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This chapter will serve to elaborate on the project context and site.  
Firstly, a broader contextual locality will be provided, highlighting 
the position of Salvokop, the area of study, within a greater 
context.  Thereafter, the area of Salvokop will be explained and 

will be introduced.

and analysed.  The study will consider both, the entire POPUP site, 
and the 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building.

being highlighted.
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centre of Pretoria.

                        Gauteng

The region of Salvokop is located south of Pretoria’s central 

consists of low density housing in historical railway houses as well 

located south of the residential neighbourhood and overlooks the 
city of Pretoria.  The sub-urban context of Salvokop also contains 

bridge alongside Pretoria Station and vehicular entrance through 

Salvokop, with the nearest stop occurring at the station.

                                      Pretoria

       Salvokop

llus 2.1
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Illus 2.2

 
 
 



2 CONTEXT AND SITE

17

provide a distinct character to the neighbourhood.  Their scale, 
relationship with the street edge and interior to exterior transition 

can be strongly characterised by the substantial landscape buffer 
between the city and Salvokop, along the edge of the railway line.  

of the new Gautrain station along the railway line, access routes 

structures include two typologies of railway housing, the 1909 Chief 

along and several obsolete railway lines. 

in landscape rehabilitation and the creation of green urban spaces.

Illus 2.3

Illus 2.6 
(Google Earth, 2011) edited by  

Illus 2.4 Breathing Space
(Google Earth, 2011) edited by 

Illus 2.5
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the building’s individual historical context.  The loss of a typological 
relationship to the railway line has also led to a physical loss of 

and could provide design direction, especially with regards to 

 
 
 



2 CONTEXT AND SITE

19

Illus 2.7
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20 Table 2.1 Time Line, Salvokop
(Bakker, 2002) formatted by (Author, 2011)
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The group framework, “Preserve Connect” aims to react to the 
existing positive characteristics of Salvokop as well as to establish 
a connection between Salvokop and the city.  

The framework map, Illus 2.8, indicates “connect” through 
increased access points between Salvokop and the city, mixed 
use development, commercial development, and a new high 
street.  “Preserve” involves optimising the character of the current 
residential, ecological and historical zones and the breathing space. 

See Appendix A  for further framework analysis.

Illus 2.8 Salvokop Framework
(Google Earth, 2011) edited by (Salvokop Group, 2011)
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The following site analysis (Illus 2.9, Illus 2.12) is limited to the 

allocation of programme on POPUP’s site and analyses the site 
through the following categories:  Urban to Interior (Illus 2.10), 
Sense of Place (Illus 2.11), Internal Spatial Quality (Illus 2.13), 
Space and Use (Illus 2.14), and Alterations and Additions (Illus 

strengths, weaknesses opportunities and threats and extends itself 
to the interior of the 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building.

Illus 2.9 Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats Mapping (Author, 2011)

 
 
 



Presence
The 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building is crowded by carport 
structures, the brick medical clinic and the brick services and soup 
kitchen buildings alongside. 

Entrance
There is a poor sense of entrance to any of the buildings since they 
exhibit poor relationships to each other.  The entrance to the 1909 
CEO / 2011 POPUP building is overcrowded by the services and 
soup kitchen building, a wasted opportunity given the hierarchal 
elements celebrating the entrance, symmetry and axis.
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2.5.1 Urban to Interior (Illus 2.10)

Accessibility
POPUP’s site is accessed from the South through an informal dirt 
road.  Its site is located along the railway edge and is isolated from 
the nearest street (Skietpoort Ave) by the unprogrammed landscape 
described as the “breathing space” in chapter 2.  Its accessibility is 
visually and physically poor.  POPUP’s site is completely fenced, 
further removing it from its context.

Way Finding

presence is indicated through signage, only in English.  There is 
no indication of programme allocation on the site apart from a sign 
indicating the crèche.

Environment
POPUP’s site is disconnected and buildings are scattered and 
isolated.  Structures range from permanent and load bearing 
(brick and concrete) to lightweight and temporary (portal frames 
and prefabricated classrooms).  The railway environment is not 
acknowledged.

Illus 2.10 Urban to Interior (Author, 2011)

Illus 2.11 Sense of Place (Author, 2011)

Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats
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Illus 2.12 Aerial photo of POPUP’s site and programming 
(Google, 2011) edited by (Author, 2011)

Views and Vistas
POPUP’s site displays potential for the  incorporation of views and 
vistas.  From the 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building, immediate 
views to the railway line, as well as distant views to Salvokop’s 
neighbourhood are available but under utilised.  Interior vistas 
include the staircase, which is open and visible from the lobby 
of each level in the building.  The staircase is a beautiful building 

Heritage Response
The building, although having been restored partially in 2002 
(Bakker, 2002) is still incomplete in a sense.  The historical bridge 
leading from the building across the railway line had been removed. 
Its void has been uneventfully enclosed by a sheet of shutter board, 
posing aesthetic and safety threat to the building. 

Social Response
POPUP is a charitable organisation that is concerned with social 
upliftment through health care, skills training, food and clothing 
donation and child care.  Although its ideals are admirable, its site 

barricaded and there is no sense of entrance.

Railway Response
POPUP’s site does not address the railway edge.  It is removed 
from its context and chooses to fence itself in as opposed to 
integrating with its historical connection to the railway line.  The 
Gautrain Station development on the opposite side of the railway 
line provides the opportunity to revive this connection and interest 
to the building and POPUP’s site.  Although the site is located along 
the railway edge, frequency of trains through the day are minimal 
and the noise from these momentary, providing little disturbance.

2.5.2 Sense of Place (Illus 2.11)
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2.5.3 Internal Spatial Quality (Illus 2.13)

Light and Volume
The 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building exhibits excellent 
consideration for natural light and volume.  Its high and frequent 
windows allow the passage of natural light into the building.  The 

an addition to the building in the 1950’s represents a weakness in 

it a threatening environment.

Materials

Thermal Response
The building is naturally ventilated through windows.  Passages 

and could require assisted ventilation.  The building is thermally 
comfortable.

2.5.4 Space and Use (Illus 2.14)

Flexibility

it is not prescribed or particular.  The double volume creates 
opportunity for the development of new mezzanine spaces.  The 

removal of fabric and expansion.

Hierarchy
The building facade displays strong hierarchal sense of entrance 

through signage and is otherwise implied by seating furniture in the 

Signage
Signage style varies from temporary to permanent and does not 
have a sense of continuity in the building.  Its locality is inconsistent 

tactile.

Illus 2.13

Illus 2.14 

Strengths Weaknesses
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Ergonomics

The restriction of affordability has controlled many decisions in 
terms of furniture and alterations in the building.  The 1909 CEO / 
2011 POPUP building displays sensitivity to user comfort through 
its large windows providing views across the railway line.  The 

poses a safety risk.

Inclusive Design
The building is exclusive in terms of access.  The fenced in plot 

limited to the staircase which is problematic for wheelchair users.  

Access to Facilities
The building facilities are adequate and well-maintained.  Water 

could be threatening and uncomfortable to the users.  Pay phones 
are also available within the building.  This is a valuable resource 
since users are low income and probably do not own personal 
cellular phones.

2.5.5 Alterations and Additions (Illus 2.15)

Restoration
The building has been restored in several areas.  Extensive 
restoration of timber door and window frames have occurred.  
Some doors have also been restored.  Several portions of the 
concrete door and window ornament have been restored.

Preservation
The building has been preserved in several aspects:  the terracotta 

Removal
A bridge from the building across the railway line to Scheiding 
Street had been removed.  The void has been covered with a 
shutter board sheet.

Addition

gables were used as a means to inform the continuity of the 
facade.  A gabled roof on timber trusses now caps the building.  
The enclosure of the portico on the west of the building occurred  
concurrently.

Illus 2.15

Opportunities Threats
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108) has been considered as the design method for treating the 
altered building.  The process of stripping back involves three 

early image has given rise to the recognition of its major design 

principles in diagrams.  The historical character pertaining 
to these principles are predominantly evident on the building 
facade.

character and balustrades of arts and crafts style.  The 

are notable.

Site character is depicted overleaf in Illus 2.18 (page 30).

Illus 2.16
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Illus 2.17
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Illus 2.18

 
 
 



2 CONTEXT AND SITE

31

The contextual analysis has served to highlight the distinctive 
characteristics of the neighbourhood of Salvokop.  These 

worthy of preservation and deserving of emphasis.  The framework 
strives to achieve this by using the existing as a means to react.

The historical mapping and time line of Salvokop highlight its 

with the railway development.  The survival of some of these 
historical structures and settlement have become a strong 
contributor of the neighbourhood character and are to be protected 
and emphasised by the framework proposal.  The extensive 
demolished fabric of the maintenance yard is  to be expressed in 
memory through abstract elements.

The contextual study provides crucial relevance to the individual 

and characteristically.  The results lend strongly to the conceptual 

The framework study is relevant to the individual study in its ideals 

An extensive analysis of the 1909 CEO / 2011 POPUP building has 

threats of the building and the arrival to the building has revealed 
openings for design potential to rectify or optimise the existing.  
A sense of connection between the building and its physical and 
historical contexts is unaddressed and should be considered in the 
design process.

The building’s ideal (distinctive historical characteristics) has been 

the 1909 CEO and its intention can be revived through the process 

and time.

The documentation of rotted fabric and its intended removal will be 

enabling works will be further explained in the design chapter.
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