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Abstract

This research report examines how different acts of spatial practice and place-making inform an
understanding of public space within Johannesburg. The history of spatial inequality that has defined
the city has meant a legacy of exclusionary practices within contested sites, presenting issues to
their management and accessibility. The recent attempt to develop and maintain the trail network
within the Braamfontein Spruit by the private-public partnership Jozi Trails highlights this. While the
organisation brings in crucial funding to maintain the site for public use, this promotes an
understanding of the site as being for predominantly middle-class users. Thus, the trails contrast
with broader informal networks of ‘desire lines’ that operate within the site. The intention is to
unpack how public space is conceived and to argue for the necessity of thinking of urban public

space as being part of a commons that is open to all residents.

Keywords: Public space; Johannesburg; commons.
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Chapter 1 - Introduction
The spatial dynamics of the city of Johannesburg, South Africa, are marked by the legacy of

segregation and urban planning policies informed by a policy of apartheid. Even as the
country shifted towards the development of more democratic institutions, the ways in
which people engage with public open spaces within the city are still shaped by restrictive
processes through privatisation and securitisation. There exists a contrast between the
formal designation of what constitutes official public space, and the ways in which people
develop their own spatial practices, a range of personal associations, interactions, and
appropriations. These social processes often exist in tension with the official management
of public space, a tension that derives from the formal vision for open space that is often

used in informal ways that challenge more ‘organised’ visions for the site.

This report is an examination of how public space is conceived, and how recent attempts to
develop and formalise sites within Johannesburg shape the ways in which people use and
understand them. The Braamfontein Spruit has been the focus of investment from the city
municipality to be developed into a major linear park, managed by Jozi Trails, a private-
public partnership that aims to develop the trail networks of the site and bring in new
visitors. How these efforts to formalise the paths highlight a clear interest in developing the
space for those who use it, yet the reality of public space is that there exists a much more
complex range of interactions and uses, reflecting the unplanned nature of desire of those
who use and move through urban spaces. The interest here is in unpacking how the idea of
open public space within a city like Johannesburg is understood, and the conflicts, pressures
and anxieties that complicate the understanding of what accessibility means for its

residents.

Background

The Braamfontein Spruit is one of the longest streams in Johannesburg and is a tributary of
the Jukskei River. It runs from the city centre through what is known as the northern
suburbs, an area that is often portrayed as being a wealthier enclave shaped by low-density
residential suburban homes (Mabin, 2014). The Spruit is popular amongst many residents as
a recreational site for activities such as dog-walking and mountain biking but also serves as
an important meeting place for church groups and pedestrians walking through the

surrounding neighbourhoods. It is also where rough-sleepers and other urban homeless



reside, often people who are engaged in informal work in the area (Charlton, 2019). The site
is an important part of the city’s green spaces, the river forming a corridor that connects
different parks with residential areas and which has been assigned as a ‘Critical Biodiversity
Area’ for conservation purposes (Next Step Consulting, 2016). These more natural spaces
contrast with the presence of crucial urban infrastructure, notably being a servitude for

Eskom electricity pylons (Next Step Consulting, 2016).

Within this context, the site has been the focus of recent attempts by the city municipality
to invest in the site and develop it into a public space for residents of Johannesburg. This
has been led by the group Jozi Trails, which has focused on developing management
systems for the site, in particular building on and maintaining the existing trail systems (Jozi
Trails, 2021a). Crucially, this is a private-public partnership between Jozi Trails and
Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo (ibid.). The aim is to develop the Braamfontein Spruit into
a site that is accessible for all residents, promoting the notion that it is Johannesburg’s ‘best-
kept secret’ (ibid.). The intention is to promote the Braamfontein Spruit as a public space
within the city and develop the identity of the site as a place for residents to visit and use.
This, however, can be seen as representing only certain interests. An underlying concern of
this report is examining how the formalisation of the site impacts how ideas of space and
place are conceived and developed, especially in spaces that can be understood as

contested or interstitial.

Problem Statement
Interstitial sites such as the Braamfontein Spruit are unique sites within cities, often pointing

to how informal use shapes an understanding of a site. A notable case of this is the paths
that form as ‘desire lines’ reflecting commuting patterns that indicate how people use and
move through certain spaces. This is especially important, given the ways in which
movement within the city can be controlled and monitored such as through the
development of gated communities. With private-public partnerships such as Jozi Trails,
there is an intention to formalise the paths and provide security and maintenance. This
serves to create the identity of the site, framing how the site is understood, and who it is
for. While formalisation can bring important features for users this can present issues to
what can be understood as the commoning potential of the site. The idea that public spaces

can exist as commons, open to all residents, underscores an ideal of thinking about the use



and accessibility of urban public places. The reality though is that the city municipality is
under pressure to fund the development of these sites, resulting in systems and practices
that might impact their use for those who might be seen as undesirable.

Aims

With regard to this topic, this report has two aims. The first is to develop a strong
theoretical lens for thinking about concepts related to how people engage and use public
space. This will be informed by academic literature around concepts related to spatial
practice and social commoning. With this framework, the second aim will be an examination
of the Braamfontein Spruit (also referred to as the Spruit), exploring the impact that
processes of formalisation have had on the site. This will focus on the area of the Spruit that
runs through the suburbs of Parkhurst, Craighall Park, Blairgowrie, and Delta Park. This area
was part of the first phase of development by Jozi Trails, and so highlights the complex ways
in which the formal management of the site interacts with its day-to-day use. Drawing on
comments from users and management, this will examine how people use and relate to the

space in their personal capacity.

Informing this study is an interest in the ways in which ideas of space are conceptualised.
Public space is something that is essential to cities both in terms of offering green spaces
and enabling opportunities for different people to engage with one another. Cities in South
Africa are marked by a long history of segregation that has impacted the shape of the built
environment. While there shift towards a more democratic state in the 1990s has created
an opening up in some ways, cities like Johannesburg are still marked by systems and
structures of demarcation and enclosure, often protecting wealth and privilege (Murray,
2008). The need to make space open for all thus serves a crucial role in creating a more just
and inclusive city. By employing the concept of public space as commons, what is being
interrogated is how the ways in which spaces are used and managed contribute to a shared

experience, informing the idea of a site as a place for the people of that city.
Research Questions

The research questions for this report are as follows:

Main Question

e With regards to the Braamfontein Spruit, in what ways does the formalisation of the
trails impact the spatial practices and perceptions of the site?



Sub-questions

o What does the presence of ‘desire lines’ say about the spatial practices of an
area?

o In what ways do the presence and use of paths reflect practices of ‘common-
making’?

o How do the processes of formalisation of open public spaces impact the
territorialisation and place-making of those spaces?

o What do the objectives of Jozi Trails say about perceptions of the site?

Ouitline of Report

The following is an overview of the following chapters. Chapter 2 is the literature review,
which examines the range of theories and writers that inform the conceptual framework of
this report. The is an overview of the concepts of space and place, and how social processes
of place-making such as spatial practices enable the creation of socially significant places.
Chapter 3 highlights the research methods, which detail the qualitative approaches used in
gathering and interrogating information relevant to the report. The key to this is to draw
attention to the three methods used: interviews, site observation, and an analysis of
documents and social media. This chapter highlights the ways this information was
gathered, as well as the limitations and issues encountered that affected the subsequent
fieldwork. Chapter 4 provides a contextual overview of the site, highlighting the geographic
and natural features of the site, and the historical context of the Braamfontein Spruit as a
public space in Johannesburg. This will also draw attention to the socio-economic context of
the area the Spruit is located, exploring the different types of communities that are involved
in the site and the types of organisations involved in managing it. Chapter 5 is a breakdown
of the fieldwork conducted, exploring the connections between the different sources, such
as social media posts, interviews with experts, and the observations conducted during
actual site visits. Chapter 6 will explore how the conceptual framework developed in the
literature review informs the information gathered from the fieldwork, using it to analyse
how theoretical concepts such as spatial practice and common-making are found within the
activities of the site. Chapter 7 is the conclusion, providing a summary of each chapter, and
further discussion on the limitations of the research conducted and potential points for

further investigation.



Chapter 2 - Literature Review

This chapter will explore how the concepts of space and place are understood, examining
how social processes of place-making inform these terms. This deals first with an
examination of how space and place are understood in relation to one another, and how
certain urban planning processes inform the creation of certain spaces within cities. This
follows with an exploration of the role of interstitial spaces within urban areas, and the role
that the unplanned or contested spaces have within cities. The interest here is in the role
social-spatial practices and place-making have in developing urban places. This will focus on
the distinction between formalising processes and the more informal practices such as the
creation of ‘desire lines’. This builds into an analysis of the role of territorialisation that
occurs within public spaces, and how the pluralistic nature of these sites informs the
development of spatial commons. This chapter will then examine how public space has been
developed within the context of Johannesburg, exploring the different policies that shape

how places are used and understood by the public.

Space, Place and the In-between
Space and place exist as common-sense terms that at some level indicate something similar.

Yet the distinction between the two highlights crucial processes of power, planning, and
relational connections. Broadly speaking this is the distinction between the physical
landscape of space and the associated meanings and relationships of a place. As Tuan (2011:
17) argues, there is a process of interconnection at play between the two terms, where
place is an abstract type of object that gives space a ‘geometric personality’. This points to a
crucial social element that informs how people relate to the environment they inhabit.
Massey (2005) raises similar arguments to this, identifying the place as ‘collections’ of
stories and relationships, whereas the concept of space is where these interconnections
exist. Crucially, Massey argues for an understanding of both space and place that develops
within a context of plural meanings and interactions (ibid.). This underscores two important
points. The first is that place as a concept, though tied to particular histories and local
identity, should be understood as being informed by complex and contested meanings (ibid.
1994). Second, the concept of space is likewise always ‘under construction' and is not
something static or inert, but part of a process informed by heterogeneous interactions and

meanings that coexist alongside one another (ibid. 2005).



That the conceptualisation of space is not inert points to the ways in which it is influenced
by certain projections that can either shape or unshape space. This is especially true in
urban contexts, as argued by Franck and Stevens (2006), who highlight the contrast
between ‘tight’ and ‘loose’ space. The distinction here is between spaces informed by
function or planned use, compared to the more open-ended appropriations that develop
from unintended uses. For Franck and Stevens (ibid.), while public spaces might feature
planned features that inform supposed ways these sites are used, this can often contrast
with how people might appropriate and use public spaces for their own ends. In the planned
environments of cities there exists what Bremner (2010a: 74) describes as the ‘tight fit
between the hardware of space and what goes on or imagined in it’. Looseness, on the
other hand, can develop through ‘non-productive forces’, often reflecting self-reflection and

social interaction (Franck & Stevens, 2006).

These processes of tightening and loosening relate to the conceptual framework that
informs Lefebvre’s (1991: 33) examination of the production of space, in particular, the
distinction between ‘representations of space’ and ‘representational space’. The first is
connected to ‘relations of production’ and the imposition of order that occurs (ibid.: 33).
Representational space, on the other hand, is informed by ‘complex symbolisms’ that reflect
the often ‘clandestine’ uses and occupations of spaces (ibid.: 33). Thus, there exists a
contrast between the planned spaces of a city and the more informal ways it is interacted
with. Similarly, de Certeau (1984: 92) argues that there exists a visionary process in the
planning of the city, where the ‘desire to see’ it manifests before the actual reality of life on
its streets, and the daily navigations of urban space often challenge this more rigid
perspective of the city. Tight and loose, representations of and representational, all point to
a development of space that is influenced by planned structures and the day-to-day use of

them. These are also processes that are in tension with one another.

Another crucial aspect to consider is the ways in which spaces develop outside of this
process of planning. The development of interstitial spaces within cities highlights the
complex ways in which the planned environment of cities conflicts with the reality of spaces,
creating sites that exist outside, or in-between, the formal vision of the city. The expansive
nature of urbanisation means that there exist sites that are often outside of formal

classification, operating at the ‘interstice of proximity’ between spaces that are recognised



and managed, linking up fragmentary spaces (Phelps & Silva, 2018: 1210). They argue for
framing these sites as ‘urban interstices’, reflecting the contrasting planned and unplanned
nature of sites that can be considered ‘underdeveloped’ (ibid.: 1209). The existing
interstices of transition and proximity point to different ways in which the scale of
urbanisation impacts the creation of relational space that connects different parts of the
urban landscape (ibid.). This can relate to the areas that Franck and Stevens (2006) call
‘leftover spaces’, seemingly public spaces that exist on the fringes of sites that are informed

by the ways people interact and move through them.

The broad-ranging ways in which urban space manifests draws attention to an inherent
multiplicity in how meaning and values are assigned and negotiated within them. The
concept of heterotopia provides a valuable way of exploring this. The idea of heterotopia is
articulated by Stavrides (2006: 177) as being ‘places where differences meet’. This builds on
arguments made by Foucault (1986), who frames heterotopia as being sites where multiple
spaces can exist in juxtaposition with one another. The complexities of thinking about space
here point to the conceptualisation of sites where difference and otherness can be
recognised (Stavrides, 2006). This further develops a framing of space that crucially needs
to be understood as open to multiple experiences and potential, though not necessarily
uncontested. Massey (2005) articulates an understanding of a place in a very localised,
closed way. This is not to say that the thinking locally is inherently either reactionary or
liberating, but that there needs to be a crucial balance in how this particularity might be
approached. The framing of space and related practices of place-making need to be

understood as open processes.

Thinking of certain spaces in this relational context points to the framing of certain sites that
exist within the contexts of boundaries and borders. These sites thus reflect both the logic
of demarcation that exists within cities, but also present opportunities for contact and
connection. As de Certeau (1984: 127) argues, this is the ‘paradox of the frontier’, where the
in-between nature of a site offers up the chance for overlapping social practices to come
together. Similarly, Stavrides argues that this liminality within border spaces creates the
opportunity for ‘a common world-in-making’ (Stavrides, 2015: 12). Thus, even within
contexts of a tightening of space, such as through processes of securitisation (such as the

development of gated communities), there exist the potential in these spaces to offer



opportunities for connection and shared experience. The looseness of interstitial spaces
thus serves as a way of unpacking the way supposedly underdeveloped public spaces are

used, and the role of social practices that might occur within such places.

Spatial Practice and Place-making
In thinking of the multiple ways in which meanings occur within space, or that a sense of

loosening happens, it becomes important to understand the spatial practices that inform
how these different processes of space and place develop. de Certeau, (1984) explores this
term, drawing on the ways in which urban residents, through their everyday actions, form a
collection of individual paths and stories which develop an understanding of space.
Crucially, this exists outside of the conceptualisation of the city as a totality, the vision of the
city-space as a unified whole (de Certeau, 1984). Through what is described as the ‘long
poem of walking’, people deploy certain everyday tactics that resist this totalising framing of
the city and instead develop the more ambiguous and multi-layered meanings within urban

space (ibid.: 101).

Henri Lefebvre (2000) examines a similar understanding of the nature of urban life.
Crucially, he argues for an understanding of the city as the ‘supreme oeuvre’, a site of
dialectical relationships between the lived experience of the city and its formal, institutional
articulation (ibid.: 20). This framing of the city as an oeuvre frames city-space as something
that is always in process, similar to a creative work that develops through urban residents’
personal negotiation of the environment they live in. It is an engagement with the ‘plasticity
of space’ that creates what he understands as the right to inhabit a city, that is to engage
with the urban experience in a meaningful way (ibid.: 79). This underscores his argument for
the development of a right to the city that is grounded within forms of participation and
appropriation, where the engagement with space as oeuvre is focused on resisting a
capitalist spatial logic that develops the city as a site of exchange value only. The idea of
spatial practice can thus inform his notion of the production of space, connecting to the
previously mentioned notions of representations of space and representational space. Here
spatial practice relates to the idea of how space is perceived by those who navigate it,
informed by the ways spaces are planned and subsequently appropriated (ibid.). For
Lefebvre (ibid.: 38), ‘the spatial practice of a society is revealed through the deciphering of

its space’.



The processes of spatial practices inform the sense of place-making that occurs as people
engage with the spaces they use in their day-to-day life. This builds on the earlier point of
the different ways in which urban space manifests, between tight and loose space and the
idea of space as being informed by social interactions, from the personal to more complex
socio-economic developments. How space is tightened can be the imposition of neoliberal,
market-orientated solutions. As argued by Harvey (2012: 30), there exists a ‘polarisation in
the distribution of wealth’ which impacts the spatial structure of cities. This leads to the
enclosure and enclaving urban space, where places and borders are tightly controlled. The
impact this has on the built environment can be further compounded by other existing
processes of segregation and exclusion which manifest in cities such as Johannesburg,
where the lasting legacy of apartheid spatial planning and more contemporary processes of
securitisation and enclaving have resulted in an attempt to create a more exclusive and

controlled urban environment (Murray, 2008).

It is this development of fortified, fragmentary city spaces that obscures and hinders the
relationships people have with the city they live in. As Bremner (2010a: 42) argues, there
exists a unique relationship that people have between their daily experiences and the
‘imaginary realities of urban space’. Her argument that city dwellers are ‘like readers’ points
to the importance of highlighting the personal and experiential when thinking about what
the city means (ibid.: 47). This crucially underscores an important aspect when thinking of
the role of place-making in the context of public space; that there needs to be an
understanding of the spatial practices employed by people to understand what might make
a site meaningfully public. This would be counterpoised between the imagined total city,
where the idea of public space is more formalised but also constrained by what might be

understood as ‘acceptable’.

In contrast with a formalised vision of the city, there exists a range of practices used by
people who enact their own form of place-making within a site. The concept of the ‘desire
line’ serves as a useful conceptual framework to understand these practices in
appropriation. Desire lines or desire paths are a key part of informal path-making. Within
the field of landscape architecture, these are understood as paths that slowly form as
people make routes outside delineated paths, often reflecting more practical concerns of

pedestrian use or simply offering quicker shortcuts (Nichols, 2014a). The development of



these paths indicates certain trends and habits that develop independently or outside of
planning, reflecting in a sense the paths that people want to walk, instead of what has been
offered to them. Nichols (ibid.: 653) argues for developing a theoretical framework that can
‘connect the micro-level actions of individuals to the macro structures’, as a way to make
sense of these actions. She outlines several characteristics of social desire paths, which
presents an important way of framing the analysis of such paths as they develop. This
includes understanding that these pathways develop as a response to existing formal
structures, that they are not explicitly acts of subversion but develop through unintended
use of space, and that they reflect the behaviours and values of those who inadvertently
create them (ibid.). Another crucial point she highlights is that they also put a strain on the
existing structures, pointing to the importance of taking into account the role of desire
paths in planning. Smith and Walters (2018) also raise the point that the development of
such paths reflects and engagement with more constricting processes of defensive
architecture, with people navigating spaces in ways that suit them. They argue for using the
term as a way to examine how both hard and soft forms of control within public space are
resisted, reflecting a tactic of spatial practice that develops as people engage with a space

on their own terms (ibid.).

Public Territories and Urban Commons
Public space as a concept can thus be understood as being informed by tension between the

planned idea of what public space is and the more personal appropriations that occur within
these sites. Part of what informs this tension is the complexity of identifying who the public
is. As Carmona (2010) argues, how the idea of the general public is defined is not always
something coherent, given the inherently complex nature of society within urban contexts
along socio-economic and cultural lines. The role of managing these spaces further
complicates this, with the notion that poorly run public spaces lead to a tightening response
through over-management, such as when private organisations take over from public
municipalities to maintain and secure them (Carmona, 2010). This can occur through a
range of methods of control, from ‘hard’ approaches such as the presence of private
security and fencing to more passive ‘soft’ measures (ibid. 2010). This can impact how
spaces are used. Mitchell (2003) highlights the changing use of the People’s Park in

Berkeley, USA, where the perception of the site as unmanaged (due to its use by homeless
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people) resulted in the city exerting more control over the space. Another example is the
creation of the High Line Park in New York, where a neglected elevated rail line was turned
into a recreational space. The development and formalisation of the site is something that
Loughran (2014) argues reflects a neoliberal appropriation of the urban public. The result is
a site that is privately held but presents itself as being in the public domain, while managing
the use of the site so that it caters to a more select group of users, such as tourists or those

who have access to wealth.

This speaks to a process of territorialisation that is at play within public spaces, as different
groups seek to appropriate these spaces. Karrholm (2007: 441) argues that public spaces are
informed by ‘territorial strategies’ employed by different groups and individuals and
developed by the ‘repetitive and consistent use of an area’. This can result in a stabilisation
of connections through the development of regulations (both hard and soft), as well as
conflicts as spaces become appropriated by dominant activities that override other uses
(Karrholm, 2007). Spaces invariably are at the centre of a range of different interests by
those who use them. As cities grow, a site previously ignored by officials becomes
appropriated and incorporated into the official city. This in turn impacts those users who
were previously using the site to suit their own needs, often in ways that were not catered

to.

It is within this context that the concept of the urban commons will be examined. The idea
of the commons deals with thinking of a publicly accessible pool of resources, whether it be
goods or land (Parker & Schmidt, 2017). Hardin’s (1968) well-known essay ‘The Tragedy of
the Commons’ argues that the problem with commonly-owned land is that it leads to rapid
degradation and exploitation by users, who act in their own self-interest. This view has been
challenged in recent years. Harvey (2011: 104) argues that this view reflects the
shortcomings of ‘individualised property rights’ in realising common interests. The term has
been employed in more contemporary debates around thinking of how to manage urban
space. This is in part because of the departure of investment and maintenance from the
public sector, causing civic society to seek more collaborative forms of management, as
argued by Parker and Schmidt (2017). Harvey (2011: 107) argues along a similar if more
radical line, stating that in the face of collapsing regulatory frameworks through the

predatory accumulation of wealth, what is needed is the socialisation of resources to create
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a ‘new common of wealth for all’, resisting the enclosure and commodification of the

commons by capital. With regards to thinking about public space within Johannesburg, this
stands in sharp contrast with the rise of private and semi-private spaces that are presented
as public which are in fact heavily regulated and closed off (Murray, 2008). The question is

then what does the commoning of public space mean and how might it be applied?

The notion of public space as urban commons presents a more open-ended framing of what
is meant by public space. This can be framed in one way as being informed as a civic
practice, as argued by Brain (2019). Part of this is to challenge what he sees as the
restrictions placed within public spaces on those who might be understood as undesirable,
such as the homeless, which is framed as a way to protect what is understood as a shared
resource (ibid.). This, though, reflects the risk of thinking of accessibility in a limited way. As
Stavrides (2015) points out, there can exist a logic within commoning that is itself exclusive,
closed off to only those within a certain group who are in a sense looking after their own
common space. This can be seen in how public space was racially segregated in South Africa
historically, but also in the ways in which certain public spaces might be controlled by
residents’ associations or other groups. Thus, there needs to be important framing that
grounds aspects of civic association and intersocial relationships (Brain, 2019). What is key
here is to begin thinking of public space in a more open-ended way, one that appreciates
the idea of multiple spatial practices. As Parker and Schmidt (2017) argue in relation to
urban design, there needs to be an understanding of multiple publics so as to incorporate

approaches of co-development and co-design into the creation of public spaces.

This underscores a framing of public space that is more open-ended, in a word ‘/loose’. The
process of ‘space-commoning’, as argued by Stavrides (2016: 139), thus serves as a way of
creating shared spatial relations that allow for a more collective framing of public space. In
particular, he argues for a focus on a more open-ended framing of the aspects of a
community, with commoning being not just a sharing of space that has been designated for
public use, but as informed by the spatial practices that allow for the ‘emancipatory
potentialities of sharing’ (ibid.: 7). Thus, the creation of a community develops these acts of
commoning, informed by the shared practices at play within spaces (ibid.) This highlights a
crucial step in thinking about what public space means and the importance of embracing

loose space to create better accessibility for all residents. This builds on the arguments

12



highlighted in the literature presented, pointing to the importance of framing the concept of
space, especially within the context of public accessibility, as a heterotopia. This also
grounds the ways in which certain spatial practices, such as desire lines, reflect the multi-

layered use of space by people.

In thinking of how commoning is applied, different writers draw on certain case studies.
Aernouts (2020) highlights how commoning practices have occurred within housing
developments in the Netherlands, where the focus has been on ‘empowering residents’ to
enable the development and continuation of the projects. tapniewska (2017) explores
something similar in Poland, highlighting how processes of co-production and participatory
budgets can allow for better appreciation from local communities, though the potential for
conflict between different groups can endanger the sustainability of common spaces. Parker
and Schmidt (2017) examined public parks, highlighting the need for the designers of those
spaces to include perspectives that appreciate the existence of multiple publics but also
engage with public authorities to enable viable, sustainable approaches. The examples here
highlight the importance to include a broad range of perspectives, but also the need to
create models that are self-sustaining, using the authority of city management to develop
and arbitrate amongst the range of users within these spaces so as to avoid subtle forms of
exclusion. The idea of the common can thus be seen as existing at the complex intersection

between the community of users and city management.

Public Space in Johannesburg
Following the end of apartheid, approaches to urban planning within South African cities

underwent significant changes. The immediate shift away from planning focused on racial
segregation and the focus on developing the capabilities of local government resulted in
numerous legislative decisions that aimed to reconfigure how urban areas were conceived
and developed. Legislative acts such as the Municipal Systems Act (Republic of South Africa,
2000) and Spatial Planning and Land Use Management Act, or SPLUMA, (Republic of South
Africa, 2013) introduced key strategic tools for municipalities to employ in their
development, such as Integrated Development Plans (IDP) and Spatial Development
Frameworks (SDF). These outline the ways in which municipalities must develop and
implement developmental goals, grounded by a focus on addressing spatial inequality. As

Harrison, Todes and Watson (2007) point out, they serve as a way to develop both medium
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and long-term planning objectives, and the requirement of IDPs to include spatial
frameworks that strengthen the focus on the role space plays in city planning. These
strategic tools are intended to be the method with which municipalities tackle the spatial
inequalities of apartheid planning, though it has been hard to find evidence that they

ultimately deal with the structural causes that still enable inequality (ibid.).

The focus on spatial planning thus informs how public space is understood. Indeed, the
definitions provided in SPLUMA serve as a basis for how public space can be understood
officially by city authorities. The two notable ones here are ‘open space’, which is open land
reserved for the use of a community ‘irrespective of the ownership’, and ‘public place’,
which covers all publicly used open or enclosed places such as parks or roads where
ownership is overseen by the municipal council for the general public (Republic of South
Africa, 2013: 12). These definitions are further developed by municipalities, such as through
different SDFs. Within Johannesburg, the 2003 Spatial Development Framework (City of
Johannesburg, 2003) developed the Johannesburg Metropolitan Open Space System
(JMQSS), which established more specific definitions of how open space was understood by
the municipality. The focus of JMOSS was to develop an ‘inter-connected and managed
network of open space’ within the city, supporting social, economic and environmental
interactions (ibid.: 31). The Spatial Development Framework 2040 (City of Johannesburg:
Department of Development Planning, 2016), similarly draws attention to the role of public
spaces and their role in playing a transformative part in reshaping the inequality within the
city. The focus here is on improving access to open public open spaces for residents (at a
level of around 15-20% within a neighbourhood) and improving the ‘connectivity’ within

these space to increase the mobility within the public realm (ibid.).

These policies also outline an approach to the management of greenfield spaces within the
city. IMOSS aimed to categorise different types of open space within the city and integrate
them along with certain groupings. Key to this is the primary open spaces, which cover
existing ecological open spaces such as nature reserves, water bodies, and nature trails
(ibid.). This is followed by secondary open spaces, which either overlap with primary open
spaces or cover sites such as parks and heritage sites (ibid.). JMOSS aims to provide clear
development guidelines for these sites, incorporating sustainable developmental models

that prioritise environmental concerns over immediate development (ibid.). IMOSS was
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further expanded by the publication of JMOSS Il which builds on the previous systems with a
greater emphasis on the environmental impact of how these systems work, building
towards the creation of a more ‘sustainable urban form’ (ibid.: 13). Within the context of
this framework, the management of public spaces by the city is undertaken primarily by
Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo (JCPZ), known also as ‘City Parks’, an organisation whose
mandate is from the city’s Department of Environment and Infrastructure Services
(Schaffler et al., 2013: 60). This broadly covers a range of open spaces and public sites,
including cemeteries, the city zoo and the maintenance of all street and park trees, with its
vision statement being a ‘Joburg that is environmentally sustainable and liveable’
(Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo, n.d.). Underlying all of this is the attempt to re-configure

the city and promote an idea of it that is accessible to those who live in it.

While the above-mentioned might frame official policy, there still exists plenty of barriers to
the idea of the open city that has been proposed. The city has been the focus of processes
of mostly private-led attempts of securitisation, notably through the development of road
enclosures and gating within the city’s suburbs (Dirsuweit & Wafer, 2016). According to
Dirsuweit and Wafer (2016), the anxiety from the perceived threat of crime and invasion has
led to processes enclosure throughout the city, restricting the way people, especially
pedestrians, navigate urban space. For public places, this has seen a shift in how these
spaces are viewed and used. Landman (2019) argues that the changes within public space
following the end of apartheid have changed perceptions of them, with the idea that
previously well-maintained but racially exclusive parks have now been degraded, being seen
as unsafe. This, for her, has led to a range of practices that impact how people use these
sites, notably with the implementation of hard and soft boundaries within spaces, including
fencing and private security (ibid.). This leads to an ‘enclosed urbanism’ that seeks to
address the issues around maintenance, safety and cleanliness of these spaces (ibid.).
Another way of portraying it is the development of what Murray (2008: 25) calls ‘siege
architecture’ which enforces disciplinary tools to cleanse these spaces of unwanted

elements, notably the urban poor.

This presents a challenge for city management in attempting to develop and maintain public
spaces. As Marais (2016) argues, with regards to the attempts to manage the safety of

public spaces such as Joubert Park in Johannesburg, the city has enabled the use of rules
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Figure 2-1 Conceptual Framework.

and security to essentially privatise the space, creating a sense that there are legitimate and
illegitimate park users. The attempt to manage and formalise spaces within the city, as an
attempt to mitigate the fear of crime associated with these spaces leads to exclusion. The
enforcement of by-laws, for example, becomes a way to manage how people can use public
spaces. The Public Open Spaces By-Laws for Johannesburg (City of Johannesburg, 2004b)
indicates the need for the management of public spaces to be in the ‘interests of the whole
community’ while also enforcing regulations on prohibited activities. These prohibited
activities include camping, lighting fires, bathing in water or hawking (unless with special
permission) (ibid.). This serves to create certain conditions for access to these spaces, with

the aim that these serve to preserve the conditions of the public spaces.

These controls, however, can also target urban homeless and other vulnerable users within
the city. As argued by Murray (2008: 166), it has been used by city management to ‘regulate
the cityscape through the effective spatial dispersal of homeless people’ to protect middle-
class interests. For Marais (2016: 182) it serves to articulate a particular vision of the city,
‘rather than the needs of its citizens’. Bremner (2010b: 256) argues that even as certain
existing public spaces were being re-appropriated for a more shared public life, this was
invariably ‘centred on money’, reflecting the development of more glamourous, private
spaces within the city that exclude large segments of the population. This leads to a

deepening of the structural inequality of the city. Mbembe (2008: 41) argues this informs a
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critical part of the spatial logic of Johannesburg, whereby the labour of the city is shaped by
a ‘class of superfluous men’. The hidden nature of class and race means that the urban
development often dispossesses those who, while still necessary to the functioning of the
city, are nevertheless viewed as being outside the more sanitised planned view of the city.
Thus, while there are clearly moves to tackle the unequal spatial dynamics of the city, there
still exists embedded socio-economic structures that hinder this. There is a sense that the
city cannot manage these spaces and services, and so has a history of outsourcing the
management of them through private-public partnerships or even enabling greater
privatisation of spaces (Murray, 2008). The issue is that different approaches to managing
these spaces, from community groups enclaving to the enforcement of security measures
within public spaces, all impact the way in which people understand and access areas that

are framed as public.

Chapter Conclusion
This chapter has examined a range of literature that serves as the conceptual framework for

this report. The crucial point is that space needs to be understood as being informed by
complex social processes, and not in any sense as a static or closed system. This applies to
the creation of the notion of place, with the processes of place-making informed by complex
acts of social practices as performed by a range of urban residents. How public spaces are
planned, used, and appropriated by different users, groups and factors inform these
complex social processes. As Figure 2-1 highlights, this underscores the conceptual
framework of this report. How types of space develop inform the types of spatial practices
used by people. Formal processes for the planning of urban public spaces, such as by-laws,
dictate the types of usages and practices of a site. This in turn impacts the place-making of
these sites, reflecting the processes of territorialisation and commoning that occur, often in
conflict with these by-laws. Social processes such as desire lines help make sense of this,
reflecting in part the ways people move through sites that are not planned, often against
the envisioned representation of the site. Yet these complex paths within space highlight
the heterotopic nature of public spaces, even when there exists an attempt to tighten them.
Public spaces are invariable open-ended, due to the complexities in defining the idea of the
public. This does not mean that there are no consequences to this hardening, as the

enforcement of security measures often impacts those most vulnerable in public spaces.
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Chapter 3 - Research Methods

This chapter details the research methods used in this report. This report focused on
utilising a qualitative research methodology to inform an understanding of public space and
how it is framed discursively within social contexts. The methods used can be broken into
three key parts. The first was the use of online communication conducted with experts who
work with Jozi Trails and other organisations related to the management of the
Braamfontein Spruit as well as a short online questionnaire that was shared with self-
identified users of the site. The second was visiting the study site, with detailed observations
of the space and how it was used throughout the day. This was supplemented with
photographs taken of the site. The third part covers data gathered from social media and
grey literature, examining a range of sources that deal with public discussions of the Spruit.
All research was conducted with relevant ethics clearance (Clearance Number SOAP

142/06/2021, see Appendix A).

The focus on a more small-scale qualitative approach was chosen as the best way to further
explore the conceptual framework devised in Chapter 2. This allowed me to examine a
range of opinions that could not have otherwise been accessed due to the limitations at the
time | conducted fieldwork, and the necessary restrictions that resulted from the ongoing
COVID-19 pandemic. Access to public space was not restricted during fieldwork research
(September 2021), there was still the perceived risk of infection and associated anxiety
around wanting to minimise unnecessary contact. This underscored the focus on utilising

online communication to supplement existing literature and data.

Interviews and Questionnaires
The interviews conducted were with experts related to the management of the

Braamfontein Spruit and public spaces in Johannesburg. The intention was to get an insight
into official policy around the administration of the Spruit. This was to understand the role
of Jozi Trails, their relationship with other organisations, and the perceived importance of
developing public space within Johannesburg. These were conducted via email, as semi-
structured conversations (Appendix C and D). The use of a semi-structured format was
chosen to help draw out a range of views and opinions, expanding the qualitative nature of

the research (Creswell, 2009). Managers from Jozi Trails, City Parks and Zoo, and a
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representative from the CraigPark Resident Association (CRA) agreed to answer questions

via email.

Another component of online-based research was the use of a questionnaire. The decision
to use the online system of Google Forms to conduct this as opposed to during site visits
was made as a precautionary measure to minimise social contact during the pandemic. The
focus of the questionnaire (Appendix D and E) was to draw out personal opinions and views
of the Braamfontein Spruit from everyday users. The design of the questionnaire was semi-
structured, with more open-ended questions to allow for more flexibility in respondents’
answers (Simon, 2006). The aim was to understand how the site was used by people to draw
out the experiential nature of public space. This questionnaire was shared out with people
familiar with the site, and who also passed it on to others. There were limitations in how far
the document was disseminated. The result was only seven responses (Appendix E). These
still provided useful insight into what people enjoyed about the site, how often they visited,

and what they thought about the work Jozi Trails did.

Site Observation
Within the context of the report, the incorporation of qualitative observational data was

used to ground an understanding of the concepts addressed in the literature review. The
focus of these visits was to take photos and take field notes, with descriptions of the site,
the activities of people, and how the trials were being used. The intention here is to utilise
‘naive observation’, which was focused on watching people and the site within the context
of everyday life as well as observation of notable physical traces (Sarantakos, 2013: 233).
These descriptions were to help with an understanding of how the site was used and enable

a better sense of the types of users and activities within the Braamfontein Spruit.

These site visits were focused on a particular area of the Braamfontein Spruit that passes
alongside Delta Park and surrounding neighbourhoods. As seen in Figure 3-1, the focus area
of the site was broken into three sections, each reflecting a distinct stretch of the Spruit and
the surrounding area. Section 1 covers the parts of the Spruit along the border of the Victory
Park and Parkhurst suburbs, up until where Parkhurst borders Craighall Park and Delta Park.
Section 2 features the part where the Spruit connects to Delta Park and Florence Bloom Bird
Sanctuary. Section 3 covers where the stream runs between both the suburbs of Craighall

Park and Blairgowrie, ending at the Conrad Drive bridge. This particular stretch was chosen
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both because of personal familiarity with the area, but also as it forms part of one of the
earliest phases of Jozi Trails' development of the Spruit trail network (Jozi Trails, 2019).
Since the nature of this research is qualitative, the focus was not on gathering expansive
datasets but more on drawing out details. However, the approach to fieldwork followed a
structure to enable a more focused approach, with observations carried out throughout
from 31/08 until 19/09 2021. The different sections were visited at different times of the
week (Monday, Wednesday, and Sunday) and different times of the day (08:00, 12:00, and
17:00). This was to allow for a routine to develop around visits to the site and to enable
opportunities to see the activities within the site at different times of the day. The intention

was to draw out general descriptions of the site and its users.

It was also the intention to engage other users in casual unstructured interviews, but this
proved challenging as people were either too busy with their own activities or unwilling to
speak. While this posed a limitation to my research, it was still crucial to respect these
boundaries. Given the need to practice COVID-19 safety protocols it was also
understandable. While the existing regulations for Alert Level 3 at the time did not restrict
access to public spaces, wearing a mask and maintaining social distance were required
(Government of South Africa, 2021). As per the guidelines set out by Higher Health (2021),
fieldwork was conducted with a safety toolkit that featured a cloth mask and hand sanitiser,

with a focus on maintaining social distance and respecting personal boundaries.

Digital Commons
Given the limitations in gaining access to in-person interviews, it was decided that the

utilisation of publicly available information would supplement the data gathered during site
visits. This was done in part by reviewing grey literature related to the Braamfontein Spruit
and the development of the Jozi Trails project. The focus here was on local reporting of the
site through publications such as the Rosebank Killarney Gazette and other local
newspapers to examine key talking points concerning the Braamfontein Spruit. This also
covered blog posts from the official Jozi Trails website, as well as the documentation that
supported the group's proposal for the Spruit, conducted by Next Step Consulting (2016a).
The intention was to engage with the content of these writings, employing inductive forms
of textual analysis to contextualise what is being said about the Braamfontein Spruit

(Mouton, 2001). An examination of how the popular conception of the site exists within
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public discourse was to allow for a better understanding of the ways certain demographics

think of and use the space.

Exploring social media was another useful resource. The value of social media is that it
provides a source that can highlight how people feel about the site, and reveals crucial ways
it is used (Kim, Chae & Park, 2018). This can provide an important context in which the site is
understood within public discourse, and how it exists as a place for ordinary users. The
intention was to examine public posts, with a focus on content from Twitter as opposed to
closed Facebook groups. The use of the Twitter academic Application Programming
Interface (API) was a useful tool to conduct this research, as it allowed a range of content to
be filtered and sorted. Using the hashtag #braamfonteinspruit to examine a range of public
posts from Twitter, a timeline covering 2012-2021 was developed. The results were broken
down by year, and responses were filtered to remove certain languages not that were not
reflective of users of the site (Spanish, Farsi). Retweets and duplicate tweets were also
removed. This provided a useful archival source, enabling access to people's thoughts and
opinions that | had otherwise struggled to access, with the timeline providing a better sense

of changing perspectives (Appendix F).

There are two limitations to using social media to consider. The first is to understand the
ethical implications of using social media, which while publicly available might still host
identifiable information (franzke et al., 2020). To mitigate this, the focus was to not use
identifiable data such as usernames or accessing sites that required membership. Hence the
focus is on public platforms, and not private Facebook groups such as those of resident
associations. Another consideration is that this was not necessarily a wide-ranging sample
group. While this method can provide a useful insight into user experiences, it is important
to note that the socio-demographics of those who use social media will not necessarily be
representative of a general population and points to a limitation of the scope of the project
(Kim, Chae & Park, 2018). These limitations highlight the need to consider what information
available online can be used, both to respect the privacy of those who post online and to

consider the social positionality of them as users.
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Braamfontein Spruit Breakdown of Study Areas
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Figure 3-1 Overview of the Study Area (Rathbone, 2022a).



Chapter Conclusion
This chapter has provided an overview of the research methods that were employed during

the fieldwork portion of the research report. Building on the conceptual framework
developed within the literature review, certain methods were chosen to better draw out a
more qualitative understanding of the site as a public space. Utilising interviews with
experts who are involved in the development of the Spruit provided an important
perspective for the processes of formalisation at work currently along the Spruit and
allowed better insight aims and objectives of Jozi Trails. The inclusion of a semi-structured
guestionnaire similarly allowed members of the public to share their own experiences. This
was further supported using social media and grey literature, drawing from an existing
archive that revealed different user perspectives and experiences with the site. The
inclusion of my own observations meant | could, in turn, get a better sense of how the site
was used by visitors, and develop an understanding of the types of users who visit the

Spruit.
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Chapter 4 - The Braamfontein Spruit in Context

This chapter will look at Braamfontein Spruit as a public space within Johannesburg. The
focus here is on exploring the geographical and social context of the site as it exists within
the city. This deals first with an understanding of the site as a natural feature within
Johannesburg, and how the waterways of the city inform its open spaces. The final section is
an examination of the site as a public trail, exploring the historical development of the
Braamfontein Spruit Trail that was developed in the 1980s and the current plans by Jozi
Trails to develop these trails. These three factors all underscore the ways in which the
Braamfontein Spruit exists within the city, both as a physical place and as a space informed

by social processes.

Johannesburg’s Rivers
Johannesburg is a city not known for its waterways. According to Johannesburg-based

novelist lvan Vladislavi¢ (2007: 21), it is often remarked that it is one of ‘the few major cities
in the world that has no river, lake or ocean’. It is a city marked by its dryness, its legacy as a
dusty mining town imbuing a sense of roughness in how it has been written about (Mania,
2016). It is, however, the centre of a complex hydrological network, with a myriad of
streams and rivers that serve greenfield infrastructural purposes of managing stormwater
and promoting river biodiversity (Schaffler et al., 2013). The Braamfontein Spruit is regarded
as the longest stream of Johannesburg, starting within the suburb of Berea in the city centre

and flowing north until it meets the Jukskei River (Davie, 2018).

The Braamfontein Spruit, for the most part, follows its natural course through the city with
only some parts being canaled over (Davie, 2018). It appears as a relatively green space
within the city, forming ‘thin spines of green in an otherwise grey landscape’ (Schéffler et
al., 2013: 44). The particular focus area of this report, the stretch of the stream around Delta
Park, highlights the sense of the Spruit being connected to a larger green area. Indeed, the
site is home to a rich range of animals, notably birdlife, and even borders the Florence
Bloom Bird Sanctuary (Lockwood, 2020). This depiction of the site as an idyll public space

can be seen in the depiction of the site as drawn by cartoonist Abe Berry (Figure 4-1),
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Foot bridge on the Braamfontein Spruit

Figure 4-1 Drawing from 'Abe Berry's Johannesburg in Drawing and Text' (1982). It describes the Spruit as 'a belt of
tranquillity and beauty' that is used by a range of townspeople (Berry, 1982:57).

showing it as a relaxing site for its visitors. The Spruit also host key urban infrastructure,
featuring outlets for stormwater and the presence of a major Eskom servitude that hosts
large electricity pylons that follow along the embankments. The section north past Delta
Park also features a dam built in 1901 by local farmer William Grey Rattray, who turned that
section into a small lake for recreational use (Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open

Space, 1981).

The path the Spruit follows takes it through what is known as the northern suburbs. These
are residential areas that are typically known for the greenery, forming much of
Johannesburg’s urban forest (Schaffler et al., 2013). The Spruit runs through numerous
parks and well-to-do suburban areas. These have historically been some of the wealthiest
areas in the city, with neighbourhoods north of Parktown forming mostly low-density, high-
income suburban housing historically for a predominantly white, middle-class demographic
(Mabin, 2014). This still holds true today, with the suburbs focused on in this report -
Craighall Park, Parkhurst, and Blairgowrie — all featuring high rates of employment and a
higher annual income than the rest of the Gauteng city-region (R230 700 compared to

R29 400 in Gauteng as of the last census in 2011) (Wazimap, 2021a,b,c). The communities of
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these neighbourhoods have a long history of civic engagement with the Spruit, with
residents being involved in community clean-ups of the Spruit since the 1970s (Berry, 1982).
Even today the community association for the neighbourhoods that border the spruit still
highlight the connection that these neighbourhoods have to the Spruit, reflecting in some
part a sense of community identity (Craigpark Residents’ Association, 2021). It should be
noted that the development of these suburbs occurred within the context of racial
segregation, an aspect of the planning policies developed under apartheid. The 1950 Group
Areas Act served to demarcate areas for different racial groups, with much of the north of
the city of Johannesburg being classified for white residents (Harrison, Todes & Watson,

2007).

Even with the legacy of segregation, the site has always been used by a range of urban
residents. The original AmaWasha Guild had initially set up their laundry washing services
along the embankments of the river in the 1890s before licensing regulations saw them shift
their work to other sites (Van Onselen, 1982). This speaks to a larger history of use within
the site, by those who might have otherwise been excluded from the local area. The
presence of those perceived as vagrants has also long been identified as an issue by those
managing the Spruit (Braamfontein Spruit Trust, 1986). Even today, the embankments of
the Spruit are used by those who might otherwise not have anywhere else to live. Urban
homeless (who will be referred to as park dwellers), often make camps along the
embankments of the Spruit (Charlton, 2019). While their presence here is a point of
contention for city management and the residents’ associations, they still play a crucial role
in the broader economic and social networks of the areas the Spruit runs through. As
Charlton (2019) argues, many of the park dwellers who reside along the embankments of
Braamfontein Spruit work within the local area. Her research highlights the complexities of
how homelessness is often framed, but also the issues that develop through a ‘politics of
invisibility’ that enforces the economic inequality faced by those who do live in public places
(Charlton, 2019: 140). Indeed, many of those who live along the Spruit often work as waste
pickers, part of the informal recycling network that plays a crucial part in the City’s waste
management (Clark, 2019). Many use the Spruit as a place to sort through recycling and are
associated with the creation of litter as a result, though this might be more tied to their

visibility as the other issue of illegal dumping of waste along the Spruit points to larger
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problems regarding waste management within the city (Next Step Consulting, 2016a). This
raises concerns regarding the management of the environmental aspects of the site, with
informal settlers cited as impacting the local environment (Next Step Consulting, 2016a).
These complex layers in how the site is used and managed point to the concerns in how the
framing of an open, public site such as the Braamfontein Spruit reflects the concerns of
those residents with more power and means to have their complaints heard. The concern

here is how accessibility to the site is understood, and who is allowed access to the site.

Making the Trails

The Braamfontein Spruit has long existed as a recreational space. The previously mentioned
Rattray Dam highlights the particular interest in the use of waterways and lakes in the city in
its early years for activities such as boating. The area was silted up by the 1930s, but the use
of the site for leisure activities continued (Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open
Space, 1981). While the site existed in some way as a recreational spot for residents, it was
only in the 1980s that a new vision for the Braamfontein Spruit began to take hold. A trail
system was formally developed in 1981, a collaboration between the Co-ordinating
Committee for Community Open Space (COCCOS) and what was then the municipalities of
Johannesburg, Randburg, and Sandton (Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open
Space, 1981). The long-term objective was to develop the site into a ‘continuous green belt
of linear parkways’ that restored the local environment and promoted the recreational use
of the Spruit (Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open Space, 1981: 6). The result was
the creation of a network of paths, aimed at promoting urban hiking and residents’ access

to green spaces in the city.

The management of the trails was overseen by the Braamfontein Spruit Trust, a volunteer-
run group. From 1984 until 1987 they published a newsletter that highlighted their activities
along the Spruit, as well as what was being done to develop and maintain the site. Part of
this was to develop the ‘lungs’ of Johannesburg and promote private-public collaboration to
overcome the existing ‘patchwork of unrelated green space’ to enable better access to open
public space (Braamfontein Spruit Trust, 1986: 7). Regular events such as ‘Braamies Day’
were held to promote better community engagement with the Spruit and develop an
awareness of what the site offered recreationally. The initial write-ups in the newsletter

draws focus on their desire for preserving the ecology of the site, though by the last
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newsletter in 1987 there is a more explicit mention of their aims in providing security and
dealing with vagrants, with mounted volunteers patrolling the site (Braamfontein Spruit
Trust, 1987). As with the previously discussed literature surrounding the Spruit, there is the
recurring concern of promoting the environmental aspect of the site while dealing with any
perceived incursions by those who are seen as a threat to the space, notably vagrants and

people who illegally dump waste along the embankments.

The Braamfontein Spruit Trust would oversee community engagement in the subsequent
years, alongside different efforts from local communities and Johannesburg City Parks and
Zoo (JCPZ). In 2016, JCPZ announced it was planning to invest over R18 million rand into
developing and formalising the Spruit, enhancing the experience for users and tapping into
its ‘valuable tourism and economic potential’ (City of Johannesburg, 2015). Following
recommendations from Next Step Consulting (2016a), it was proposed that an organisation
help take over the management of the site and have a more specific role in developing and
maintaining the trails for people to use. The result was Jozi Trails, a not-for-profit
organisation. Initially sponsored by the insurance company Hollard, this group took over in
2019 to oversee the management of the Braamfontein Spruit trails (Hollard, 2021). It works
in association with JCPZ to maintain and develop the trail networks ‘for multiple uses’ and

promote ‘the Spruit as a resource for everyone’ (Jozi Trails, 2021a).

The Next Step Consulting proposal (2016a) also focussed on addressing the multiple
negative associations linked to the Spruit, while developing a robust trial network,
particularly for mountain bikers. A key aspect highlighted in the report is overcoming the
identified conflict between users of the site, though it should be noted this is primarily
between groups such as dog-walkers, cyclists, and joggers (Next Step Consulting, 2016a).
There are also suggestions on how to handle perceived issues such as the presence of park
dwellers and other informal users, such as coordinating with groups such as the Displaced
Person Unit to relocate them or employ fences and security patrols to monitor the trails
(ibid.). Other concerns included the long-term maintenance of the site related to developing
sustainable trails, implementing signage, and safeguarding against erosion along the
embankment (ibid.). The aim was to develop a site that is open to all residents and to
provide the means to realise the vision of expanding public space in Johannesburg, enabling

safe access to open green spaces. For JCPZ, this is seen as an attempt to build on what is
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Date

2012

2013

2021

Overview of Key Points

Activities: Mountain Biking; running; Spruit clean ups
Events: Spruit clean-up (27/10)
Issues: water pollution; long grass; litter; vagrants; illegal dumping

Activities: Mountain Biking; running; Zionist church group baptisms
Events: Spruit clean-up (22/06)
Issues: Muggings; vagrants

Activities: Mountain Biking; running; ‘trail fairies’
Events: Spruit Day (07/06); plans for investment
Issues: Body found along river; water pollution; altercations between cyclists

Activities: Mountain Biking; running; baptisms
Events: Police arrest 40 park dwellers; Spruit Day (19/09)
Issues: Water pollution

Activities: Mountain Biking; running; baptisms

Events: JRA announces environmental study; Spruit Day (17/09); Next Step
Consulting conducts online survey

Issues: Water pollution; vagrants; water pollution

Activities: Hollard JUMA

Events: Jozi Trails proposal; Spruit Day (16/09)

Issues: Flooding damaging bridges, embankment; illegal dumping; water
pollution

Activities: Hollard JUMA; Jozi Trails work on paths

h
Events: Flooding making crossing dangerous; legal letter in defence of 5" Avenue

Park Bridge; Jozi Trails announced
Issues: Dog attacks; illegal migrants

Activities: Jozi Trails work on paths
Events: Spruit Day
Issues: waste pickers; users falling into open manhole covers.

Activities: Donation of food and water to homeless
Events: Spruit Day (20/09);
Issues: Embankment degradation; pollution; COVID pandemic; water pollution

Activities: Mountain Biking; walking; River Ranger patrols
Events: Spruit Day (20/09);
Issues: Muggings; crime; water pollution

Figure 4-2 Overview of key Twitter talking points.




considered a ‘legacy project’ for the city creating a linear park and supported by a network
of urban trails that support a range of users, from cyclists to pedestrians walking within the

city (Anonymous C: 2021).

Figure 4-2 provides an overview of key points taken from the Twitter comments from 2012-
2021. These highlight many of the recurring activities and issues spoken about online, while
also highlighting notable community events, such as Spruit Days or Johannesburg Mountain
Biking Adventure (JUMA) races. This provides a broad overview of people using the trails for
mountain biking, running and dog walking. There are also observations of other users, such
as Zionist Church Groups performing baptism or ‘trail fairies’ fixing up paths. There are
issues as well, dealing with crime, the breakdown of infrastructure, and dog attacks. The
overall impression highlights the complex but well-used nature of the site, being both a

source of anxiety and escapism for those commenting.

Chapter Conclusion
As a natural open space, the Braamfontein Spruit and its related trail network highlight

some broader trends in the history of Johannesburg. The Spruit is mostly a feature within
the northern suburbs of the city, linking up to what has historically been a predominantly
white middle-class suburban community. The Spruit serves as a demarcation of sorts here,
providing a green border through the suburbs. As a green space, it provides residents access
to recreational spaces, something that various groups have attempted to capitalise on. From
active local residents to more coordinated municipal engagement, there have been plans to
develop the site as an open public space for residents to use. Jozi trails can be seen as
continuing this legacy, forming part of the city’s initiative to invest in the site and develop
the green spaces within the city. There also exists a more complex utilisation of the space by
the city of Johannesburg’s urban poor, whose presence has often been rendered invisible by

the nature of these developments.
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Chapter 5 - Visiting the Spruit

This chapter will provide an overview of findings based on the methods highlighted in
Chapter 3. This covers the observations conducted within the site, as well as various other
sources that provided insight into the development and use of the Braamfontein Spruit. This
included using grey literature sources such as local newspapers, publications put out by
resident associations, interviews with users, and analysis of Twitter comments about the
Braamfontein Spruit. By drawing on a range of sources, the focus was on examining three
key aspects. The first is how the space is used, both at a formal and everyday level. The
second aspect is the role that the trail networks and paths play within the site. The third

relates to the perceptions of the site.

Changing Space

The Braamfontein Spruit appears as a sliver of green space nestled between the suburbs of
northern Johannesburg. The view that it is Johannesburg’s ‘best kept secret’ (Jozi Trails,
2021a) portrays the site as being something hidden within the city, invoking a sense of
pleasure at finding such a green space within the city. As Chapter 4 outlined, it had long
been a site of recreational activities, with one of the first major construction projects for it,
the Rattray Dam, being built so as to create a lake for people to use. The subsequent
development of the trails by COCCOS sought to turn the site into a linear park within the city
(Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open Space, 1981). The role Jozi Trails has taken
in managing the site can be seen as a continuation of this, further developing the space for
recreational use. This highlights the long history of the site as a public space for the city,
with Jozi Trails in a sense bringing a new chapter to the development of the Spruit. Within
this context, the use of a private-public partnership is seen by JCPZ to ‘enhance the
mandate’ of developing public spaces while ‘bringing exposure and [alleviating] service

delivery challenges’ (Anonymous, 2021c).
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Jozi Trails Section

Craighall Park Section 6th Avenue Park ...

Figure 5-1 Overview of focus areas (Rathbone, 2022b).
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Figure 5-2 Green Bridge section by Victory Park (Rathbone, 2022c).

Item 1: This is an informal market, often selling second-hand goods

Item 2: This is the Blue Bridge that connects Parkhurst to Victory Park. This bridge is a key access point for commuters
crossing from Parkhurst into Victory Park, or people on their way to Victory Park Shopping Centre.

Item 3: These are the gates connected to the fences along the eastern side of the Braamfontein Spruit.
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Figure 5-3 5th Avenue Park Section (Rathbone, 2022d).

Item 1: This is the informal crossing that connects the 5t Avenue Park in Parkhurst to the western embankment.
Item 2: The gated entrance to the 5% Avenue Park, managed by the security company Cortac.

Paths
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Figure 5-4 Blue Bridge Section (Rathbone, 2022e).

Item 1: This is the Blue Bridge, which connect Craighall Park to Delta Park. It is a popular crossing for recreational users

such as dog walkers to the public park.
Item 2: Delta Café and REEA. The Café is popular spot for residents and visitors that offers views onto the Spruit.
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Figure 5-5 Rattray Dam Section (Rathbone, 2022f).

Item 1: This is the location of Delta Central. This is a recent development that hosts a range of restaurants, many of which

target cyclists by offering bicycle racks for parking.
Item 2: This is the location of Rattray Dam. Built originally 1901, the wall now features as a waterfall.
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Figure 5-6 Location of Public Bathrooms (Rathbone, 2022g).
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Formal Structures
Gaining access to the Spruit is for the most part straightforward, given how it connects to a

range of different suburbs. My field visits always began with me entering from the south
through Parkhurst, where the 6™ Street Park and Green Bridge are located (Figure 5-1, 5-2).
The area highlighted in Figure 5-2 is comprised of a stretch that covers the part of the Spruit
by Victory Park. Notable points of interest are the small parks on the eastern embankment
by Parkhurst (6™ Street Park), as well as the Green Bridge, a footbridge that connects
Parkhurst to Victory Park, and allows for safe crossing for pedestrians. The open space by
the Parkhurst side is fenced and gated. Hawkers often set up around the bridge, notably
selling second-hand items and clothes to people passing through. Jozi Trails itself has set up

signage around the footpaths along the western embankment.

Further along is the section around 5™ Avenue Park (Figure 5-3). The eastern side is a gated
community park. Access is managed by Cortac, a private security company that works
closely with the Parkhurst Residents and Business Owners Association (PRABOA) (Safeparks,
2021). The result is that the entrance is closed between 20:30 and 05:00. Fencing is not
necessarily a consistent feature throughout the site, with the section found in Figure 5-4
and Figure 5-5 only featuring low wooden fences which demarcate the perimeter by
Craighall Park, meaning that the Spruit is a site that is open to anyone coming on foot or by

bicycle.

There exist two notable retail developments along the Spruit. The first is Delta Café, located
on the eastern embankment, and established in 2014 (Figure 5-4). It is part of a compound
owned by the Rand Epileptic Employment Agency (REEA) Foundation, a charity organisation
that focuses on maintaining a residential care facility for adults who live with epilepsy. The
site also hosts a nursery, charity shop, winery and stables. These are the Ranger Stables, a
community organisation that hosts riding lessons and mounted patrols along the Spruit to
monitor ‘ecological, social and security conditions’, continuing the tradition of mounted
patrols from the 1980s (Ranger Stables, 2021). Delta Café is a popular site for visitors, with
plenty of outdoor seating with a view of the Spruit as it ‘gurgles cheerfully nearby’
(Khumalo, 2020). The second development is Delta Corner, located on Conrad Drive,
Blairgowrie (Figure 5-5). This site features a range of restaurants that have proven popular

(Emond, 2020). Though these are not explicitly tied to the work Jozi Trails have done, they
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fit within the tourism recommendations proposed by Next Step Consulting (2016a), adding
to the facilities that bring visitors to the area. These sites offer amenities to users, with the
inclusion of bicycle racks highlighting the focus on biking as a hobby within the site. It should
also be noted that they are the only sites that offer other amenities such as toilets, with the
nearest public bathroom being located within Delta Park (see Figure 5-6). Thus, there is a
lack of public ablution facilities, something highlighted by questionnaire respondents

(Appendix E).

Contested Boundaries
It is important to note that the Spruit is not simply a recreational open green space. The

large electric pylons that follow along the embankments speak to the complex ways the site
has developed, in part acting as a key infrastructural site for the city. Indeed, stretches form
part of a servitude leased to Eskom by the city, which JCPZ helps maintain, such as cutting
grass (Next Step Consulting, 2016a). This highlights the broader intricacies in the
management of the site, with different organisations involved. As Figure 5-1 shows,
different groups help manage different parts, though this is still under the general
management of JCPZ and other municipal organisations such as Joburg Water and the JRA.
Jozi Trails has been involved in developing the trails along the western embankment. The
CraigPark Residents Association (CRA) employs two workers to cut grass and clean litter
(Anonymous, 2021a). Site visits in September revealed that there had been a lot in the way
of maintaining the space, with evidence of controlled burns and pruning of trees along the
embankment. The complexities in managing the site point to the need for coordination
between different groups, and as such Jozi Trails, JCPZ and the CRA all must engage with
one another. All groups do report a positive working relationship with one another

(Anonymous, 2021a, b, c).

Another aspect concerning the use of the space is that of the observed presence of informal
encampments along the Spruit. These were especially apparent along the embankments,
with the foliage being cut back exposing many small camps along the embankments. This
presented a challenge in conducting site visits, as there was a sense of not wanting to
intrude on the privacy of those who lived there. Given the uneasy relationship that those
who are homeless have with others in public spaces, where even seemingly private action

must be conducted within the view of others, there certainly needs to be a consideration for
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how field notes and observations are conducted (Mitchell, 2003). This tension while
investigating public spaces likewise reflects issues felt by visitors. One respondent to the
guestionnaire mentioned that it ‘feels like we are intruding on them’ (Appendix E). Thus, my
visits often saw me avoid deliberately intruding into these spaces and try to respect the
privacy of those who would live there. The question of homelessness within the Spruit is a
challenge for the management of the site. JCPZ has no ‘legal authority’ to direct any policy
to manage encampments, speaking of the complex nature of homelessness within the city
(anonymous, 2021c). For the community organisations such as CRA, it does present an issue
with managing the site, as these homeless groups are understood to be responsible for
damaging sections of wooden fencing and reportedly using it for firewood (Anonymous,

2021a).

The informal uses of the space can also be seen in the ways that the two pedestrian bridges
are occupied by hawkers. Those who are set up by the Green Bridge by Victory Park sell
small goods such as snacks and cigarettes, or second-hand clothes and other items. This
seems focused on catching the foot traffic moving between Parkhurst and Victory Park. This
contrasts with those set up by the Blue Bridge by the Craighall Park side. With beaded wire
sculptures, paintings, and fabric items all on offer, the target market is altogether more
middle-class, aimed at those who cross the bridge to visit Delta Park and the rest of the
Spruit. While this does not present any major social issues, the set-up of informal markets
contravenes the by-laws of public spaces in the city (City of Johannesburg, 2004b). A similar
point can be made about the encampments and the general presence of those who live

along the Spruit informally.

Following the Trails
A part of what makes the Spruit a unique space is that it offers a network of paths for

people to use and navigate. One user commented that they appreciated how the trails
‘stitches the different parks together’ (Appendix E). The trails can thus be understood as
forming a part of a larger interconnected network of pedestrian and cycle paths within the
city, something that was crucial to the initial development of the trails back in the 1980s
(Co-ordinating Committee for Community Open Space, 1981; Chapter 4). Thus, the
development of the trails is key to the vision being developed by Jozi Trails (Next Step

Consulting, 2016a). Overall, users seem happy with Jozi Trails’ management of the trails,
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which they see as adding to the safety and useability of the site: one highlighted that the
draw of more people was a ‘big safety benefit’, while another says it makes the site more

‘useable’ (Appendix E).

Managing Paths

Jozi Trails’ presence within the Spruit can be best seen in the signage it has erected along
the Spruit. These are present along the western embankment, marking different paths
within the study site. The particular focus is on demarcating certain paths for users: that is,
paths for cyclists, paths for walkers, and mixed-used points or trail crossings. Signs feature
branding and notes aimed at promoting site etiquette, such as to ‘ring your bell’ or ‘to clean
up after your dog’ (Figure 5-7). Generally, cycle paths are one-way and usually found further
away from the embankment, while the dedicated pedestrian paths are along the

embankment. While the demarcation can be clear, there are points when users stray over
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Figure 5-J02| Trails Signs. Selection of signs erected by Jozi Trails (athbone, 2021a,b,c,d).
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into the wrong path. This is much more noticeable with cyclists going into pedestrian paths,
requiring walkers to step out of the way. Where the trail narrows to a single path, this
conflict becomes much more apparent, with cyclists often not slowing down, forcing

walkers to stop and step aside.

Dealing with conflict between users is a priority for Jozi Trails. Indeed, the promotion of trail
etiquette is an issue highlighted in the initial proposal, with a conflict between cyclists and
other users highlighted as a key concern (Next Step Consulting, 2016a). Site users also
responded with similar concerns, noting that the behaviour of users can disrupt their
enjoyment of the site, such as ‘dog owners that... can’t control their dogs’, or that cyclists
don’t ‘follow the signs and ride where walkers are’ (Appendix E). Cyclists not slowing down
was a noted issue during site visits, especially on narrow paths along the embankment or
along pedestrian bridges where some would not dismount. The problem as highlighted by
Next Step Consulting (2016a: 31) was that cyclists are seen as ‘the group with the strongest
rights to the Spruit’. This can also be seen in the focus of the research report developed by
Next Step Consulting, which emphasises developing the trails to an international standard,
but also promote a more communal culture amongst the different users (Next Step

Consulting, 2016a).

Public Desire Lines
While the formalisation of the paths is aimed at maintaining the space for its users, there is

a history of certain people creating their own paths within the site. The ‘Spruit fairies’ were
a group of anonymous mountain bikers who began developing sections of the Spruit to be
more conducive to their hobby (Badenhorst, 2014). They intended to use public land
without having to go through lengthy approval processes, improving the trails for users
while arguing that they were helping JCPZ with ‘some schlep work’ (ibid.). For the most part,
the trails have developed as multi-use, accommodating a range of visitors. The clear
investment from those within the mountain biking community does highlight the
significance that the hobby has had on the Spruit, in part why cyclists might feel a greater

claim to the site than other users.

The paths developed by the Spruit Fairies, however, only reflect the interests of certain
users. In thinking of the ways that the Spruit connects to the rest of the city, there exists a

range of paths that develop independently of any formal planning. The notable crossing at
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Figure 5-8 Informal Crossing at 5th Avenue Park. (Rathbone, 2021e)

5th Avenue Park (Figure 5-3; Figure 5-8), is a good example of this. It currently exists as a
small wooden plank bolted down, with a heavily eroded path leading down to it. There used
to be a small bridge here that was built by a local resident, though this structure was
eventually removed at the request of the local government in 2018 as it was an illegal
structure (Sibanda, 2018). The Parkhurst residents association tried to prevent this, arguing
that the site was a popular and useful crossing for pedestrians, noting that it made
navigating the Spruit safer for people (Diamond, 2018). Time spent at the site revealed its
popularity as a crossing, being a convenient shortcut for those on foot to cross the Spruit
without having to walk down to either the Blue or Green Bridges. Jozi Trails have engaged in
a discussion regarding the development of safe crossing, but nothing yet has been approved
(Anonymous, 2021b). Certain users have highlighted the importance of these crossings as
well, one commenting that they would like to see more ‘secure crossings along the Delta
sections’, while another highlighted the issues with crossings ‘making it harder to access or

cross’ the Spruit (Appendix E).

Perceptions of the Site
So far, the details gathered to highlight the particular focus of the Spruit recreational use.

Indeed, the view from JCPZ is that this is one of the ‘most beautiful areas in Johannesburg,
and should be protected as such’, contributing to the mental and physical health of
residents (Anonymous, 2021c). Similarly, one user indicated that they were happy with the

management by Jozi Trails as it ‘builds awareness and appreciation of the trails’ in
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Johannesburg (Appendix E). The data drawn from Twitter shows regular engagement from
users who visit the site recreationally, with people recording their visits, notably for
mountain biking; it has been described as the ‘best used trail 4 walkers & bikers in the city’,
while another says that the JUMA is ‘transforming the Spruit through adventure sport’
(Appendix F). My own site visits reflect this, with plenty of people observed visiting the site
throughout the week, being particularly busy on weekends when families are present.
Sundays are notably busy as well, with congregations of Zionist church groups gathering for

service.

There is a sense that the Spruit is a key part of the communities it connects to. Regular
events known as ‘Spruit Days’ have been held over the last decade, usually around
September, and can be seen as a continuation of the ‘Braamies Day’ held in the 1980s. CRA
hosts these events with permission from JCPZ, focusing on cleaning up the litter found along
the Spruit (Anonymous 2021a). Indeed, there is a sense of civic pride in the Spruit for these
communities, an ‘asset to [the] area’ that has seen an increase in usage over the last few
years (Anonymous, 2021a). This response is echoed by other site visitors: one says they
‘love the feeling of being in a beautiful environment’, while another appreciates that it is a
‘space for recreation that isn’t available otherwise’, notably mountain biking (Appendix E).
This has been particularly important over the last year during the COVID-19 Lockdown, as it
allowed one user to ‘meet up with friends in the socially-distanced outdoors’ (Appendix E).
In a survey conducted by Next Step Consulting (2016b), 85.73% of respondents indicated
they enjoyed using the space for their hobbies, followed by the opportunity to ‘connect with
the natural environment’ (74.25%), and the chance to spend time with family and the
community (41.42%). The sense of common ownership here highlights a view of the Spruit
as a site that, in a sense, belongs to the residents, who are actively involved in making the

space an appealing public site.

This is not to say that there are not any negative views of the site. A recurring point of
contention for those who answered the questionnaire was the presence of litter and
pollution, as well as the ‘degradation of existing infrastructure’ (Appendix E). Similar
concerns were voiced on Twitter, with users often commenting about the environmental
degradation of the site, notably with polluted water being seen as ‘unacceptable’ (Appendix

F). A bigger issue raised, however, was that of safety. The Next Step Consulting Survey
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(2016b) highlights the anxieties faced by users of the site, notably being assaulted (79%) and
being bike jacked (60.09%). This points to the concerns regarding the perceived safety of the
site for users, especially as related to those who use bicycles. Users on Twitter often
reported crime, highlighting their anxieties as a result: one comment directed at JCPZ in
2015 asked for assistance with ’pollution and vagrants’ while another from 2016 says the
‘situation of vagrants along the Braamfontein Spruit is also starting to become a serious

problem’ (Appendix F).

The issue of crime raises a key concern in the use of the Spruit. Muggings have been
reported in the area, with people being robbed for their valuables (Anonymous, 2021a).
Indeed, the official social media channels for Jozi Trails often put out alerts for crimes that
occur along the Spruit, aiming to promote awareness for users when they visit, though these
often promote a sense of the space as lawless. One user from 2018 describes the Spruit as a
‘corridor free for all’ due to a lack of law enforcement (Appendix F). Another mentions that
‘for safety reasons, there are areas of the Spruit [they] used to go to but now avoid
(Appendix E). Jozi Trails has set up initiatives to deal with this, notably recruiting volunteer
Trail Guardians to create a ‘safer zone for park users’ (Jozi Trails, 2021b). The group also
receives support from private security companies to help monitor and patrol certain areas
and aims to create a ‘constructive partnership’ between community members and law

enforcement (Randburg Sun, 2021).

This focus on insecurity also highlights the tension between residents and informal users of
the Spruit. As mentioned, the presence of park dwellers is seen as a challenge to the
management of the site. The position of JCPZ is that park dwellers should be housed in
proper facilities, but they have no legal authority to do so (Anonymous, 2021c). Similarly,
Jozi Trails cannot act as a private company, besides repairing what damage might have been
caused, such as to fences and signage (Anonymous, 2021b). The presence of homeless
camps is a noted issue for other park users. Comments on Twitter reveal agitation with the
presence of waste pickers, perceived as ‘illegal migrants’ who cause crime in the area
(Appendix F). The respondents to Next Step Consulting’s survey highlighted issues with
vagrants as being a cause for concern, with the increased presence making users feel
uncomfortable, especially when on the Spruit alone (Next Step Consulting, 2016a).

Participants in the questionnaire highlight complex feeling around this, being more
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It should be noted that some users were more accepting of the presence of park dwellers
who lived on the Spruit but still wished there to be measures that enforced safety for
visitors (Appendix E). The question of safety here highlights the tension that exists between
those who might be understood as formal users and those who are not. While there exists a
sense of promoting the site as being open to all residents, there are anxieties related to
crime and security that ultimately cause friction between groups that can be understood as

using the site in different ways.

Chapter Conclusion
The data collected during the period of fieldwork is drawn from several sources, though the

focus is ultimately on the qualitative nature of the responses and observations. There is a
strong sense of appreciation for the Braamfontein Spruit as a public space by residents, and
the range of activities spoken about and observed reflects this. The Spruit is seen as a
valuable green space, and there is a lot in the way of community involvement within the
site, dealing with issues such as pollution. This is reflected in an appreciation for the work
Jozi Trails does, with the development of the trails generally seen as having a positive
impact. Regarding people who live informally along the Spruit, this is a difficult issue for
some. Comments from the survey conducted by Next Step Consulting and from Twitter
users clearly show hostility for the perceived negative influence of park dwellers along the
spruit. This points to the challenges in thinking of the accessibility of the site, and who the
site is for. While nominally open to all residents, there exist divides between different types
of users, notable those who visit the site recreationally and park dwellers who reside along

its embankments.
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Chapter 6 - Rethinking Public Space

This chapter will apply the key concepts that were explored in the literature review and use
them to examine the data drawn out from the fieldwork and interviews. The focus is on
examining how the process of place-making outlined in the conceptual framework in
Chapter 2 can be applied to what is being observed at the Braamfontein Spruit, and how Jozi
Trails’ role has impacted this. This will focus on three points. The first is how the idea of the
Braamfontein Spruit exists as a public space, and how different processes enable aspects of
tightening and loosening within the site. The second examines how an idea of place-making
occurs within the site. This explores how the interactions between users and their spatial
practices engage with the processes of formalisation within the site. The third point
examines how the Braamfontein Spruit might be understood as a place, unpacking the
processes of territorialisation and heterotopic identities that occur within the site. This
crucially gets to the concern of how a public space like the Braamfontein Spruit exists within
Johannesburg, unpacking the tensions between the use of the site that prioritise its
recreational element with the more complex appropriations of public spaces by the city’s

poor and homeless.

The Braamfontein Spruit as Public Space
As outlined in Chapter 2, spatial meaning and practices are influenced by processes of

tightening and loosening. In general, we can understand tight space as the types as being
part of the planned uses of space, the representations of space of its envisioned use and
subsequent enforcement. This contrasts with loose space, the sites that develop through
more open-ended engagements within the urban environment, and as such are informed by
representational processes marked by its occupations. The nature of urban space is that
these two processes exist in tension with one another, between the formal designation of
open public space and sites that become more interstitial within urban environments.
Within Johannesburg, public space broadly covers publicly open sites, access to which the
city views as crucial in the development of a more equitable city (City of Johannesburg:
Department of Development Planning, 2016). The planning thus informs more formal
designations and outlines the city’s vision for a city that overcomes a legacy of spatial

inequality. Crucial as well as the role of municipal institutions in managing these sites, such

47



as Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo in overseeing the management and maintenance of

spaces like the Braamfontein Spruit.

What informs the plans of the city are processes of formalisation that seek to manage and
maintain these spaces for users. The JCPZ's interest in engaging in private-public partnership
highlights both the interest and want to develop the Braamfontein Spruit, which isin a
sense a continuation of the plan initially conceived in the 1980s. This in part is the attempt
to improve the maintenance of the site and to promote its accessibility to residents and
general users. The priority of the city to maintain and conserve its green open spaces, as
outlined by policies such as JIMOSS, means that there is a focus on integrating spaces like the
Braamfontein Spruit into the cityscape. This, in part, is informed by the plans to develop
what can be understood as accessibility in the site, which focuses on making the site

appealing to residents and bringing in more visitors.

The mandate of Jozi Trails thus can be understood to achieve this aim. The management of
the site through a private-public partnership here is seen as being a part of an ‘upliftment
project’ for the site, providing crucial maintenance to the area (Jozi Trails, 2021a). The aim
here is to develop the site into an integrated part of Johannesburg’s public spaces. The key
to this is tackling the perceived negative associations, such as crime and litter. The role of
Jozi Trails thus becomes crucial to allowing JCPZ to achieve its aims within the Spruit, with
the intention to expand access to public space for the residents of Johannesburg. The role of
formalisation here is to develop a territory that fits within an idea of open spaces for the city

while providing the means to manage the site.

What should be noted is that this presents an idea of public space that is focused on certain
demographics. The issue is that there is that the focus is directed more toward middle-class
users. The idea of the public is informed, in a sense, by what can be considered an
acceptable type of user, more focused on hobbyists and recreational visitors than those who
might utilise the site in other more unconventional ways, such as park dwellers. This speaks
to the complexities in thinking about who the public is in public space, especially within a
city like Johannesburg where open spaces are often contested. The presence of people
camping along the Spruit presents a challenge to the idea of what public space should be
used for. Given that these people often work in the local area as informal workers (Charlton,

2019), there is a complex relationship between how space is used that conflicts with what
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groups managing the site want. This raises larger questions concerning issues such as
housing and access to work within the city, which is beyond the scope of this report.
Nevertheless, this highlights the complexities that always underscore how the idea of public

space is imagined within Johannesburg.

This speaks to an issue with the management of public space, which prioritises the
appropriation of these spaces for certain demographics and users. Given there exists a
range of users and uses of the site, there is what can be understood as a limitation in
thinking of what is appropriate within public space. This seems apparent in the contrast
between the hawkers who reside by the bridge by Victory Park, and the established shops
by Conrad Drive. The priority of development is addressed to bringing the users to middle-
class spaces for shopping. This contrast with the present informal sector, which, though not
necessarily harassed, still contravenes by-laws that administer the area. What is apparent is
that there exists along the Spruit a rich range of uses outside of the focus of the trail
development, from park dwellers who reside along the spruit, to church groups that meet
up on Sundays. These are groups who might otherwise not find spaces in the city that cater
to them but instead have found opportunities within the interstitial site of the Spruit. The
key point here is that there should be an understanding of public space that embraces the
diverse range of spatial appropriations that inform how the Spruit is understood as a public

place.

Examining Spatial Practices
The range in the ways that people use the site speaks to a diversity of spatial practices.

These practices reflect the ways that people use spaces, drawing meaning and associations
within these sites. This covers a range of activities, from simply walking within the site to
processes of appropriation of space for more specific uses (such as paths for cycling, or the
sites for hawking). It is also informed by the implementation of steps that in a sense
formalise the space, such as the enforcement of by-laws or otherwise ‘manage’ the site. The
conceptual framing of spatial practice as being understood as to how people create meaning
through their day-to-day actions within spaces points to two crucial points when thinking
about public space; how people engage with the formal structures implemented within

these sites and how they might employ different tactics that were not planned for.
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When examining the development of the trail network by Jozi Trails, we see an attempt to
influence the ways that people use and move through the Spruit. The maintenance of paths
and the introduction of trail signs within the study area are some of the most visible ways
that their role has shaped the site. The signage reflects the vision for the trail network,
being a visible indicator of what Jozi Trails want to achieve both in maintaining the paths
and in promoting how users interact with the site. These notably promote site etiquette,
such as demarcating which paths are assigned for certain types of users or reminders on
how to interact with others along the trails. The intention here is to mitigate the potential
sources of conflict between users, most notably between cyclists and general walkers.
Indeed, there are plenty of potential sources of conflict here, as narrow paths often present
a challenge for negotiating shared spaces between users. This speaks to the importance of
the role Jozi Trails has in managing this, and the usefulness of the signage. The creation of
shared culture, as it were, thus serves as a useful soft measure, attempting to manage how

users interact with the Spruit so as to allow for more positive shared interactions.

The development of the trails also reflects the focus on having the site appeal to certain
types of users. This is aligned with Jozi Trails' own proposal to develop the site as a
recreational site and as a tourist spot (Next Step Consulting, 2016a). This reflects a certain
understanding of its user base as primarily being middle-class and recreational. Indeed,
based on the responses to the survey put out by Next Step Consulting, the people who
would have responded would have primarily been hobbyists, namely mountain bike cyclists
(Chapter 5). Even with the aim being to promote the idea of the Braamfontein Spruit as a
public space for everyone, there are still limitations in what is prioritised, and for whom.
This points to the challenges faced by a group like Jozi Trails, and the difficulties in managing
relationships between different users and stakeholders. There is an interest in developing
the site in a way that brings in users who will use the additional services that have
developed along the Spruit, such as Delta Café and the restaurants based at Delta Central.
Yet these services only cater to middle-class users. The lack of more public amenities that
might be available free to use, such as bathrooms, means that there is a limitation in terms
of accessibility. While not an explicit process of discrimination, it does speak to the types of

soft ‘tightening’ which exclude the city’s poorer residents.
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The concept of desire lines, the ‘micro-level actions of individuals’ that often challenge the
planned urban environment, provides a useful framework for understanding the significance
of this (Nichols, 2014b: 653). While the overall structure of the Spruit is focused on types of
users, there exists a wider range of users and visitors to the site, and thus the trails, in ways
either not planned for or difficult to accommodate. An example here is the crossing at 5™
Avenue Park in Parkhurst. Even with the removal of the community bridge, the site still
serves as a crucial point for people to navigate the Spruit. The trails along the Spruit,
whether marked by signs or not, are crucial to how people use and navigate the city at large.
Here the spatial practices of the site reflect ways in which the openness of the Spruit serves
various visitors as they move through and interact with the city. The presence of commuters
walking to work and back home, or waste pickers navigating to spots to sort through rubbish
highlights the important yet complicated role public space plays within a city like
Johannesburg. Public spaces such as the Spruit serve people in a way that extends beyond
recreational uses, playing an important role in the more complex fabric of urban life in the

area.

The Braamfontein Spruit as Urban Commons
So far, what has been highlighted is how the development of the Braamfontein Spruit has

impacted how the site is understood as a public space. The concern is that there exist
limitations in how an idea of the public is conceived, with the development of the Spruit
focused more on middle-class, recreational users. As a place, it has been informed by a
process of territorialisation through a range of hard and soft measures that aim to protect
these interests. The growth of security services and the presence of fencing along the edges
of the Spruit reflects the underlying security concerns that inform the residential suburbs of
the area. Indeed, the sense of anxiety that underlies this, informed by negative perceptions

of the park dwellers who live there, highlights how inequality within the city manifests.

When examining the role of the different groups involved in managing the Spruit, that is
residents’ associations, Jozi Trails and JCPZ, there is a clear sense of identity that is
associated with the Spruit. Through activities such as Spruit Days, a process of shared
meaning develops amongst residents and those who join in. The Spruit serves as a key point

to the community for those who live in the area. Similarly, the activities of users such as
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cyclists have informed a long-standing sense of rights to the site, developing an idea of the

space as a major point for mountain biking within the city.

These processes inform an idea of space-commoning, in that they reflect spatial practices
that highlight how shared experiences inform a communal sense of identity within a place.
The issue, however, is that it reflects a limited sense of who the commons are for. The
concern is that Spruit is seeing an enclosure through soft and hard measures, processes that
ultimately exclude more vulnerable users who do not fit within these communities. This
again returns to the issues of the position of park dwellers within the Braamfontein Spruit,
and how public spaces can be developed to be inclusive and accessible to all residents.
There is a clear focus by the city to use the development of public spaces to address the
process of social inequality within the city. The use of spaces that can be understood to
belong in common to all residents can be seen as an end-goal for the city, in a sense opening
up the idea of the right to the city for a range of residents. The issue is how to manage the
inherently heterotopic nature of public spaces, where there exist multiple publics, but which

might conflict with one another.

Commoning presents a valuable framework for thinking of public space as open-ended,
crucially open to interaction and shared experience. This builds on thinking of urban space
along the lines of right to the city, that people have a right to inhabit these spaces. The
importance of thinking of public space as a common good for all residents means that there
is a need for management to appreciate the more complex ways in which spaces are used
and the multitude of spatial practices at play. The inherently heterotopic nature of public
space means that there needs to be a clear focus on how different users interact with each
other. This presents a challenge for the management of spaces such as the Spruit. While Jozi
Trails does seek to promote shared etiquette for visitors to the site, this is aimed at certain
visitors. The concern is how to approach park dwellers who might otherwise be using the
Spruit in ways that contravene by-laws and other restrictions within the site. Given the
broader interconnections that this informality has to the area, in terms of people who work
within the surrounding suburbs, there are risks in enforcing a tightening of the public
territory. This could lead to the further displacement of people, pushing them further out to

other edges of the city.
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What needs to be considered here is how space can be thought of in ways that can
accommodate the diverse range of users and experiences that are at play within the Spruit.
Both the city authorities and Jozi Trails have articulated an idea of the space being available
to everyone. Yet this is always limited by the imposition of structures of power that benefit
those with the means to appropriate public territories for their own wants. The aim is to
think of ways to break through the processes of enclosure and open up how the
Braamfontein Spruit can be understood as a commons. The ‘paradox of the frontier’ as
outlined by de Certeau (Chapter 2; de Certeau, 1984) draws attention to how these
contested spaces are also points of interconnection and overlap. Boundaries can be crossed,
and this is something that is crucial for the rethinking of public space within a city such as
Johannesburg. The formalisation of the Spruit has enabled the development of the site in
ways that can bring more users and make it safer. This, however, should always be
tempered by the ways it might impact the city’s most vulnerable. The key here is expanding
how the role of management within these spaces occurs, drawing on the reality of the
existence of multiple publics within the city. These spaces clearly provide a range of uses
and benefits to those who visit them, even if they might, in turn, provide issues for those

users who have the means to prioritise their own interests.

Chapter Conclusion
This chapter has taken the theoretical framework outlined in the Literature Review and used

them to examine relevant details about the Braamfontein Spruit as discussed in Chapter 5.
The first section explores how the Braamfontein Spruit can be understood as a public space
within the context of Johannesburg, primarily developing sites that are accessible to all
residents. This informs Jozi Trails' mandate, which seeks to develop the trail network for
various users. This though leads to a process of territorialisation that impacts the way the
site is used. This is seen in the types of spatial practices observed within the site and the
complex ways in which the development of the trail network reflects the interests of certain
user groups. What is important to understand is that the site exists in connection to the city
at large, which reflects more complicated uses than just as a recreational space. The
broader range of experiences that inform the uses of the spruit, such as park dwellers
residing along the embankments, are at risk of being excluded from the growing plans to

develop the site. While the need to manage the public space does present complex
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challenges, there is a risk of spatial tightening, namely as a response to perceived security
issues. The concern here is that this would limit the commoning potential of the site, that
the risk of enclosure would make it a place for only a selection of its users. There is a need,
given the site's importance to the informal economy of the area and how it is, in fact, a
home for many residents, to draw in a range of perspectives into the further planning and
development of the Spruit. The trails should be seen as a part of the city at large, and thus
inform the social desire lines that reflect how residents move through and engage with the

city.
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Chapter 7 - Conclusion

This report has been an examination of the recent developments to formalise the trail
network along the Braamfontein Spruit, exploring the formalisation and management of the

site and how this interacts with observed spatial practices.

The conceptual framework that underpinned this report was investigated in Chapter 2,
which explored the literature surrounding key theories. Unpacking how ideas of space and
place are framed informed a significant part of this report, drawing out the distinctions
between physical space and relational place. This was informed by the idea that spaces,
especially those within the public sphere, are subject to processes of tightening and
loosening, whereby the actions of planners and users inform different types of
appropriation within these sites. The process of place-making was identified through the
process of spatial practice, how people interact with their environment to develop personal
connections and meaning in the everyday. These complex social practices were related to
urban common-making and desire lines. Common-making informs an idea of
conceptualising space as a commons, serving a crucial theoretical framework with which to
underpin an idea of public space as being shared by different users. The concept of desire
lines informs this as well, highlighting the visible but informal ways that people appropriate
and use public space, often in ways that are not planned or managed. These concepts are
used as a theoretical lens with which to examine both how people relate to the
Braamfontein Spruit during the fieldwork section of the report, and with which to examine

the aims of Jozi Trails, the organisation managing the Spruit.

Chapter 3 provided an overview of the research methods, highlighting the focus on
qualitative methods and how these would inform the site visits and the analysis. The aim
was to draw in the views of experts who are involved with the management of the site, as
well as those of everyday users and my own personal observation. To support this | also
incorporated online sources such as an online questionnaire and examined public posts that
could be drawn from Twitter, to better understand a range of views and perspectives. My
observations would support this, with field notes and photographs allowing me to gain a
sense of how people use the chosen area of the Spruit, and the impact of the developments

implemented by Jozi Trails.
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Chapter 4 dealt with the historical and social context of the Braamfontein Spruit and
explored how the site has served as a public space within Johannesburg. What is important
to understand is where the site is located within the city of Johannesburg, what
neighbourhoods it runs through and the types of people who use it. It is also crucial to
understand how the site has been developed over the years, such as the attempts in the
1980s to be made into a linear park, or how local neighbourhoods are involved in the
maintenance of the site. This highlighted both the importance of the site for those who use
it and revealed some of the underlying tensions in how public space manifests within the

city.

Chapter 5 was an overview of the fieldwork conducted and the data gathered, as
highlighted in the research methods. Utilising the field notes, photographs, and perspectives
taken from experts and users, the aim was to expand on an understanding of the site both
as a physical space and as a public place. The comments from those involved in Jozi Trails
and Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo help contextualise official positions regarding the
Spruit and the goals of developing the trail network. Drawing on the experience of different
users helped highlight what people appreciated about the site, but also exposed certain
anxieties and concerns. This in part revealed the issues between different users, notably
between those who use the site recreationally and those whose use of the site is considered

informal.

Chapter 6 was an analysis of the fieldwork, using the conceptual framework outlined in
Chapter 2 to explore how the observations relate to core concepts. Key to this was exploring
how the idea of the Braamfontein Spruit can be understood as a public space, especially one
that might be understood as a public commons. The aim to this was to unpack the sources
of conflict between users, and the limited ways in which the idea of accessible space is
envisioned. The territorialisation of public space by different users highlights the ways that
they seek to make use of public spaces for their own interests. The issue is that the
formalisation of the trails serves to privilege more middle-class users while overlooking
those who use the site in ways that might be considered informal. This, along with other
processes such as the implementation of fences and security patrols, serves to tighten the
space of the site. While this can improve the safety and access to the site, there is the risk

that those spatial practices considered unwanted might be targeted as a result. Users such
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as waste pickers and other park dwellers might find themselves pushed further to other
fringes of the city due to their presence within public space posing a challenge for
recreational users and city management. The location of the Braamfontein Spruit makes it a
unique site within the city, and its openness speaks to a potential range of activities that
reflect the reality of public space in Johannesburg. Using desire lines as a concept, we can
see that there is a need for people to find their own space within the city, whether it is for
recreational use or as means to survive. The issue is that response from management might
target more vulnerable users, in a sense focusing on sanitising the space. While funding and
security are important in making public spaces feel accessible, it is important to make the
notion of an open public space something that is open to anyone. That is, to think about
how it might be held in common, and to be open to the range of users and appropriations
within the space. In this, the idea of unpacking the commoning potential, even if this might

be more challenging or uncomfortable, is crucial to managing sites like this within the city.

Going Forward
The reality is that managing public spaces is a complex process. The desire to make public

space safe can often conflict with the desire to make it accessible. This is apparent when the
focus on funding leads to city governments employing private-public partnerships to
oversee the development of these spaces. This can cause issues, with the tightening of
spaces that can lead to more exclusive areas or even wholesale privatisation. For a city like
Johannesburg, this only serves to diminish the aims of addressing spatial injustice and
making public space more equitable. The focus of Jozi Trails is on making the Braamfontein
Spruit an open space within the city, to make it a site that improves residents’ access to
open green areas. The issue is that the management of these sites often struggles with
dealing with informal users such as park dwellers. The concern is that anxieties around
safety might privilege the voices of certain users, leading to further discrimination or even
removal of those whose use of the site is deemed unacceptable. While there is no easy
solution, given the broader issues of homelessness and poverty within the city, it is argued
here that the management of public spaces must consider the voices of all of those along

the Braamfontein Spruit.
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Braamfontein Spruit Green Bridge

Figure 7-1 Green Bridge Hub Proposal (Rathbone, 2022h).
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Figure 7-2 5th Avenue Park Hub Proposal (Rathbone, 2022i).
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Figure 7-3 Delta Café Hub Proposal (Rathbone, 2022j).
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The focus of any potential intervention within the site should consider how the aspects of
place-making could be developed throughout the site, offering opportunities and amenities
for a range of users. The following maps in Figures 7-1, 7-2, and 7-3, showcase potential
lost-cost suggestions for the site that could enable the growth of the sense of place along
the Spruit. Each area highlights a section along the western embankment that could be
earmarked for additional amenities. Comments from Spruit users mentioned in Chapter 5
highlight the desire to see more safer crossings/bridges, restrooms, and ‘space for economic
activity’ (Appendix E). Working from this, the section along the western side where crossings
exist - either as bridges or informal crossings - could serve to be developed into hubs along

the Spruit.

Improving the safety of the bridges is one important step. Observations based on my
fieldwork highlight the importance of these crossings for pedestrians. Certain users might
use one section more than others, such as recreational users accessing Delta Park around
the Delta Café or workers crossing the blue bridge to move between Parkhurst and Victory
Park. The maintenance and development of these sites are still crucial to any long-term
planning of the site. This can be further improved by properly implementing a crossing at
the 5th Avenue Park, allowing safe crossing for users at that section. This would require

coordination between Jozi Trails and other municipal bodies, such as the JRA.

A second feature would be the expansion of benches around these areas. As the Project for
Public Spaces argues, focusing on small-scale, affordable initiatives can play an important
role in developing the sense of place, and allow for experimentation without heavy
investment (Project for Public Spaces, 2016). This works alongside the work currently done
by Jozi Trails, such as the implementation of signage. The intention would be to turn these
points into hubs, generating a ‘stickiness’ in terms of how people engage with the sites. This
could also work in conjunction with the informal traders who work by the Green Bridge,

providing spaces for them to work.

The final proposed addition would be for toilets and drinking water points. The lack of public
restrooms presents an issue for users, especially given that toilets on private properties such
as Delta Café might restrict access to park-dwellers or other users who might be seen as
undesirable. Additional restroom facilities would be valuable to all users, and providing
drinking water serves both casual walkers and more active cyclists along the route. The
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focus, again, is to think about how these points along the crossing can be improved to
create positive public features. The sharing of space plays an important role in how we
might think of public places as being held in common. The expansion of public facilities can
play a key role in this and could inform the future development of the Braamfontein Spruit

as a public space within Johannesburg.

The notion of making public space an urban commons speaks to the need to open up an
understanding of who space is for, framing the notion of accessibility in a way that can
appreciate the heterotopic nature of public space. The presence of multiple publics, who
engage in a diverse range of spatial practices, points to the complex ways in which place-
making manifests. These spaces are not inert, and thus subject to messy points of conflict
and uneven distribution. This is perhaps where the role of management, and even the idea
of formalisation of space, might be expanded on. There needs to be some appreciation and
even enabling of looseness within public space so as to safeguard access, and not rely on

harder measures of enclosure and restraint.

The question of how to bring in those users who are otherwise excluded is a much larger
topic, that touches on many other issues faced by Johannesburg’s municipal administration.
Indeed, a key limitation of this report was the lack of representation of the range of users.
The interviews conducted do not provide a wide-ranging sample base, something that
should be expanded for further research. The interviews conducted only reflected certain
demographics, and a more representative study could focus on more comprehensive
fieldwork to draw out the range of uses and appropriations within the site. How public
space might be understood as accessible is crucial for developing a more inclusive city, and
the key to this is incorporating a range of viewpoints to better manage these sites for the

people who use them.

By thinking of how public spaces might serve as a commons, the aim here is to find a way to
bring together the range of users and experiences and use this to develop a more robust
approach to managing public sites. The need for public space is something that can be
understood as crucial to creating a Johannesburg that is more equitable. As such, attention
needs to be made to figuring out to include and manage all voices and develop a sense of

shared belonging to spaces such as the Braamfontein Spruit.
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Appendix B: Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form - Email
Interviews

Dear Sir/Madam

My name is Daniel Rathbone, and | am a Master’s student in Urban Studies at the University of the
Witwatersrand, Johannesburg. As part of my studies, | must undertake a research project, and | am
conducting this investigation under the supervision of Mr. Mawabo Msingaphantsi. The aim of this
research project is to examine how the Jozi Trails initiative impacts the ways in which people use the
Braamfontein Spruit.

As part of this project, | would like to invite you to take part in an interview over email. This activity
will involve answering a series of questions via email, with potentially further correspondence for
follow up questions.

There will be no personal costs to you if you participate in this project, you will not receive any direct
benefits from participation but there are no disadvantages or penalties if you do not choose to
participate or if you withdraw from the study. You may withdraw at any time or not answer any
questions if you do not want to. The interview will be completely confidential and anonymous as |
will not be asking for your name or any identifying information, and the information you give to me
will be held securely and not disclosed to anyone else. Unless otherwise stated, | will be using a
pseudonym (false name) to represent your participation in my final research report.

If you have any questions during or afterwards about this research, feel free to contact me on the
details listed below. If you wish to receive a summary of this report, | will be happy to send it to you.
The data collected from this research project will be stored in a secure hard drive and will be kept
for 3 years. With your permission, the data collected from this research project may be used by
other researchers. If you have any concerns or complaints regarding the ethical procedures of this
study, you are welcome to contact the University Human Research Ethics Committee (Non-Medical),
telephone +27(0) 11 717 1408, email hrecnon-medical@wits.ac.za.

Yours sincerely,

Daniel Clayton Rathbone
2507616

Researcher:

Daniel Clayton Rathbone
2507616@students.wits.ac.za
+27 79 854 0223

Supervisor:

Mawabo Msingaphantsi
Mawabo.Msingaphantsi@wits.ac.za
011717 7623
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Consent Form

Rethinking Public Space in Johannesburg: formalisation and commoning along the Braamfontein
Spruit
Daniel Rathbone

L e s , agree to participate in this research project. The research has been
explained to me and | understand what my participation will involve. | agree to the following:

Please circle the relevant options below:

| agree that my participation will remain YES NO
anonymous
| agree that the researcher may use anonymous YES NO

quotes in his / her research report

| agree that the information | provide may be YES NO
used anonymously after this project has ended,

for academic purposes by other researchers,

subject to their own ethics clearance being

obtained.
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Appendix C: Sample Questions — Email Interview Sample Questions

The following questions will serve as a guide for the interviews to be conducted over email

H w o nhoRe

8.
9.

What are the aims of Jozi Trails with regards to the Braamfontein Spruit?

What organisations fund/support Jozi Trails?

What is Jozi Trails' relationship with Johannesburg City Parks and Zoo?

What is Jozi Trails' relationship with the residents’ associations (such as Parkhurst Residents
and Business Owners Association (PRABOA))?

How are the pathways maintained, and what informs the process of demarcating a path for
certain functions (for example, such as bicycle paths as opposed to pedestrian paths)?

How does the initiative engage with people who live along the Spruit informally?

To what extent does the Jozi Trails project build on existing or informal paths along the
Spruit?

What is the role of Jozi Trails in relation to the safety and security within the site?

What is the importance of developing the Braamfontein Spruit into a public space?

10. What long-term plans do Jozi Trails have for the site?
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Appendix D: Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form —
Questionnaire

Dear Sir/Madam

My name is Daniel Rathbone, and | am a Master’s student in Urban Studies at the University of the
Witwatersrand, Johannesburg. As part of my studies, | must undertake a research project, and | am
conducting this investigation under the supervision of Mr. Mawabo Msingaphantsi. The aim of this
research project is to examine how the Jozi Trails initiative impacts the ways in which people use the
Braamfontein Spruit.

As part of this project, | would like to invite you to take part in answering a questionnaire via Google
Forms. This activity will involve you answering a set list of questions.

There will be no personal costs to you if you participate in this project, you will not receive any direct
benefits from participation but there are no disadvantages or penalties if you do not choose to
participate or if you withdraw from the study. You may withdraw at any time or not answer any
guestions if you do not want to. The questionnaire will be completely confidential and anonymous
as | will not be asking for your name or any identifying information, and the information you give to
me will be held securely and not disclosed to anyone else. | will be using a pseudonym (false name)
to represent your participation in my final research report.

If you have any questions during or afterwards about this research, feel free to contact me on the
details listed below. If you wish to receive a summary of this report, | will be happy to send it to you.
The data collected from this research project will be stored in a secure hard drive and will be kept
for 3 years. With your permission, the data collected from this research project may be used by
other researchers. If you have any concerns or complaints regarding the ethical procedures of this
study, you are welcome to contact the University Human Research Ethics Committee (Non-Medical),
telephone +27(0) 11 717 1408, email hrecnon-medical@wits.ac.za.

Yours sincerely,

Daniel Clayton Rathbone
2507616

Researcher:

Daniel Clayton Rathbone
2507616@students.wits.ac.za
+27 79 854 0223

Supervisor:

Mawabo Msingaphantsi
Mawabo.Msingaphantsi@wits.ac.za
011717 7623

74


mailto:hrecnon-medical@wits.ac.za
mailto:2507616@students.wits.ac.za
mailto:Mawabo.Msingaphantsi@wits.ac.za

Consent Form

Rethinking Public Space in Johannesburg: formalisation and commoning along the Braamfontein

Spruit
Daniel Rathbone

L e s , agree to participate in this research project. The research has been

explained to me and | understand what my participation will involve. | agree to the following:

Please circle the relevant options below:

| agree that my participation will remain YES NO
anonymous
| agree that the researcher may use anonymous YES NO

quotes in his / her research report

| agree that the information | provide may be YES NO
used anonymously after this project has ended,

for academic purposes by other researchers,

subject to their own ethics clearance being

obtained.

.......................................... (signature)
.......................................... (name of participant)

.......................................... (signature)
.......................................... (name of person seeking consent)

Available online at the following link: https://forms.gle/LEdxzzR8bxxUgbub?
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Appendix E: Participant Responses — Questionnaire

Questions

Participant 1

Participant 2

Participant 3

Participant 4

Participant 5

Participant 6

Participant 7

| agree that my
participation will
remain
anonymous.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

| agree that the
researcher may
use anonymous
quotes in his /
her research
report.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

I agree that the
information |
provide may be
used
anonymously
after this project
has ended, for
academic
purposes by
other
researchers,
subject to their
own ethics
clearance being
obtained.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

How often do
you visit the
Spruit?

About 3 times a
month, usually in
the weekend

Once a month

On average about
twice a month.

At least once a
week

once a month

Fairly often

3-5times a week

What are your
thoughts on the
Braamfontein

Usually love it and
am pleased that
this space is being
so well-used by a

Its in a better state
than a shile ago.
Less litter.

| believe it to be a
very valuable
public space, which
includes parks and

It is excellent that
we have such
spaces to enjoy

It is a public good
and valuable to our
community.

It is a completely

open space that is
used by all sorts of
people, either as a

| think it is a space
where many
people from
different social
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Spruit as a public

range of people

trails used by many

park or a corridor

groups freely use a

space? | and for a range of Jo’burgers for to walk to single space, and
activities walking, picnics, work/the shops. It | have opportunity
cycling, park runs, doesn't just have cross paths. ltis
etc. one use or specific | great that some of
group. the trails are so
well maintained
and that it is free
space for
recreation that
isn't really
available otherwise
in Jhb. Ialso think
it could be
developed even
more
. I love the feeling of
Being able to walk L g
. being in a beautiful
along the Spruit, .
enjoying that so environment.
Water is always
many others are .
L calming and makes
enjoying it as well, ou feel like vou
depending on their y . y It has alot of
are in the country. )
wants and needs. . . different types of .
. | enjoy looking for . The mountain
That we can decide . Being able to be spaces, for [ -
. the birds and . . . biking trails in
What do you | to go in different . e outside, in nature, L . different uses, like
. . . Nice dog walk wildlife found Being in the city . Delta park, and
enjoy about the | directions - along . even though we . good bicycle paths, .
. . space along the Spruit, . . but in nature . that it stitches the
Spruit? | the Spruit, up to are in the middle very open fields

Delta Park -
depending on how
much walking we
want to do.
Watching the birds
that use the Spruit
as well - being able
to watch ducklings

including the water
birds. I love
walking with my
dogs, who also love
playing in the
water. | enjoy the
sense of
community
experienced with

of the city

but also deep
vegetation and
shady places to sit.

different parks
together.
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grow up is always a
pleasure.

other walkers.
There’s always a
sense of friendly
camaraderie.
During COVID
Lockdown, the
spaces along the
Spruit became a
safe and important
space to meet up
with friends in the
socially-distanced
outdoors.

What are your
main
concerns/worries
regarding the
Spruit?

1. The amount of
broken up
polystyrene food
containers washed
up along the Spruit
- really wish that
these would be
phased out at take-
aways, as they just
break up further
and are hard to
clean up. 2. Cyclists
that don't follow
the signs and ride
where walkers are
- and those that
don't slow down
on shared paths. 3.
A concern is that
the shared paths
(walkers and
cyclists) and very
often the clearly

Litter

One of the biggest
worries about the
Spruit is the
amount of
pollution in and
around the water.
When | was young,
we used to walk,
splash about and
play in the Spruit.
Now I'd be too
scared to, | even
worry as to
whether the water
is safe for the dogs
to drink. | worry
very much for the
health of the
homeless people
who live by the
river. It also
sometimes feels
like we are

Safety of walkers,
and environmental
pollution

The litter and
safety.

Degradation of
existing
infrastructure like
the bridges,
making it harder to
access or Cross.

Secure crossings
along the Delta
sections, security
and more public
facilities like
restrooms
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marked walkers
paths are getting
narrower and
rutted by bike tyres
which can make it
harder to use the
path as a walker. 4.
And my particular
bugbear - dog
owners that either
can't control their
dogs or think it is
amusing when
their dogs harass
the ducks in the
water. Untrained
dogs should be
muzzled, and dogs
should only be
allowed in the
water at the dog
"beach", and never
allowed to plunge
in and chase the
ducks at other
points along the
Spruit.

intruding on them
and their poverty
as well as their
pride, even though
these are public
spaces. They
should not be
there but there is
nowhere else for
them to go and
there are growing
numbers of people
who see no other
option but to live
along the river.
Safety is a big
concern, given that
muggings are an
unfortunate
occurrence.
Although the
muggings are often
blamed on the
homeless who live
there, | believe
that more often
there are criminals
who take
advantage of
places to hide so
that they can
target people. For
safety reasons,
there are areas of
the Spruit that |
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used to go to, but
now avoid.

Do you support

Yes - safe and well-
used public spaces
are what make
living in a city
bearable. The
Spruit feels well-
managed on the
whole, and

Definitely. Apart

Yes! Public
recreation is super

initiatives such . . . . Yes, it has had an .
R responsive to from creating trails | Yes - builds , important. They
as Jozi Trails and No, I don't because | overall good on
.. concerns about Yes. The more feet | and paths for awareness and , L also make the park
their impact on . . I don't know about | maintaining paths
security. But - the saver people to use, appreciation of the | . . more usable by
the . . o it. and clearing away
.| would not want there is a big safety | trails in Jhb more people, and
Braamfontein . ) overgrowth
. the Spruit to be benefit. let the park feel
Spruit? Why? .
over-policed and cared for
sanitised - the
space should work
for a wide a range
of people as
possible and for a
range of uses.
Yes. Th .
es. 1he more Yes, while paths
people out .
. . already existed,
enjoying the Spruit the organizing of
Do you think the | makes visiting feel Absolutely. It . acesgfor dif?erent
development of | safer. And it is creates areas for P Yes! More people

the trails and
paths improves
the accessibility
of the
Braamfontein
Spruit? Why?

always a pleasure
seeing the range of
people that use the
paths - cyclists for
exercise and
pleasure as well as
those commuting,
and the range of
walkers.

Yesl

people to walk and
cycle and opens up
places people
would not
otherwise have
gone to.

Yes, it prevents
land erosion if
people walk on
paths

Yes, it would. Give
more people
access

uses eg bicycles
helps to reduce
conflict and make
people feel more
welcome. It also
highlights how the
space connects to
other places and
encourages travel.

are as a result able
to use the space
because it offers
more options for
use
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What would you
like to see in
terms of
development or
infrastructure
with regards to
making the
Braamfontein
Spruit more
accessible?

The relative
wildness and
unpaved pathways
do make the Spruit
inaccessible to
those with mobility
challenges, but is a
great part of the
appeal and charm
of the Spruit.
People must
control their dogs
and pick up their
dog's waste and
dispose
thoughtfully - |
think more signage
is necessary - the
sign about the
ducks is very faded
and there should
be more of these.
There should be
clearly marked dog
waste bins at the
bridges and at the
Blairgowrie end.
Walkers and
cyclists must feel
free to use the
paths by sticking to
the helpful signs -
but it is important
that children be
made aware that
certain paths

Less litter and
cleaner water

Areas of the Spruit
that are well-
managed and
maintained are a
pleasure to visit.
Clean-ups are
important and
making sure that
bridges are
maintained and
safe is essential.
Safety in terms of
patrols is desirable,
to keep these
beautiful public
spaces safe for all.

Better safely
measures and
safety initiatives,
any initiatives that
create
environmental
awareness are
excellent

Safety, safety,
safety.

More bridges
across the river,
where informal
crossing already
exist would be a
huge
improvement,
there is risk to
certain people who
are forced to cross
at these points.

More safe bridges
to cross, more
space for economic
activity, more
restrooms, and
removal of invasive
plants
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require caution
because these are
used by cyclists - so
crossings clearly
marked.

Any further
comments or
thoughts?

| would like to see
tolerance and
solidarity from
everyone that uses
the Spruit for
whatever reason.

Thank you for this
attention and
interrogation
regarding our
treasured Spruit
areas.

N/a

| think it would be
great if we can find
ways of cleaning
up the water, as its
a resource to us all.

The trees that are
being planted at
the bottom of the
Delta section could
be done less
plantation style
and could be
planted rather in
clusters, it gives it a
much less man-
made feel.
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Appendix F: Twitter Data Table
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2017-12-02T14:05:40.000Z

2017-12-01T714:28:41.000Z
2017-11-25T707:01:06.000Z

2017-11-24T713:29:19.000Z

2017-11-03T17:55:00.000Z

2017-11-03T717:52:08.000Z

2017-11-03T15:05:54.000Z

2017-11-03T709:43:33.000Z

2017-10-28T07:45:38.000Z

2017-10-24T708:35:01.000Z

2017-10-24707:12:21.000Z

2017-10-20T12:27:59.000Z

2017-10-09T15:10:41.000Z

2017-10-06T14:54:56.000Z

149051413

3139870132
703855521

21581749

705430065698488321

705430065698488321

705430065698488321

3139870132

848209947531898880

848209947531898880

40304944

273099120

708409158320726016

273099120

@elisetempelhoff @cleansurfprj @Seasaver @aplastic_planet @SkyOceanRescue @eThekwiniM
@environmentza @WildlandsSA @WildAid_SA @ WWFSASSI @ WWFSouthAfrica @SaveOurRhinok9
Picture of the Braamfontein spruit; JNB, flows into the Crocodile river via Jukskei river. Despite many
complaints, @CityofJoburgZA do nothing to clean up! https://t.co/1z57esfFOb

@JHBWater Sewer blockage. Cnr Grosvernor&amp;Wilton Bryanston More than a week now. Raw
sewerage running into storm water and then braamfontein https://t.co/rRjhqg4maBQ risk.

@HermanMashaba HGC ready to roll on the Braamfontein Spruit https://t.co/zdgHCqej7P

JOIN US! Ward 90 #AReSebetseng clean-up will be at two points, start 9am, finishin12. @NicoDelager64
1. Hurlingham Park, corner St Andrews &amp; William Nicol.

2. #Braamfontein Spruit. Start 4 Maxwell MacDonald St, Glenadrienne. Plenty of bags @CityofloburgZA
@HermanMashaba https://t.co/WIsUu9cP6A

@ColJPublicSafety Braamfontein Spruit in Paulshof being contaminated with sewerage, slightly upstream
from Jukskei River @candy007james https://t.co/qiioOmnd9E

@JHBWater Follow up: sewerage leaking into Braamfontein Spruit all day. Ref no 401437448
@candy007james https://t.co/lqF8zyOn0B

@Jhb water Sewerage leaking all day from manhole &amp; running into spruit. Southside Witkoppen, just
west of Braamfontein Spruit @candy007james

@JHBWater @candy007james Sewer blocked at Witkoppen rd Bridge over Braamfontein Spruit. Sewerage
going into river. https://t.co/TZRCuHEaiC

@HermanMashaba @CityofloburgZA @ChangeAgentSA @ColSpeaker Collected 13kg of plastic out of the
Braamfontein spruit in bryanston. It's such a privilege to make the city cleaner and our environment

Lets clean up on of Joburgs main rivers the Braamfontein Spruit @HermanMashaba @ChangeAgentSA
@missearth_sa @PlasticPollutes #AReSebetseng https://t.co/Nmf6ljUaq7

Taking place at River Club Sector 2 along the Braamfontein Spruit, corner of The River Road and Belgravce
Road @fruitsandrootsB https://t.co/ahqif3Zcpj

Power outage @Parkhurst_JHB sub-station this morning was caused by a bird hitting a powerline on
Braamfontein Spruit. @CityPowerJhb https://t.co/5GwJxPHoyQ

What a storm...the Braamfontein spruit is raging through the park. The park will now transform...
https://t.co/NIGw7Hr3qY

Lovely evening on the Braamfontein Spruit in Craighall Park / Delta Park. @JoburgParksZoo
https://t.co/DmSyF10DQM
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2017-09-25T05:59:48.000Z

2017-09-18T07:45:01.000Z

2017-09-15T708:44:05.000Z

2017-09-15T705:15:42.000Z

2017-09-14707:06:05.000Z

2017-09-14T06:50:09.000Z

2017-08-15T06:26:58.000Z

2017-08-07T09:19:30.000Z

2017-07-30T10:42:22.000Z

2017-07-22716:43:11.000Z

2017-07-22T16:36:26.000Z

2017-07-22711:02:23.000Z

2017-07-22T10:56:18.000Z

703855521

273099120

844509133

228034810

393831643

44895655

273099120

301583069

273099120

762893430611709953

517306957

734735544350035968

734735544350035968

@MichaelSun168 @CoJPublicSafety @JMPDSafety @HermanMashaba Please take a look at the
Braamfontein Spruit again especially between Parkhurst and Emmerentia-lots of new dumping of building
rubble

Exciting day Pt 2. Jozi Trails presenting proposal to build cycling/walking trails on Braamfontein Spruit
&amp; Delta Pk 2 @JoburgParksZoo

RT @SeaShepherdSA: JOHANNESBURG:
Spruit Day is hosting a weekend clean up of the Braamfontein spruit.

PLEASE PLEASE consider... https://...

JOHANNESBURG:
Spruit Day is hosting a weekend clean up of the Braamfontein spruit.

PLEASE PLEASE consider... https://t.co/bVwHA6Qa4u

@Iwnuclear @HermanMashaba Please join us for Clean Spruit Day this Saturday along the Braamfontein
Spruit. Community will be clearing litter and cutting back foliage

Big clean-up 16/09 for #SpruitDay - the longest municipal park in the world - true?
https://t.co/GsyQGHZO9F @joburgtourism https://t.co/jghH59acEP

Thanks CRUM in Reg B for the 3 day clean up along Braamfontein Spruit in Victory Park. @CityofJoburgZA
https://t.co/EayovM9ZsO

Keys found in Delta Park along the Braamfontein Spruit. Are they yours or do you know to whom they
might belong? https://t.co/h3iaLgnQJq

Some fab wall art is appearing in #Ward117 along the Braamfontein Spruit. Just love it. @CityoflJoburgZA
@JoburgParksZoo @Parkhurst_JHB https://t.co/fGz1n4fjCv

CityofJoburgZA: RT rebragg_: CityofloburgZA WOW!! BIG TX 4 clearing overgrowth of vegetation along
Braamfontein spruit/tributaries-looks gr...

RT @rebragg_: @CityofloburgZA WOW!! BIG TX 4 clearing overgrowth of vegetation along Braamfontein
spruit/tributaries-looks great! Hopefully...

@CityofloburgZA WOW!! BIG TX 4 clearing overgrowth of vegetation along Braamfontein
spruit/tributaries-looks great! Hopefully to be kept up!

@VincentEarp If u had anything to do with clearing of vegetation overgrowth along Braamfontein spruit
Bryanston, big thanks. Looks lovely!!!
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2017-07-08T04:59:45.000Z

2017-06-28T08:34:01.000Z

2017-06-16T07:08:34.000Z

2017-06-05T06:04:31.000Z

2017-05-19T05:16:05.000Z

2017-05-15T710:30:46.000Z

2017-05-14T09:57:56.000Z
2017-05-14T04:50:02.000Z

2017-05-11T717:03:47.000Z
2017-05-09T09:54:46.000Z

2017-05-07T09:20:44.000Z
2017-05-05T17:09:36.000Z
2017-05-04T719:53:07.000Z

2017-05-04T10:00:02.000Z2

2017-05-04T707:41:49.000Z

2017-04-24706:38:11.000Z

2017-04-02T16:33:17.000Z

2017-03-23710:16:43.000Z

2017-03-20T16:33:04.000Z

2481546649

273099120

301583069

45302861

148667465

334504545

9923162
9923162

31962418
54834428

186370551
15234703
34304045

148667465

24896870

275397330

48484663

116412542

273099120

Braamfontein Spruit this fresh, crispy winter morning. https://t.co/V4MFHyjbNn
Can | use these contacts for Delta Park, Florence Bloom Bird Sanctuary and Braamfontein Spruit?
https://t.co/UBw8j0Mwym

This could almost be OUR Parkhurst stream, the Braamfontein Spruit. Our dusk chorus has hadedas, rose-
ringed parakeets, cyclists and dogs. https://t.co/Oxu5j9JRSx

Happy #WorldEnvironmentDay. Sunrise at the Braamfontein Spruit in Johannesburg #WithNature
https://t.co/c4F4tYOmYL

Ready to swap the sports desk for the Braamfontein Spruit, @OG_Molefe? Let’s go on an adventure we like
to call the #HollardJUMA!

Even after Slaying Brynston drive steep frm Riverside Braamfontein Spruit she make it look so...
https://t.co/tSB738JRK7

#LoveTrail ~ Beautiful autumn colours on the Braamfontein Spruit this morning! A nippy start, but magic to
be out. https://t.co/8GOn3CgIKT

Braamfontein Spruit for a dawn run. A frigid 3C out here!
Hey @AaronBorrill @ReubenVN LOVE your Braamfontein Spruit article! What are you guys up to next
Friday? Got the @JUMAMTB Pre-Ride....... ;)

Cyclists, check out Joburg's Spruit Like You've Never Seen it Before - https://t.co/8rD4KIAERS
@justininza Totally. Keeps one connected. Remember walking Braamfontein Spruit &amp; losing my shit
on seeing an African Grey Hornbill!

Stunning images- Joburg's Spruit Like You've Never Seen it Before - Bicycling https://t.co/y6cwXPg2KR
Joburg's Spruit Like You've Never Seen it Before - https://t.co/KxcXSchgkf

Our partnerships with City Parks &amp; Joburg Zoo ensure that the Braamfontein Spruit is safer for all who
use this vital part of our city. https://t.co/RTsnORBNjp

Who says Joburg isn't beautiful? We ride its favourite trail with amputee cyclist, Reuben Van Niekerk.
https://t.co/vOWOzb8DyV https://t.co/DOTATNiv8L

Delta Park and the Braamfontein spruit on my way to work this morning @taraturkl not quite Cape Town
but very lovely https://t.co/sI2RhguFFA

Taking in the Sites &amp; Sounds of the Braamfontein Spruit #Sani2C #Shutuplegs #myview @ Victory...
https://t.co/rkxzppwXBf

A huge problem that needs to be tackled by the city "@CarolineDALewin: @missearth_sa Meanwhile
Braamfontein Spruit is a cesspool of ecoli."

Work starts on gabions along Braamfontein Spruit to protect river bank in Craighall Park. @crajhb @MyJRA
@JoburgParksZoo https://t.co/AoaFEz8eKP
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2017-03-20T16:25:03.000Z

2017-03-07T16:29:51.000Z

2017-02-27T719:29:15.000Z

2017-02-21708:45:59.000Z
2017-02-19T12:03:46.000Z

2017-02-17T13:43:32.000Z

2017-02-17T13:30:53.000Z

2017-02-15T11:26:10.000Z

2017-02-07T09:16:37.000Z
2017-02-04705:31:42.000Z

2017-02-02712:21:24.000Z

2017-01-13T04:15:43.000Z

2017-01-13T04:10:44.000Z

2017-01-12T722:36:39.000Z

2017-01-12T16:16:03.000Z

2017-01-12T716:15:50.000Z

273099120

95177454

2179746447

273099120
459108468

832249080202088448

273099120

126916463

126916463
406918336

517306957

72218172

448764542

705430065698488321

4872488807

57263975

Tx @JHBWater for installing much higher &amp; stronger sewer covers along Braamfontein Spruit below
#DeltaPark. @cityofjoburg @crajhb https://t.co/QhaGcWiKUu

A welcomed ride back out at an old jaunt, the Braamfontein Spruit

#PolarV800 #Polar #MTB #Ride #Johannesburg #BraamfonteinSpruit #TheSpruit https://t.co/ThNVILIpPY
@HermanMashaba @CityofJoburgZA Thankyou for cleaning up the illegal dumping on the Braamfontein
spruit close Emmarentia.

. @JHBWater &amp; @JoburgParksZoo looking @ open sewers along Braamfontein Spruit this morning.
Hopefully it'll b sorted b4 a child falls in. https://t.co/eAS3IcvXNO

Wanna earn the respect of black &amp; white Sefricans? Do the Braamfontein Spruit trail on a Qhubeka
Ah! Thanks for clarifying, misread the article, read u r cllr for Braamfontein rather than Braamfontein
Spruit. https://t.co/mdtwoA30d2

Wakeboarding on the Braamfontein Spruit below Delta. Pollution levels are low at the moment.
@JoburgParksZoo @CityofloburgZA @crajhb https://t.co/vSOh6UqZSr

#ward102update @CityPowerJhb securing a pylon at risk along the Braamfontein Spruit, Conrad Drive
bridge. https://t.co/JNI4iypxeA

#Ward102Update Part of the Braamfontein Spruit has collapsed exposing a @CityPowerJhb pylon. Matter
been raised with the City. https://t.co/9YStCn28hF

@JHBWater mainline leak north of river scouts bryanston braamfontein spruit https://t.co/dR2mLVKBDx
City plans to inject R18m into Braamfontein https://t.co/xV7TNR303N More https://t.co/vXrSTIBDJG
#joburtatwork ANB https://t.co/NnpO49haAd

Retweeted Cllr Candy James (@candy007james):

Beware Braamfontein Spruit overflowing on Witkoppen, Cambridge &amp;... https://t.co/5sicrMLPi0

Beware Braamfontein Spruit overflowing on Witkoppen, Cambridge &amp; Achter Road. Pls stay away until
its safe. @EWNTraffic @CityoflJoburgZA

Beware: Braamfontein Spruit overflowing on Witkoppen between Cambridge &amp; Achter Road. Please
stay away from this route until it is safe

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/FG6IWV3WqR by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/ATA9eX7xs1 by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn
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"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/lecTGgqumc by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/tWek2Ap8kq by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/vfubZOyksi by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/ICPY5COx1b by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

"Afrotaking Outdoor Gym - Braamfontein Spruit Cycling" https://t.co/bazpvNyLIm by @thabo_dlomo on
@LinkedIn

| haven't seen any regular girls like this cruising down the Braamfontein Spruit yet. https://t.co/gTJrLPik8lI

Low water bridge on Witkoppen over the Braamfontein Spruit is flooded. Avoid when travelling between
Stonehaven &amp; Achter Rd/Rivonia @MyJRA

Yesterday we visited Braamfontein Spruit. Today it was more like Braamfontein River!
#Johannesburg https://t.co/Pus8SjDnF)

Text

@CityofloburgZA Just to let you know manhole covers missing on Braamfontein Spruit opposite end Glen
Lane, Glenadrienne... when you get a chance?... a little dangerous... quite deepalso big hole next to
manholes https://t.co/rSuguggxVl

@HermanMashaba The city is looting the Braamfontein Spruit https://t.co/PJsaO2wh32

Awesome morning mountain-bike ride with Mladen and Jemma through the Spruit @@ & é}) Nature,
sunshine, bikes and brekkie.. so good for the soul! @ Braamfontein Spruit https://t.co/4xdPrYmEyN

@HermanMashaba We don't care one iota who is to blame for the poo in the Braamfontein Spruit. But
YOU are the mayor and WE pay your salary. So DO YOUR JOB. https://t.co/F8axN40LOT

Runners, walkers, and cyclists can thank #JoziTrails for the new pathways it has completed in #DeltaPark.
#JoziTrails is a not-for-profit company that aims to uplift the trail network along #Braamfontein #Spruit .
#PrinceMorake

@HermanMashaba another day of crap in the Braamfontein Spruit while Truluck languishes in France. Ah
wait he said 20 years to fix Joburg. This is disgusting service delivery. CarteBlanche is our only hope. DA
failure. https://t.co/JAhwQ2Sh7M

@HermanMashaba save the Braamfontein Spruit from this sewage https://t.co/Ess6BdXFOX

@HermanMashaba Well your Braamfontein Spruit is a perfect example. A whole lot of crap while Truluck
languishes in France. https://t.co/YCI2Thdizg
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Jo'burg's urban trail playground has been upgraded! @JoziTrails has completed the new Delta Park trails

as part of plans to uplift the trail network along the Braamfontein Spruit. So get out there, have a rip

&amp; send pics!

#trail #MTB #outdoor #fitness

https://t.co/woKX4bnE9T https://t.co/kNgbbkX9py en

Jo'burg's urban trail playground has been upgraded! @JoziTrails has completed the new Delta Park trails

as part of plans to uplift the trail network along the Braamfontein Spruit. So get out there, have a rip

&amp; send pics!

#trail #HMTB #Houtdoor #fitness
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