.
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Coloured community from the white area tosteegregatedrea. It sent a message of brutal

power to the Coloured commuyione which was taken very seriously.

2.3.2. Tangible and intangible heritage

Heritage is transmitted from generation to generatitoprovides communitiewith a sense of
identity and continuity, ands it lies essentially in the human spiititis alsointangible®’ It is
important to distinguish between the different types of heritage encompassed by the DRMC
building (the intricate tangible heritage of the building and the emotional intangible heritage
encapsulated in the memory and postmemory of the families obtiggregants)Likewise, it is
important to take note ohé effect ofbothtypes on different facets of communitissd people

and the powers, functions and obligations imposed on certain bodiesweérealso influenced

by the various eras in time.

Various definitions anddescriptions of different types of heritageppearin numerous
international and national sources. An imtpat role in defining heritage is fulfilled by
UNESCO?8 In its Convention Concerning the Protection of The World Cultural and Natural
Heritage3® it describes itsrole @t o adopt a gener al policy whi
natural heritage auhction in the life of the community and to integrate the protection of that
heritage into compr eh éhThd WNESCP Idefimtiori af pptangibleo g r a n
cultural heritage refers to the practices, representations, expressions, knowledge ahdvisnow
transmitted from generation to generation within communities, created and transformed
continuously by them, depending on the environment and their interaction with nature and

history.
The Australian Burra Chartstateshat:

Conservation, interptation and management of a place should provide for the
participation of people for whom the place has special associations and meanings, or

who have social, spiritual or other cultural responsibilities for the Stace.

Reinventing and repurposing old cbhes ha been done for centuriesvhich preserves the
special associations and meanings for those for whom it is signifidbadgeon inintangible

heritage discusses the repurposing of churglaekling a new layer of significance and heritage

57 International Council on Monuments and SifBlse Declaration of Amsterda(h975.
58 United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation.
59 Adopted by the General Conference atlif§ ses#on, in Paris, on 16 November 1972.
60 Convention Concerning the Protection of The World Cultural and Natural Herstag#, art. 5(a).
61 Australia ICOMOS, 199%t. 12
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andpurpos€?l n t he demoli shed DRMC6és case, the repi
parking lot, exuding exclusivity, speaks volumes of the inaccessible tangible and intangible
heritage of the dehurched land itself.

2.3.3. Memory and place / space

Coombeso pHistolly iaftera dpartberd: Visual culture and public memory in a
democratic South Africas premised on the understanding that all memory is unavoidably both

born out of individual subjective experience and shaped by collective cosisegsuand shared

social processeso that any understanding of the representation of remembranced toed

past more generallynust necessarily take into account both cont®tsn t he DRMCO6s c &
dechurched land represents both subjective e&pee of those involved in the daily operations

of the church back in the day, and a collective consciousness of those who are involved in the
new DRMC building today. The memory of the place seems to have been remembered (and
noted) only by those who aely engaged with the DRMC on the original land.

2.3.4. The value of the new research

The analysis abovelearly showsthe vast void of information on this building, its demolition,

and the effects of the demolition on the congregdrtisreforea lot of primary research fito

be done from scratch. Once this research had been done and it was established what the building
actually looked like and the tangible heritage it held, it was possible to implement and apply the
apparatuses to interpret and analise intangible heritage subsequent to the negotiations and

demolition.

The physical churcbuilding wasnever captured on pap&o, thiswas done by scrutinising all

the information to be foundanalysng the tangibleand intangible heritage and memoand
postmemory the church building itself held. There was a lot of significant memory and
emotional capital in the component$é the church building.For this purpose,l examined
photographs, centenary documents of the Bovlei chuaold stumi#d across sippets of

information in the old.igdraer publications, amongst other sources.

What has not been clearly documented befsethe gravity of the forced removal and

subsequent demolition of their DRM@nd the effecbn the congregation as it pertains to the

52Dodgeonjilntangible Heritage Gathedral Communications Limited
https://www.buildingconservation.com/articles/intangible/intangible.html. Accessed 25 JanuaryAz@2sse®5
January 20211

63 Annie E Coombes History after apartheid: Visualculture andpublic memory in ademocratic South Africa
(Johannesburd¥its University Press, 20048.
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damage it has done in and to Wellington and its surrounds, and not only to specific ethnic racial
groups. Thaletail of, ard various perspectivesn, the 1941 demolition of the Coloured DRMC,
opposite the white DRC, on the corner of Church and Main Street, had to be unpacked.

This demolition was the catalyst for many more demolitions and forced removals to come and it
createdthe psychosis that if a white congregation church can demolish, without lifting a finger,
and move a Coloured congregation church elsewhere, any other forced removal and demolition
wherevey will be morally acceptable and possible, seeing that it wasDIRE that was

orchestrating the forced removal and demolition of the DRMC and not an act of Government.

The question where the memory of this tragedy is held and what it means at present is important
as there isnow no built environment on the old @hurded site, except a paved, enclosed
parking lot. Thisrequireda dualistic approach to the overarching question: firlyes the
congregationsee the parking lot as a sacred place or is the memory held elsewhere? And
secondlyDoes the town view the parig lot (and what it represents) as part of its herage

From earlier documentation and literature of the DRC related to this tragic demolition 82 years
ago, it appears that thgyesentone specific sanged consumefriendly perspective of the
forced emoval anddemolition, and it is packaged as a simple technical and practical issue.
Further information on this was sourced at the DRC ArchivesStellenbosch and was
instrumental in assessing the extent of the damage done by the lost heritage,rst thack,

and the staggered process to acknowledge this lost heritage, in the second place.

From the literature of the DRMC, another perspective is sketched. It seems that there was a lot
of external and internal division on both sides regarding theemadite irony is that the DRC
foundedthe DRMC in Wellingtonin 1881. Various pleas for unification of these two churches
have been resisted since the first letteReff JC Pauw, dated 19 March 1880, until todayn

fact, the DRC continuetb promoteits segregationist theology d#salso foundedthe Dutch
Reformed Church of Africa foBlack people in 1910 and the Reformed Churchfrica for

Indians in 1968°

According to Ivor Wilkens and Hans Strydom in thgirblicationThe SupeAfrikaners$®, the
Broederbondés vast maj o noithofySouthfAfricabutitatses ad ave r e
strong presence amongst Stellenbosch academibsre various policy documentsvere

circulated for discussion and adopticegarding segregation. The fact that the Broederbond had

84 Pauw GedenkskopEeufeesblad 1878979 State archive: SGE 1/1615; SBWN 1/1/6, 1/1/7, 1/1/8; 350.
85 Carstens Le CordeurOns kom van vérfa43.
56 lvor Wilkens & Hans StrydomDie SupetAfrikaners(Johannesburglonathan Ball Publishers978).
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a huge youth and conference centre on a farm on the outskirts of Wellington could also have had
a trickledown effect on the actions of the members of the Wellington Municipal Council and on
the DRCChurch Council, or just ordinary congregants. The damage that was done to relations
between various demographiesis ands devastating andontinuous andhad to be researched

and obtained from new sources.

The major debates in the literature about segjieg policies were about humanity and the
destruction of that humanity. According to Olivier, the DRC compared to other South African
churches has the worst record regarding human rights in South %fifdee chronological
history of segregationist legislation in Wellington has been researched; segments of the history
of the role of the DRC in Wellington (and across South Africa) have been researcheddiut

has not been thoroughly researchisdhe efect of the one on the other, and the motive behind
these policies, especially in relation to the DRMC and the effect of this on heritage in its totality.
The surface has been scratched by certain literaturieagnehat was and what is now and how
peoplefeel about it, but it does not note the extenbr the effect of the exteintof heritage lost
through the question of what was and what is and what should be. This question will be
answered through establishi ng ndemaishimpaaDRM& b e h |
building before segregationist legislation was even officially enacted, which impacted the

memory held by the open land.

To be able to understand what legsthe heart ofhe polarization ofelationships in the town,

believe it isvery importanthatthis forced removal and demolition of the DRMC by the DRC in
Wellington be academically researched and documentelit is arguably one of the most
important socially and morally legitimisingxamples fromthe era of institutionaded racial
segregation in Wellington. It sent a message of what was allowed and why, and this paved the
way for an easy acceptance of sggation legislation in the white communityin the process

destroying a remarkable physical, tangible building.

The majority of the material used in this thesis is spaniahat it is mostly commercially
unprintedmaterial, which was not easy taccess much of which wasstumbled uponwhich
necessitates inclusioburing the various visits to tHeRC Archives in Stellenbosch, numerous

opportunities also arose for important and enlightening discussions with members of the staff.

57 OR Olivier, fiMenseregte en die Suiffrikaanse kerke (Licentiate Theology Thesis, Stellenbosch University,
1983, 53.
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Using these sources ihig thesis, | willattempt to extrapolate the history, heritage, memory and
postmemory of this demolished DRME .

Chapter 3: Erf 794 as an architectural / historical / heritage site

The thesis documents the history, lost heritage and memory of the desdohsstorical
Wellington DRMC, once pivotally located in the centre of the religious precinct of the Boland
town of Wellington, on the corner of Church and Main Street, across the street from the
(impressive) building of the DRC. This vacantawirched ge is currently a private security
fenced parking lot, with wallo-wall cement pavers covering the archaeological remains, the
only tangible heritage evidence left of this once historical church.

3.1. The church site asarchitectural / historical / heritage site

The propertyErf 794 has been graded IlIA heritage status by the Drakenstein Municipality, as
the first DRMC in South Africa was built on it and the building was the site of various
significant events described in this thesis. The main heritage resource on the popleety
absence of thedemolished DRMC with its concealed footprint intact, symbolising the

extraordinary physical, tangible heritage that once stood there.

3.2. Locating place

The church was located @&if 794, a square erf of approximately 589.000G#iPogether with
the DRC across Maitreet, adjacent to the main DRC parsonage two erven further down in
Church Street, the Church Hall, the Martha Church Hall and another parsonage across Church

Street, it collectively formed the religious precinct of Wejton indicated on the figures below.

58 Hopefully, this study will be the first chapter mcomplete study of racial segregation in Wellingtdine
demolition of this church pave(and kickstartefithe way for further segregation in Wellington afw other
churches of wrongolour congregationthroughoutSouth Africato bedemolished.
59 It has a fronting onto Church Street and is adjacent (on the southern €itey98, on the corner of Churemd
Main Street. BotlErven 793 and 794 are fenced in as the parking lot. On the northerhisiderdered byerf 795,
with a doublestorey Georgiarstyle commercial building which ond®used a funeral parlour, and on the western
side byErf 14077, wlich was once the house of the sexti#rthe DRC.
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Figure7. The bl ue indicates all the DRC6s property. T
The green (at the top) indicates the new DRMC (at the top), and the DRMC parsonage that was
expropriated under the Group Areas AGo(irce: Google Earth)
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KERKSTRAAT

WWree a descnption for your mag.

Figure 8:Aerial picture of the corner of Church and Main Street indicating Erf 794 today. The DRC can
be seen in the left corner. (Source: Google Earth

The erf still has some of the tredsat were planed by theDRMC congregation as protection
against the sweltering hot Wellington summers. The erf also features a Paarl granite monument
erected in 1981 to commemorate the centenary of the founding of the DRMC in South Africa. A
small length of the originallay and raw bricks ring wall at the back of the church is intact but in

an unstable state, needing urgent structural suppsrhall section of the original steel fencing,

with an original gatepost situated on Church Streestill present but in a lhstate (and

exposed to potential scrap metal theft).

— TV R
R 7 R R . TR R
v“‘_\‘ - ? \

Figure 9:The granite monument erected in 1981 to commemorate the DRMC centenary in South Africa.
(Photo: PierreJeanne Gerber, 2020)

28



Figure 10:Raw brick and clay ring wall remnants of the church yard in poor condition. (Photo: Pierre
Jeanne Gerber, 2020)

Figure 11:Damaged raw brick and clay ring wall badly joined with cement lbricks. (Photo: Pierre
Jeanne Gerber, 2020)

Figure 12:Original fence wall with remnants of original metal spike fence. (Photo: Rigasne
Gerber, 2020)
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3.3. Morphology of place

The morphology, as set out belowdicates the context in which the church property came to be
church propertythe history is important to establish the heritage the DRMC was supposed to

encapsulate from the beginning.

Although a relatively small church erf compared to other such chaman in the Bolandgrf

794 shares various layers of heritage, history and memory with the rest of Wellington. Stone
artefacts found in the agricultural fields, the mountain slopes and riverbanks, dating back to the
Early Stone Age (700 000 years agoyl ahe Middle Stone Age (150 00030 000 years ago)
indicate a long history of human occupati8iKhoekoe herders moved into the area more than 2
000 years agaoccupying itseasonally until colonial settkestarted to block their water sources

and grazng land. Many historic place names in the area are evidence of this, such as the
Hawequas and Obiqua Mountains.

On 25 October 1657 Abraham Gabemma, SecretaryFahkaal (a Dutch position of juridical
significance) of the Political Council, together walght free burghers sevenofficials andthree
trustworthy people indigenoud$ to the area fAdi scoveredo the Berg

Wellington area they found small groupsirdigenous peopleverywhere?

Thirty years after this discoveryn 1687 Simon van der Stel founded a settlement here by
awarding 23 farms of 60 maag (50 hectaréseach in size, to 50 Dutch settlers. Thestlers
named the valley Drakenstein, the name of an estate ofudaeMijdrecht in the Netherlands.
This privatisationand colonsation of land led to the first conflict between the new settlers and

theindigenousations, which included the Gorinchadda.

In 1688 the first French Huguenots arrived at the Cape. The Dutch East India Compan$(VOC)
offered French refugees the Netherlanda free passage to the Cape, plus jd@nthey dd not

like it here, they could return the Netherlandafterfive years. The French insisted that they be
allowed to bring their owminister Rev Pierre Simoné. Between 13 April 168&nd 6 May
1689, some 180 French men and women of all ages airivted Boland® They were poor and

complained about the quality of the soil and asked, via thigiistet to be awarded land on the

0 Drakenstein Heritage Report, 18.

"> The indigenous people to the area were referred kntientotte

2 Kr i @ie Nedérduitse Gereformeerde Sendinggemeente Wellington, K.P.,71182@6 (Masteis thess,
Stellenbosctuniversity, 1950, 11.

"3 Drakenstein Heritage Survey, 19.

"4 This was due ta need for farmers to produce food as the Dutch were not very productive farmers.
SWhere the name of the area of Simondium originates from.

® Kr i éie Neddrduitse Gereformeerde Sendinggemeente Wellington, K.P., 1182@6 (Maste thesis,
Stellenboscltuniversity, 1950, 19.
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other side of the Berg River. This was permitted and thhey moved across the Berg River,

which is the Wellington aretbday where hey were awarded farmSoon a few Dutch settlers

followed them’”

Figure 13:Farms in Wagenmakersvalligi 1700. (Source: Wellington History Museum Book)

WAMAKERSVALLEI 1700

f \m.. <
| Oendeut ; %

s g X6 :LQ’ "(‘
'; ‘Klipvallei .?
P § Wel
R “‘( ::

De Fortuin (\

0 05 1km 2km akm
T I 1

[T

Spruitrivier

Figure 14:Diagrams indicating the corner of Church and Main Street in 1700. (Source: Wellington
History Museum Book)

7 Namely Klipvley; Leeuwenvallei; Krommerivier; Versailles; Hexenberg; De Groene Fontein; Olyvenhout;
Champagne; and De Slangaer. In 1712 five additional farms were granteimely Nabygelegen; Krakeelhoek;
Doolhof; Leeuwentuin; and Patatskloof. Surnames like Bassong&aiMerwe, Du Preez, Retief, Rousseau, Le
Roux, Du Toit and De Villiers were common.
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Volgens 'n brief van ds. Pierre Simond, die
Hugenote se predikant, het die Hugenote
baie gou na hulle aankoms van woonplek
verwissel. Die grond wat aanvanklik aap
hulle toegeken was, het nie in hulle smaak
geval nie. Die kaart toon die plase in die
Wellington-distrik wat hulle vir hulfeself
uitgesoek het. Die grysgebied is die huidige
munisipale gebied van Wellington.

1. Olijvenhout:

Estienne Cronier (Cronje)

2. Versailles:

Pierre Cronier (Cronjé)

3. Krommerivier:

Louis le Riche

4. Hexenberg:

Jean du Tuillet

5. Lesuwenvallei:

Jacques de Savoye
8. De Broene Fonteijn:
Philip Drauin
7. Champagne:
Hercules Wardaar
8. Leeuwenvallsi:
Isaac Taillefert
9. Klipvallei:
hilip des Pres (Du Preez)
10. Wel van Pas:
Claude Marais
11. De Fortuijn:
Charles Marais
12. De Slangrivier:
Louis Fleury [Fourie)
0Om u te help om die Hugenote-plase beter
te plaas, is die volgende huidige landmerke
en strate ook op die kaart aangebring:

. Lady Loch-bru B. Hoofstraat
Ned. Geref. Moederkerk
Champagnestraat
FPiet Retiefstraat F. Kerkstraat

moo®>

Figure 15:Diagram of farms with the DRC indicated at C. (Source: Wellington History Museum Book)

Indigenous tribedived heré® and because of creeping poverty, many started to work for the

farmers. The VOC also started to grant small parcels of land to artisans to encourage them to

settle in the are?.

As the farming community grevits needfor its own church became greatertasy usually
attended church services across the Berg River in Paarl. There was no bridge aaress the

and they made use of a ferry, which proved treacherous in winter. The farmers (settlers), after
another severe winter, formed a commission fromesgntatives of théhreefield cornetcies
namely Groenberg Wagenmakersvalley and Dal JosaphatOne of the first tasks of the
commission was to find a suitable space for the erection of a church and they decided

purchase the farm Champagne in 1838.

8 Such as the Chaynunas, Goraghouqua, Kochoguas and Chariqurquas.
® Drakenstein Heritage Survey, 21.
80 Smith, Die liefde van jowruidstyd!, 6.
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Figure 16:Diagram dated 14 May 1895 with original layout of plots on the farm Champagne surveyed by
RL Aling. The red square indicates the DRMC property. (Source: Wellington History Museum Book)

The farm Champagne wakosen because all the wagon routes intezddlere and there was
enough clay for the manufacing of bricks®' The western section of the farm was to be kept
for church purposes and the rest sold to pay for the purchasé%Fioe town developed arad

a Tshaped road plan and the two most important streets createcharaeglChurch Street,
which formed the leg of the T, and Main Street, which formed the crossbar of the T. Lot 15 was
on the corner of Church and Main Street, making it strategicalgof the most central and
prominent properties in the newly laddit village, at that stage known &agenmakexsllei,?3

with the DRC across the street.

81 The farm was purchased for 63000 gulden and the sunRyorAling was asked to subdivide the fainto

erven.
82 The first subdivision of the farm into 4speratdots, including a remainder and a few streets, was done by
Aling.
83 This translates to Valley of Wagonbuilders, as there was a vibrant vimagiding industry in the town.
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No. 166/1840 =

r\
\
\-.
~
5 o 20 30 a2 Sa
L L 5 I )
Secale of 50 Reods,
This Diagram A B C D represents the * Lot No., 15, situuated
about the new projscted Church in the Wagonmakers Valley, District
of Stellenbosch, containing 286 Sguare Roods freehold.
(F‘-
Extending S.Et. and S.Wt. against the Street,
N.Et. on the land intended for the Parsconage, and
N.Wt. on the lot No. 16.
Messured by
(Sgd) R. F. Aling
e L. Sr.
I Copied from diagram relating
to. Transfer.. . oesd No.... 137, BI-5CA/W.11

.. 5821840 (Vola 15),

________ S | c
for Surveyar-General
- . Lain ; 97 5""

e 284241229,
ED

Figure 17:Lot 15 (DRMC Erf 794 indicated as A). (Sour&urveyorGeneral)

The commission offered some of the plots for sale to the community. Lot 15 was bought by the
Du Toit-family and then further subdivided inferven 792 793 and 794 and the Remainder,

which becameErf 79584

84 The SurveyoiGeneral diagram dscribes thisEr f 15 as Asituated about t he
Wagenmakers Valleybo
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S5.G. D@. NO, 566/1845,

Scale: 10 Rhynl, Roods - 1 Inch,
* §ow BRF NO. 794 WELLINGTON,
The above Disgram (A B C D) represents part of the Erf marked No.15,
situated in the Village of Wellington, Division of Stellenbosch in ext.
56 Sq.Roods and 136 Sq.Feet presented by Miss. G.M. du Toit to the Mispbone~
Py,Society for the erection of a Telsgious Meeting House.

Extending Soubh Esst and South West agaist the Church
Streets.

North East and North West on the Remdining Land,

Surveyed by,
(Sgd) R.N. Aling.
Land Surveyor.
March, 19th 1845.

@opied from the dlagram retating %9 s
| .Ixansfex... Fille Beed Mto....98.mmune -
| anted.. Mth Novmber, 18€5.m faveoe of
The. Raverend . 1saak BlAGSAT.. ...

2 2 MAY 1956 <

1 For list of
| -, .ctioas see
{ 2ok of diagram

APE "o

L M.F.

Figure 18:1845 diagram of Erf 794 mentioning the donation to the Missions Society by Miss GM du Toit
(Source: SurveyeGeneral)
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In 1845 Miss GM du Toit donateHrf 794 to the Missionary Society for the erection of a
Telegious Meeting Houseas stated on thexrf diagram in figure 18The erf was transferred into
the name of the missionary, Rev Isaak Bisseascyepresentative of the Paris Missionary
Society on 14November 1848° The adjacenErf 793 was donated to the Reformed Church of
Wellington (the village name dNagenmakeksllei had changed to Wellington) by the same
Miss du Toit8® This adjacent donation signifies the religidummonywhich was prevalent at
that stage.The fact that she donated two adjacent properties to separate racial group
congregatios, indicatesthat the relationship was amicablecan be deduced th#tissdu Toit
intended these churches to be close in proxjnexysting harmoniously next to eaokher.As

the DRC had, and still has, a large tract of land across the road surrounding their @8,
has remained vacant for 176 years since it was donated to the DRC in 1845.

85 SeeFigure 18.
86 See Figure 19.
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S.G. DGM. NO.  567/1845

Scale: 10 Rhynl, Roods -~ I Inch,

¢-NOW ERF NO. 793 WELLINGTON.

The Diagram (A B C D) npruonti(pu't of the Erf marked No,15,
situated in the Division of Stelleabosch, at the Village of Wellington,

in extent 62k Square Roods - being a Donation of Miss. G.M. du Toit
to the Reformed Church of Wellington.

Surveyed by,
(Sgd) R.N. Aling.
Land Surveyor.
March, 19th 1845,

Copied from the cdiagram rolating to _nh%“'
Transfer  Tew mest to.. . 236 e

Hots N 2 v A

For et

c

s
doduntion” I 272
ek o G :; I,‘y-. P ! j' L4
/..f SN
6. S48 SR B L) -

M.v.

Figure1l9 1845 di agram of Erf 793 and adjacent Erf
donation of the erf to the Reformed Church by Miss GM du Toit. (Source: SuGeyeral)

37



3.4. The plot as ausedspace

In 1845 a church was built d&f 794 by the Paris Mission Society, under leadership of Rev
Bisseux. Thecongregationalready had a church in the Bovlei area, about 5km north of the
village, which was built in 182Gand which served farmworkers and skweaking it the first
church in Wellington. White congregants attended the DRC in Paarl. When slavery was
abolished in 1838, many freed slaves moved from the farms to the village of Wellington, and
they requested to also have a church built for them aasitdifficult to attend the Bovlei church.
Very little is known about this first 1845 churghWellingtonand thereareno detais regarding

its architecture or appearandée congregation grew rapidly and in 1884 the church had to be
enlarged under the&dership of Rev Pauw. The detaif this enlarged churcharealso minimal.

3.5. Thefootprint of davery on the erf

There is astronghistory of slavery in the area, and this affected the demogsaphibe people

living in the valley.By the end of thd 8" century there were approximately 3@®lavel people

in the Wagenmakers Valley and by the middle of th@ déntury there were about 780A
systemexistedwhereby slaveownesc oul d buy their sl avesdé freed
married theslaves. They and their children were then frédte F' of Januaryl834 wasthe
announceddate that enslaved people ould be emancipated with the passing of the Slavery
Abolition Bill, but there was dour-year period beforenslaved peoplevere actually freedon

the F' of December1838. During this fouyear period, ensladepeople were referred to as
apprentices. In Wagenmakers Valley there were seWes Blacks at the end of the 18
century,andtheyidentifieda need for a place of worghandErf 794 came into playOn the f

and 29 of December 1934, the centenary of the abolishment of slavery were celebrated with
thanksgiving services in the churdbeveloping into a fullyfledged churchit operated as such

till its demolition in 1941. Ironically, Market Square, where slaves were regularly traded, was

just across Main Street opposite the DRMC and the DRC and formed an associative landscape.

8K r i eDle ,Nedérduitse Gereformeerde Sendinggemeente Wellington, K.P., 1182@6& (Mastets thesis,
Stellenboscltuniversity,1950. 27.
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Figure 20:Painting by artist Otto Landsberg (18®05)indicating the gables of the DRMC on the left
of the big DRC. The immediate front indicates the Market Square where enslaved people were traded.
(Source: Wellington History Museum Book)

Figure 21:The DRMC on the left (redjsare) and Market Square with the slave bell (yellow square).

3.6. The centenary of thefounding of the DRMC and theunveiling of the monument

In 1981 the empty plot received acknowledgenieméermsof its meaning to the community and
greater society whethe DRMC Synod decided to erect a granite monument on the plot to
commemorate the centenary of the founding of the DRMC in South Afater being granted
permission by the DRCAccording to Baileythe whole congregation played host and claimed
the centenary as their own as the whole congregation was involved and deployed in the

festivities and celebrations. Prof Nico Koopmdeourrently ViceRector at Stellenbosch
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University) held the church service, and the monument was inaugurated by elder Laban Van

Rooyent®

Figure 22.Plaque on the DRMC centenary monument, 1981. (Photo: Pieaane Gerber, 2020)

3.7. Resurrectionofthetr agedyreaadciil i ati ono

After the demolition of the church in 194&nd the erection of the monument in 198ie
tragedy of the demolished churabainslowly slipped into near oblivion, until 2010, when one

of the sons of the DRMC congregation, the late Herman Bailey, by this time an elder, raised the
possibility to appoach the DRC to try to reconcile the two adjacent congregations. His Church

Council was a bit pessimistic but nevertheless gave him a mandate to pursue th& matter.

The DRMC Church Council took the brave decision to call a year of reconciliation in ZD11,
years after their church was lost and demolished. Assisted by a small committee, Bailey

approached the DRC Church Council about the possibility of reconciling. According to, Bailey

88 Herman Bailey (emeritusiayor, Wellington), interview by authcf,February 2020
89 Bailey (emeritusmayor, Wellington), interview by authcr,February 2020
40
















































































































































































































































































































































