RE-PRESENTING CAPE TOWN THROUGH LANDSCAPES OF SOCIAL IDENTITY AND EXCLUSION: AN INTERPRETATION OF THREE POWER SHIFTS AND THEIR MODIFICATIONS FROM 1652-1994.
ABSTRACT

This paper argues that the built environment is a function of social values and spatial practices that are related to power.  In Cape Town, colonial social practice informed the development of the built environment and resulted in the production of a landscape that ‘represents’ the hegemony of colonial power. Cape Town is used as the case study area
 and three major power shifts are identified to test the following assumption: when power changes the built landscape should also change.  By interrogating power shifts and their modifications through changing spatial practices, it is hoped that the current condition of power can be informed. 
When the VOC
 assumed power over the Cape in the seventeenth century, the first power shift located for the purpose of this argument, occurred. The second and third power shifts and their modifications occurred when the British occupied the Cape and with the formation of Union Government respectively.  The concern is with the material and spatial conditions of social identity and exclusion that have been informed by changing spatial practices that resulted due to these power shifts. The paper addresses the critical question that asks how power is related to the production and ‘representation’ of the built environment. The agency of mapping as spatial practice is discussed where the landscape is represented as a construct of social identity. I am focusing on the representation of the maps in relation to Cosgrove
 and Corner’s
 ideas on landscape and on the agency of mapping and Lefebvre’s theory
 on representation. 
INTRODUCTION








Cape Town is one of the many post-colonial
 cities in Africa in which colonial power is embedded through a particular spatial configuration and material form.
 The hypothesis proposes that space and power are related through social practice and that by making an inquiry into the spatial development of Cape Town
  and tracing its construct through different time periods the present post-colonial condition can be informed. 

The over-arching concern is about the relationship between power and space, where it specifically relates to the construction of particular landscapes that represent the social dimensions of exclusion. Corner (1999, p. 9) describes this relationship: “From a specifically landscape-architectural point of view, it is crucial to understand how cultural ideas condition construction and how construction, in turn, conditions the play of landscape ideas in a larger cultural imagination.”

Cape Town’s landscapes
  of social identity
 and exclusion have been influenced by general and specific conditions through time where the physical manifestation of the built form represents conditions that are both typical and unique. The situation can be compared to other colonial cities in the world and in Africa that were developed under similar circumstances; in that it was developed through the practice of a colonial hegemony, incorporating slavery and a capitalist modal system. Its uniqueness is attributed to its geographical location and to the specific conditions that occurred as a result of slaves, colonizers and indigenous people
 that were particular to Cape Town. 
The assumption made is that Cape Town’s landscape has been transformed with shifts and modifications in power as a result of related spatial practice
. By interrogating the agency of mapping, I am suggesting that the representation of power can be perceived through a study of changing urban space that is influenced by social practice related to different identities. Cape Town’s landscapes that comprised the power shifts in Cape Town developed through social and spatial practice, both informal and formal, initially creating impositions on the wilderness through acts of territoriality and later becoming sets of imposed relations over inherited situations. 
Territory was produced as land was claimed and ‘left over’ as a fundamental aspect of colonial practice. Initially the wilderness and later the settlement and colony were divided up through different spatial practices that set up tensions between location and ownership; the privatization of the public; and between property and politics. Ultimately these practices created conditions of landscape that influenced social formations through the mechanism of power. In this context the colonial powers used spatial definitions to empower and exclude. The colonial mappings represented spatial practice that was entirely new in the context of the Cape where ownership of land was claimed and represented through the cartographic dimension as a form of legitimising occupation.
Where Cape Town represents a specific set of power relations, my aim is to reveal the relationship between power and space, through an interpretation of maps
 using Lefebvre’s theory on the production of space and its representations. His main theory
 is centred on the premise that social space
 is not reducible to a form but has a character defined by society through spatial practice and its ‘representations’. The power shifts
  introduced and set out particular characteristics
 of landscape that defined conditions of exclusion where landscapes have been produced, represented
 and inhabited. I have investigated what Iain Low
 refers to as “the iterative nature of space in relation to power where the institution of power that is centralized has physical limits and boundaries.” 
Lefebvre’s theoretical triad (1991, p. 33) set up a dialectical relationship between the lived, the conceived and the perceived and provides the primary tool for interpreting space in relation to its representation. The triad provides a vehicle for the interpretation of space in relation to spatial practice where the production and reproduction of specific places and groups of spaces (spatial ’ensembles’) describe social formations. Through the triad, three ways of conceptualizing space were suggested: 1.Spatial practice
: the ‘spatial sets’ characteristic of each social formation that influences the production of the built environment. An interpretation of spatial practice involves the study of building types and urban morphology, where zones are created for specific purposes.  2. Representations of space
: the way or medium through which knowledge or power is produced. 3. Representational spaces
:  these are linked to symbolisms inherent in the ‘lived space’. The lived experiences layer space through time and inscribe space with meanings that are representational.  
Cosgrove (1999, p. 1) describes the map as the most sophisticated form that as been developed yet for the purpose of the generation and transmission of knowledge. 

He (ibid, p. 16) describes this process in the post colonial condition: “The same cartographic documents which in the eyes of colonists have so often secured the legality of their appropriation of aboriginal lands today act alongside quite distinct mappings such as rock markings and memory lines to secure land claims in a post-colonial era”. The practice of mapping therefore provides continuity between the past and present and, according to Cosgrove (ibid, p. 3 & p.232) became a form of colonial agency: “On a more general level, mapping the whole Earth could be considered as a process of intellectual control. In an act of power, through lines, shapes, place names and mathematical positions, the map maker appropriated the Earth and imposed his own view of its order, through the territorial, political and cultural divisions in which he organised it”. In the context of the colonial, different aspects of mapping defined ‘exclusionary’ processes where maps had, and still have, the ability to conceal their partiality, their silences and their powers of deception. 
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SHIFT 1 1652 Fort t’ Goede Hoop 1693

 source: Cape Town City Council 2007.
 

The first major power shift
 occurred in 1652 when the Dutch VOC sent a fleet of ships to Cape Town to establish a refreshment station, marking the moment when the Cape changed from a condition of origins to that of a colonial settlement. The Cape went through a period of transformation as a colonial imprint was developed through the imposition of the built form on a wilderness landscape that was previously undeveloped.
 

Spatial practice was used by the colonial regime of the Dutch (VOC) to exclude the Khoi-san
 pastoralists from the Dutch settlement in the Cape. This resulted in a spatial strategy of ‘defence’ that was practised by the Dutch due to their vulnerable position on the Cape coast.
 The building of a defensive structure in the form of a mud Fort was the primary illustration of power through material form at the Cape. 
The tone was set for future planning when the Cape was to become a British Colony. 
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SHIFT 2
1806

map of Cape Town 1891

SOURCE: Cap Town city council 2007

The second shift in power occurred, after a period of transition, when the British occupied the Cape in 1806. This resulted in Cape Town becoming a landscape that comprised a combination of defensive and progressively exclusive spaces. It is argued that the colonial practices of the British were characterised by ‘segregation’ that set the stage for the modernist ‘apartheid’ city; thus representing the continuum of a trend. 
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 SHFT 3 1910
Foreshore and Joint technical committee map 1947
source: Joint technical committee, Foreshore plan, 1948

The third shift occurred with the formation of Union government in 1910, which represented the end of colonialism at the Cape in the traditional sense of the word and heralded the beginning of a form of neo-colonialism. The subsequent power shifts to ‘Nationalism’
 in 1948 represented the culmination of social practice that excluded and privatised. The landscape was steadily claimed and resulted in an ‘alienated’ city. 

These practices expressed dominance through material form and were part of a process of defining territory in Cape Town through the strategising of space and the definition of boundaries.  The resulting landscape, incorporating the dimensions of the social and the built, was produced as a result of specific spatial practices that represented power. These developments through time ‘overwrote’ space, where despite erasures, there were traces of previous inscriptions; hence the layering effect of history over time forms a palimpsest that describes space. 
 
Jennifer Robinson (1996) identifies a major concern relating to the spatiality of South African cities, where the construction of identity and racial order
 is now so entrenched that breaking the patterns of exclusion are difficult. Cape Town has inherited political, ideological, social and cultural dimensions that need to be recognized if we wish to understand how the practices of the past intersect with our current global post-colonial condition with its ambivalence and plurality. The city continues to mutate in the post-apartheid condition with its emerging political agenda. The accumulation of spatial practice through time produces a hybrid
 landscape where spatial practice in the context of the post-colonial condition represents cultural difference. 

 ARGUMENT
The assumption is that power and space operate in a dialectical way and therefore that when power changes, spatial transformation or change is inevitable. Lefebvre’ (1991) identifies space as a product in the capitalist modal system that is used as a tool for domination to control people. Foucault (1980) argues that knowledge and power are related, where material culture in the form of the built environment becomes representative of power structures through spatial practice. It follows therefore, that space and power are interconnected. This leads to the suggestion that the representation of power and its impact on social identity can be perceived through a study of urban space through time. 
The Dutch and British colonial powers and the neo-colonial governments used spatial definitions in Cape Town to empower and exclude; thereby doing what Foucault calls ‘power through practice’. Linear time structures the argument where Cape Town’s landscape is located within the colonial and post-colonial conditions and is based on Foucault’s theory of continuity and discontinuity.
  With each power shift, there is continuity that builds up and then a transfer of spatial practice that represents change. The accumulation produces the hybrid where spatial practice represents cultural difference. 
The argument proposes that the way in which space is produced is related to social practices ‘characteristic’ of particular time periods. These practices are in turn affected by global developments in philosophical thinking
, connected to power structures, either aligned with or representing resistance to power. Different types of buildings and spaces were produced in Cape Town from the Dutch Colonial period, and through the British and Apartheid periods, (re)presenting social practices that are related to power.
In summary, the argument identifies three different power shifts within Cape Town’s colonial history, where modifications in spatial practice build up that ultimately result in shifts in power.
 The paper does not cover the shift to democracy in 1994; however this assumption sets up the argument that now in a current post–colonial, post-apartheid condition, the built environment should again be representative of this change. Values remain aligned with the principles of capitalism, where the power still lies, and a post-colonial paradigm is presented. 
INTERPRETATION
Mapping as spatial practice: ‘representing’ the colonial landscape in Cape Town through an interpretation of Lefebvre’s conceptual triad.  

The project of colonialism represented hegemonic power through a process of charting out territory and the allocation of land. The maps of the colonial Cape would have resulted as conscious representations of acts of place making within an unknown wilderness beyond. In capitalism land is a commodity whose value lies in exchange; it is property defined by contract. The modal change that occurred with colonialism at the Cape was part of a larger global phenomenon that incorporated a shift from feudalism to capitalism. As such it is quantified through cartographic processes that are representations of space.
SHIFT 1: PRE-COLONIAL/ DUTCH COLONIAL: 1652
figures 1-7

  
spatial practice When the Dutch fleet arrived in 1652 to set up a trading station for the Dutch East India Company in Holland, the initial setting out of gardens and building of the Fort constituted an imposition on those already occupying the sites chosen for settlement by the Dutch.  Abrahams (1993, p. 12) refers to the area as the ‘prime site’ as it was the first piece of land contested through acts of territoriality. The social practices defined by the first shift in power with the Dutch were broadly: merchant trade, slavery, and agriculture. This translated into spatial practice centred on defence in an unknown or untamed landscape. 
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figure  1 |1705
unknown title redrawn by Cape Town land surveyors.  





source: Cape Town City Council 2007
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 figure 2|1705 Cap de Bon Esperance 


source: Cape Town City Council 2007

The building types that developed as a result were initially primarily related to defence and later to the successful administration of the settlement. The Fort and later the Castle initially accommodated practices of governance and defence; the Slave Lodge that of slavery; the Dutch Reformed Church, that of religion and so on. However, it was the Castle that can be considered the most emblematic building of this period, representing the practice of permanent settlement and its protection. (figures 1, 2 and 3) 
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 figure 3|1660  VOC Fort 

[image: image7.jpg]




source: Cape Town City Council 2007

representations of space: The first garden and fort maps are medieval in their representation of a fortified landscape that had definite boundaries and limits. The Dutch practice of defence was represented through their maps and presented a colonial paradigm brought from Holland   If one compares the 1670 map of Amsterdam (figure 5) with the first Fort and Castle plans, it becomes apparent where the configurations originate. 
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figure 5|
1670 

Daniel Stalpaert, Mastelodami veteris et noussimae ubris.
source: Cosgrove 1999
By 1786 these practices had developed to the point that the spatial configurations bore a direct resemblance to those in the map of Amsterdam mentioned above. (figure 6).  [image: image9.jpg]PLAN OF THE SITUSTION OF THE CATE OF GOOD HOPE AND IT's FORTIFICATIONS






Figure 6| 1786  . 

Their transposition in the Cape wilderness provides evidence of Dutch settlement practice that involved cartographic representation. 

In Corner (1999, p. 88) Alan Balfour,
 describes the Johan Gregor map of 1652 Berlin. (figure 7) He says: “Its most visible expression is the imposition of enlightened order on the land: land ordered to enhance the power of the court, ordered to decorate courtly ritual and ceremonial performance. Here nature is a component of deliberately constructed reality. Here is the first evidence of consciously formed city landscape”. He describes how outside the walls land was made productive as needed, beyond which lay a disordered and dangerous underworld of wilderness that was to be feared.
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 figure 7|1652 

Johan Gregor map Berlin, source: Corner, 1999
The same could be said for the imposition of the Fort built by the Dutch (also in 1652) at the Cape that occurred concurrently with the laying out of the first ‘landscaped’ vegetable gardens. 
The power of the VOC was represented through the claimed land, as material evidence of their power. The rectilinear layout of the gardens at the Cape bears an uncanny resemblance to the landscaped gardens within the medieval city walls, such as seen in Gregor’s map; straight lines, grid-like; and land ordered to enhance the power of the feudal state. As represented by Gregor’s map, in the Cape, land was only made productive as it was needed, and material boundaries defined the distinction between wilderness and landscape. 
representational spaces: The church, slave lodge and Castle symbolise power through religion, domination and defence. The Grand Parade’s lived spaces were representational of power, being representational of the connection between the settlement and the trade routes. Firstly, through the Fort and the spatial practices involved in the assertion of VOC power and later through its character as an open piece of landscaped land between rivers.(figures 4 and 8)
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SHIFT 2: DUTCH COLONIAL / BRITISH COLONIAL: 
1806  figures 9-12
spatial practice: British colonial practice was characterised by the practice of segregation according to race that has had particular spatial implications.
 The practice of privatising land that was started by the Dutch was continued by the British as a demonstration of power through the definition of boundaries It is argued that the building emblematic of the second shift is the Commercial Exchange Building, built in 1822. Representing commerce, this building symbolised the arrival of merchant trade at the Cape without the restrictions of the Dutch VOC, and it was to become a site of ‘exclusive’ political representation through the formation of the public sphere. 
representations of space: Maps played the role of legitimising property as investment. City blocks are now represented as different individual entities, rather than as a single zone. This demonstrates the development of the city through the privatisation of land zoned for different practices that are tied to the production of space. These systems of valuing land, dividing, privatising and commoditisation represent the hegemony of power through mapping. 
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The Eleman map (figure10) of 1819 is probably the first extensive recording through mapping of the individual ‘quantified’ plots that were privately owned. The map, besides showing the privately owned plots, is also interesting in that it shows the definite limits and boundaries of Cape Town. Almost representing a dismembered limb, it represents a fortified environment with boundaries consisting of built forts, sea and mountains. 
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figure 10|1819

Kaart van der Kaapstad, drawn by Eleman, P.G.
representational spaces: The settlement’s lived realities were perceived through central and liminal activities. The case study area is representational of knowledge based institutions through which power operated: namely libraries, churches and schools. District Six was the lived space of capitalist production, and workers housing. The ‘prime site’ represents a palimpsest of power, comprising the Fort, (Shift One) the Commercial Exchange, the Standard Bank and the General Post Office.  The barracks, drill hall, and Caledon square, located on the Parade re-enforced the notion of defence symbolised by the Castle and the ‘French lines.’ The railway station is representational of British colonial expansion.(figure 11, 12)
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SHIFT 3: BRITISH COLONIAL /NEO-COLONIAL: 

1910 (figures 13 -14)
spatial practice:. 
With the third shift, the spatial practices that developed through the influences of modernisation resulted in the reclamation of land from the sea, on Cape Town’s beach-front and the development of the Foreshore. The civic centre building on the Foreshore is emblematic of apartheid power conceived as part of the ‘gateway to Africa’ plan. 

This socially produced system of demarcation according to race describes what Lefebvre (1991, p. 37) calls social spatialisation as an ongoing practice or an achievement. The alienation of the city from the sea is represented in the 1935 diagram where the old Pier is shown floating in the ‘reclaimed’ land area.(figure 13)
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representations of space: The practice of segregation is immediately evident in the 1974/75 map where lines are unashamedly and rather crudely drawn onto the plan. (figure 14) It serves as a blatant reminder of the social and spatial practice of apartheid. The Garden no longer dominates the diagram. What dominates in these maps are the statistics that fuel capitalism. 
representational spaces: By the time the 1975 map (figure 14) was drawn, the town had become what Lefebvre (1991, p.33) describes as a series of ‘ghettoes’ that are hierarchical and represent the different sectors of society. The lived realities in space change through time and all represent capitalist accumulation through modified social and spatial practice.
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figure 14|  page from thesis showing case study area. 
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS








This paper scopes the representation of power through the spatial practice of mapping. The hypothesis proposed that space is a function of social practices through which power operates and is located within the post-structuralist theoretical discourses of Foucault and Lefebvre. The argument sets up a construct that tests the hypothesis through an interpretation of power shifts where the built environment becomes a text. The assumption tested is that landscapes of social identity and exclusion are informed by spatial production and representation that are a result of social practices related to power. Three power shifts and their modifications have been identified in central Cape Town and Lefebvre’s theory on representation has been applied to the case study site of central Cape Town.
In central Cape Town, the economic and social hierarchy was evident through the development of the city. As a result of the first shift, the central garden area, that later also incorporated the Heerengracht,
 Plein Street and the Governor’s house, was always representative of the power base associated with wealth in terms of privately owned property. The subordinated sector included the areas towards the ‘Malay Quarter’, now known as the Bokaap, and was associated with freed slaves’ housing. District Six, which developed during the second shift, also represented racially-mixed workers’ housing, while the white middle-class lived in areas further up the mountain overlooking the city. In the neo-colonial period, the townships and informal housing settlements on the fringes and peripheral areas completed the landscape of ‘ghettos’ that Lefebvre described.

The public spaces of the city become sites where the social relations of production are represented and thus become representational sites. Representations of space are called the discourse of space: derived from historical sediments within the everyday ‘discourses of space’ where space is part of the social relations of production. Shields (1999, p. 168) reasons “because the reproduction of the social formation must obviously be achieved in and through space with time as a medium”.

The Parade is an example of a public space where practices changed through time and inscribed the palimpsest of space that is perceived. It was initially the site of the first Fort and houses during the first shift period. When the British took power, it was a military ground. It has been the site of many a casual meeting, mass action gathering, celebration speeches, a gallows, a site of informal trade, merchant trade, and fundamentally the site of the first act of claiming territory through the material that occurred with the building of the earthen Fort in 1652. The space thus becomes layered through its lived realities, for example the practice of selling flowers (Trafalgar Place) and fruit on the military parade ground, and parking cars where soldiers once marched. 
This describes how lived practices become an overlay of historical material, including symbols of oppression, such as the slave pole and gallows. The lived includes Nelson Mandela’s speech, when he was released from prison, delivered from the balcony of the City Hall. The contradictions set up between the location of City Hall, a symbol of British Imperialism and Mandela’s liberation speech in 1991 are what Lefebvre calls the overlay of a lived reality over physical space; thus comprising representational space. “Yet this space is always, now and formerly, a present space, given as an immediate whole, complete with its associations and connections in their actuality; thus, production process and product present themselves as two inseparable aspects, not as two separable ideas” (Lefebvre.1991, p. 37).
In comparing the representation of landscapes of exclusion and social identity in central Cape Town through time, interpretation reveals both similarities and differences through the successive power shifts.  In the first power shift the practice of defence resulted in the initial fortified environment, spatially constructed according to a colonial survival paradigm. The second and third shifts enabled the continued practice of defending the central city through material form, physically manifested through the built environment where forts, defence lines and buffer zones are emblematic of this practice. This evidence of continued spatial practice is similarly replicated in the extended landscape: Colonial power needs to be defended to remain intact. 

The differences lie in the articulations of these spatial practices as they affect the built environment. These differences result in the transformation of space according to the characteristics of the power it defends, from the first colonial occupation to the final hegemony of the modernist capitalist condition. The discontinuities that exist have informed change that occurs due to ideological, economic or political conditions that are influenced by both global paradigms as wells as local conditions. 

What has become evident is that the first power shift was the most pronounced and could be constituted as a ‘rupture’ where the built environment took a form of permanence for the first time. The second and third shifts were marked by particular events that put in motion periods of political transition that bridged the shifts in power. It appears that the physical manifestations of the second and third power shifts were not immediately evident but took time for built transformation to take effect. This was due to the fact that change in the built environment requires a particular combination of accretive practices that define moments and represent ‘social formations’. Consequently the modifications in power are often more immediately apparent spatially as they generally reflected legislative application that built on pre-existing conditions. 

CONCLUSION

It has become apparent that changes in power generally, result in continuities and dis-continuities; however the discontinuities or changes are directly related to the power shifts. The three major shifts in power discussed in this paper produced changing landscapes due to changes in spatial practice. The agency of mapping proves to be a useful tool for the representation of these changes, and particularly in the representation of exclusive landscapes in this case. 

The project of colonialism, comprising the first two shifts at the Cape, introduced systems of representation to justify and confirm a reality of ‘territorial-isation’ over space. This was continued by the neo-colonial power after 1910. Conceived space is represented through maps which serve as evidence of ownership; a new paradigm introduced to the Cape in 1652. Mapping through the Colonial project was a means of justifying the Colonial presence, through a specific mode of representation; thus constituting representations of space in terms of the paradigmatic shift that occurred with colonialism. These representations are abstract but play a fundamental part in social and political practice The logic and forms of knowledge; for example the cartographic information system and conceptual depictions of space are linked to production relations and an order imposed by this.

Where the Dutch initially represented landscapes of agriculture, they were later concerned with showing the Dutch VOC building types. The British maps, in contrast, were far more detailed, and depicted the complexity of the city that developed through commerce. The maps of central Cape Town functioned not only as ownership diagrams but showed spatial practice for the purposes of valuing, moving and organising capital. Through the act of mapping, power realised a reality that constitutes these representations of space.
The maps of Africa are still representative of the colonial hegemony supposedly a thing of the past; and the maps in Cape Town are still dominated by the lines of territoriality set up through colonialism. The project of power embarked upon by the Dutch VOC still remains embedded in the current landscape of Cape Town as a ‘representation of space’. The question one asks is: “If the map hasn’t changed, has power changed?” 
Mapping contemporary cultures becomes increasingly problematic in a world of information technology with an invisible flow
 and mapping has the potential to play a role in challenging power. In a world of more permeable boundaries, and new technologies, it is mapping that has the potential to take on new meanings so that rather than being used as an instrument of power and of appropriation, it could also be a tool of enablement. In the global sense the experience and meanings of space have been re-worked and boundaries are more permeable than before. 
The cartographic dimension is representative of subtleties that inform physical changes in the built environment; together forming a palimpsest through which landscapes of power and space can be interpreted.  This inquiry has shown that mapping plays a role of legitimising and enabling, making ‘representation’ a fundamental tool of power. The methodology of using maps as an indicator of spatial practice has proved successful in the context of architectural spatial discourse.

In this context, colonial identity has been built on these mapped foundations that constructed worlds of ‘coloniser’ and ‘colonised’
. Post-colonial identity however, challenges this dual construct and proposes that the representation of hybridity should rather be recognised in Cape Town’s current built environment through a mapping of ‘integration and difference’. How this will manifest spatially in Cape Town’s post-colonial, post-apartheid condition, and whether it will remain an accurate monitor of power, is still to be established. However, the paradigm that relates spatial practice to power still provides a theoretical position for interpretation and for evaluating whether our current condition is one of ‘power shift’ or ‘modification’.  
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figure  4|1693


Map of Strandt, Tafelbaai 


This map shows private property, the church, and the Caste. The relationship of the old Fort in the context of the new Castle is shown on the map. The development of houses around the church and near the beach is represented. The map indicates the way buildings fit into in the wilderness, that is, between rivers, representing a connection with landscaped land through the necessity for drinking water both for the settlement an to supply passing ships and for irrigation.





figure 9| 1827 


Thompsons map


The graphic representation of street blocks in a solid rendering indicates the concern with mapping permanent town-like settlement in the landscape. The interpretation finds built form contrasted in representation to the detailed landscaped gardens around the periphery. The names of spaces are no longer Dutch, But English and most names remain the same today.








figure 11|1862


William Barclay Snow: part plan of central Cape Town.	


The level of detail in land surveying by this time period indicates the concern with bureaucratic systems. Every street block is shown, with individual plots within them indicated for the first time. The practice of mapping institutional buildings is shown. They are all shown, including St Georges Cathedral, the Commercial Exchange, the Railway station, the Military barracks, the Gaol and all the street names. The street network is more defined than earlier maps and District Six is developing into a residential workers housing area by this time.





figures 12| 1898 


Walter Thom survey map. 			Part portion 99, 110


This map shows how by this time the Commercial Exchange had been demolished and replaced by the new General Post Office, an the new Standard Bank. The Opera House is also shown behind the bank building. The harbour board is indicated and the railway lines have increase. The tram lines, town hall and volunteer drill hall complete the definition if boundary around the parade ground. the extension of the central pier, the fish market and the stature of van Riebeeck are indicated.





figure 13|1935


Insurance Plan for Cape Town, Cape Province Union of South Africa. Key plan drawn by Chase Goad Ltd. 	London.


Interesting that with Union and on the eve of Afrikaner nationalism, the connection to Britain was still so strong that the British based firm was employed to draw the insurance maps of the town. This is one of a series of location maps for the detailed practices that occurred in each and everyone of the buildings in the central town.  The numbers on the plan indicate the different city blocks detailed. The plan for he extension of the Foreshore and the new Duncan Dock are already indicated before planning ad been approved. This map shows clearly the changes to the sealine that occurred rapidly during this time period.





figure 13|1947


Foreshore Joint technical committee map





This is one of the maps showing the proposed development of the Foreshore; however it was not built exactly according to this plan. What is significant is that the main ideas, including the monumental approach form the new highway cutting through District Six into town was built, as well as the highway that separates the city from the sea. Modernist in its articulation, this plan represents the planning paradigm of its time.





figure|8 1770


PLAN der Situasie de Caap de GOEDE HOOP


 This map indicates the social formation of a defensive settlement in that it represents the contradiction of vulnerability and power in the context of the Dutch colonial settlement. Place names include the anchoring ground referred to as ‘Ankergrond’ indicating the importance of the Bay for shipping. Table Bay is referred to as ‘Roggebaai’ and the Forts are drawn along the old sea line, including Fort Knokke. The Salt River mouth is shown in detail as a maze of rivers that provided a form of natural boundary for the initial settlement .











� The case study area of central Cape Town comprises the original port settlement  that developed into what is now a city located at the foot of Table Mountain in South Africa.


� The VOC is an abbreviation for the ‘Vereenigde Oosterlike Compagnie’, a capitalist trading company based in Holland that monopolized trade between the East and Europe in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. 


� Cosgrove (1998) argues that landscape represents a way of seeing and is a comment on social relations and he uses this construct to illustrate indicators of change.


� Corner (1999) discusses the relationahip between landscape and culture.


� Lefebvre’s theory on the representations of space is centred on the idea that social space is a social product and a tool for domination in the context of the capitalist modal system. Lefebvre calls this ‘capitalist’ space a socially produced system. Lefebvre is concerned with the process of the production of space and its configuration.


� According to Ashcroft, et al (1995, p. 2) ”The term ‘post-colonial’ is resonant with all the ambiguity and complexity of the many different cultural experiences it implicates, and…, it addresses all aspects of the colonial process from the beginning of colonial contact.”


� Cape Town’s built environment developed according to a specific ideology that reflected the power structure and identity of a colonial hegemonic order. In his book, ‘Colonial Cities’, Ross (1984, p. 3) asks: “What can we understand about a society by examining its physical and spatial environment?” This is a question that can also be applied conversely, and he proposes that in order to understand this question, we need to understand the functions of the city, including the distribution of power, social values, spatial practice, and the economic history in relation to the social relations of its production. 


� This paper deals with the geographical construct of central Cape Town, comprising the original Dutch settlement; however, the broader environment around Cape Town may be referred to in certain instances in order to illustrate a point central to the argument. The Khoi-san called the area where Cape Town is now situated ‘Camissa’ to describe the fresh ‘sweet water’ from the mountain streams that flow down Table Mountain into Table Bay. Later the Dutch named their settlement ‘Fort de Goede Hoop’ or ‘Kaapse Vlek’, and the British renamed the developing town ‘Cape Town,’ being the ‘centre’ of the Cape Colony. 


� Landscape is defined as a product of cultural practice that describes the social relationship between cultural production and material practice. Through understanding the construct of landscape we can unpack the relationship between the built environment, a result of material practice, and the social dimension, that is intrinsic to cultural production. Cosgrove (ibid) argues that landscape represents a way of seeing and is a comment on social relations and he uses this construct to illustrate indicators of change.


� This term is used in relation to phenomenological social practices and belief systems where social values represent people. In this context I am referring to the identity of slaves, settlers, colonists and indigenous people. In South African history the discussion of ethnicity� and identity has historically largely become one based on racial identity, where the merging of social and spatial identity becomes relevant. The discussion of the relationship between people and space is located in the context of Homi Bhabha’s post colonial discourse on difference and diversity.The discourse on the imperialist processes that constructed definitions of ‘self’ and other’ as a condition of hierarchy and power, also informs this definition.


� Before colonization, the Cape was inhabited by nomadic Khoi-an dwellers that lived in the area around Table Mountain (Hoerikwaggo), including the site of the existing city centre, which is the case study area.


� Spatial practice is the dialectical relationship between people, incorporating their customs and actions, and the built environment. Spatial practice refers to the application or methods used in social practice in relation to the production of space and the built environment. Spatial practice and social practice that define identity interconnect in the realm of the built environment.


� The practice of mapping involves the acts of visualising, conceptualizing, representing and creating spaces graphically. Cosgrove (1999, p. 2) describes mapping as a “graphic register of correspondence between two spaces, whose explicit outcome is a space of representation where mapping is not confined to the archival but can also be remembered, the imagined or the contemplative.” In addition to the material evidence that remains in the form of buildings and artefacts, cartography is an accessible tool that can be used to reconstruct how the representation of landscape in Cape Town developed as a colonial and post-colonial city. Colonial practice used the method of mapping as the primary tool to claim ownership and divide up uncharted territory, where maps represented the European gaze of the colonizer.


�Lefebvre’s theory on the representations of space: the idea that each social formation represents specific social practices through the spatial dimension.


� Shields (1999, p. 178) cites Lefebvre: “Social space is a series of ghettos: those of the elite, of the bourgeoisie, of the intellectuals, of the immigrant workers, etc. These ghettos are not juxtaposed, they are hierarchical, spatially representing the economic and social hierarchy, dominant and subordinated sectors.”


� SHIFT 1: PRE-COLONIAL/ DUTCH COLONIAL: 		1652 


SHIFT 2: DUTCH COLONIAL / BRITISH COLONIAL: 		1806


SHIFT 3: BRITISH COLONIAL /NEO-COLONIAL: 		1910


The power shifts are related to the political, economic and social forces that comprise power and domination. These forces influence a re-alignment of power that results in different spatial practices. It is difficult to define a precise moment when change occurs as there is usually a transition period during which events build up that influence shift in power; however, for the purposes of the argument I have defined these moments. In this context I am referring to a shift as a significant transformation or re-alignment of political, economic and social forces. A modification refers to a partial change that occurs within each shift where spatial practices remain ideologically aligned even when power changes. Change in the Cape occurred progressively, encompassing ‘continuities’ and ‘discontinuities’ that were informed by the social, economic and political influences that comprise shifts in power. 


� These are defined by different social, political and economic conditions contextualise each shift and its modifications.


� Most of colonial history pre-1994 is written from the perspective of the colonizer, including representation through mapping, which reveals the relationship between the coloniser and the colonised in the post-colonial context.


� Personal communication.


� “embraces production and reproduction, and the particular locations and spatial sets characteristic of each social formation. Spatial practice ensures continuity and some degree of cohesion. In terms of social space, and of each member of a given society’s relationship to that space, this cohesion implies a guaranteed level of competence and a specific level of performance” (Lefebvre, 1991, p. 33).


� “are tied to the relations of production and to the ‘order’ which those relations impose, and hence to knowledge, to signs, to codes, and to ‘frontal’ relations” (Lefebvre, The Production of Space, p. 33).





� “embodying complex symbolisms, sometimes coded, sometimes not, linked to the clandestine or underground side of social life, as also to art (which may come eventually to be defined less as a code of space than as a code of representational spaces)”(Lefebvre, 1991, p. 33).





� The first power shift that introduced the practice of colonialism ultimately created a state of ‘rupture’, in that the social practices of communalism that occurred before the colonial hegemony were very different from the practice of capitalism introduced through colonial power.


� By this term I am referring to the lack of built environment; this is not a reference to culture. Even though there were nomadic settlements, there was no development as a permanent city.


� This is a generic term used to describe the different indigenous tribes living in the Cape when the Dutch arrived in the seventeenth century. There were two main groups of people, the Khoi who were pastoral and moved in seasonal patterns to graze their livestock and the San, who were hunter-gatherers. Within the Khoi were different tribes of people, including the Gorachoqua and the Goringhaiqua who, according to Worden et al (2004, p. 16), “used the shores of Table Bay as part of their transhumance pattern.” The San did not own live-stock, rather hunting wild animals for food and occupying the interior regions of the country. It is likely that before the Dutch arrived there had been some amalgamation of the Khoi and the San people who influenced each others’ social practices; hence the name Khoi-san.


� The colonial practices can best be understood in the context of the politics of Machaivelli where Foucault (2000) describes the link that binds Machaivelli to territory as a “purely synthetic one, in that there is no fundamental, essential, natural, and juridical connection between the prince and his principality. As a corollary of this, given that the link is external, it will be fragile and continually under threat - from outside by the prince’s enemies who seek to conquer or re-capture his principality, and from within by subjects which have no a-priori reason to accept his rule”.





� Represented by Apartheid that was associated with Modernist ideals in spatial planning.


� Foucault (2002)uses a theory where the dialectic of ‘continuity’ and ‘discontinuity’ describes the power shifts. He maintains that historical breaks always included some ‘overlapping, interactions and echoes’ between the old and the new.  


� “Setting people apart was constitutive of the racial order” (Robinson 1995, p.1)


� The landscape of the city is layered with different meanings that create ambivalence in interpretation that is presented as a hybrid space. The hybrid space is one where cultural meanings and identity always contain traces of other meanings and identities. Through these layers a dialectical relationship between different identities and spaces emerges as an interpretation of space. In this definition the built environment is not fixed but is continuously transforming.


� Babha (1995, p. 207) re-thinks the perspective on the identity of culture, saying that culture is never unitary, nor simply dualistic in relation to the self and other. He argues that in the colonial context notions of ‘culture’ became an object of imperial knowledge and that now in the current condition critical theory rests on the notion of cultural difference rather than cultural diversity. According to Bhabha (ibid, p. 206) diversity describes cultures unsullied by the inter-textuality of historic locations, and attempts to describe a mythic memory of a unique collective identity. In contrast, he claims, cultural identity emerges in a contradictory and ambivalent space influenced by mimicry and mutual construction. The binary of the ‘self’ and ‘other’ adopted by colonial power is rejected here in favour of the notion that hybridity challenges colonial power. Bhabha argues (1995, p. 209) that the dominance of the colonizer is ’dis-locatory’, paradoxically confirming the very thing it displaces. 


� Foucault (2002, p. xxiv) describes the ‘archaeological’ enquiry that he undertook in his book ‘The Order of Things’, through which he laid the foundations for an understanding of modal changes. “Now this archaeological inquiry has two great discontinuities in the episteme of Western culture: the first inaugurates the Classical age (roughly half-way through the seventeenth century) and the second, at the beginning of the nineteenth century, marks the beginning of the modern age.”  The identification of these time periods coincides with the first and second power shifts located in this argument. The first is in 1652, when the Dutch colonists arrived at the Cape and the second is when the British occupied the Cape. It is justifiable therefore that the Western culture that Foucault refers to here, was influential at the Cape.


� For example, in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the Dutch operated as a capitalist trading company at the Cape, under a broader umbrella of the Dutch feudal system. In the nineteenth century, under the British, the Cape experienced a different set of practices where slavery was abolished and the influences of the thinking associated with the Enlightenment affected social practice in Cape Town. A Modernist paradigm in the twentieth century dominated Cape Town’s landscape and resulted in the spatial arrangements associated with the neo-colonial government. 


� Some of the some shifts in power were discrete in that social practice was carried over from one power regime to another, where a form of continuity becomes evident. Modifications refer to partial changes in the way power is distributed within each shift where spatial practice represents continuity rather than difference.


� In Balfour’s essay cited by Corner (1999) entitled: Octagon: The Persistence of the Ideal.


� The working class moved to residential areas on the edge of the central town, known as District One and District Six and the middle classes moved out of town to the suburbs to the south of Cape Town. The first forced removals happened in 1901 when 6000 Africans were evicted from central Cape Town to Ndabeni; marking the practice of spatial segregation and exclusion of people from the city centre based on racial distinctions.


�Later known as Adderley Street.


� This theme is discussed by Appadurai (1996) in ‘The production of locality.’


� Jacobs (1996, p. 2; p. 5) discusses a ‘politics of identity’ that is built around structures of power internal to the city and around a broader history of colonial influences that operates through cultural processes activated through space. She describes how the imperialist process involved in the construct of ‘self’ and ‘other’ was fundamental in the production of a hierarchy in power and domination practised by the colonial powers. 
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