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ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
BY ARCHAEOLOGIST OF BERIT AGE RESOURCES AGENCY

REVIEW COMMENT ON

South Africa has a unique and non-renewable archaeological heritage. ArchaeologIcal sites are protected in terms of the National Heritage
Resources Act (Act No 25 of 1999) and may not be disturbed without a permit. Archaeological Impact Assessments (AlAs) identify and
aHess the significance of the sites. assess the potential impact of developments upon such sites, and make recommendations concerning
mitigation and management of these sites. On the basis afsatisfactory specialist repons SAHlU or the relevant heritage resources agenc.v
can assess whether or not it has objection to a development and indicate the conditions upon which such development might proceed and
assess whether or not to issue permissiun to destroy sllch sites.
AlAs oftenfann pan of the heritage component of an Envtranmentallmpact Assessment or Em'ironmental Afanagement Plan. The)' may
also/ami part of a Heritage Impact Assessment called/or in tef71l5of section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act, Act No. 25. 1999.
77ley may hm'e other origins. In any event they shoold comply with basic mimmum standards of reporting as indicated in SAlfRA
Regulations and Gllidelines.
]7,isfom, prOVides review comment from ille Archaeologist of the relevant heritage reSOllTce.fauthority for use by Heritage Managers, for
e:wmple, when in/arming authorities that haw applied to SAHRA lor comment and for inclusion in documentation sent to en\'ironmenw[
wahorities. Jt may be used In con)llnction with Form B. which pravides relevant peer review comment.
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Donkerpoor' -106 KR Alodimole

F. Please circle as relevant: Archaeological component ofElA I EMF / HIA I eMP Other (Specify)

G. REPORT COMMISSIONED BY (CONSULTANT): African EPA, P.O.Box 13776 Hatfield 0028 .

H, CONTACT DETAILS: Joban Goosen, Tel: (012) 3660100, Fax: (012) 3660111, E-mail: jg@aepa.eo.za

I. COMMENTS: (Please find comment on separate sheet(s) attached.
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1

mailto:jg@aepa.eo.za


SAIIRA AlA Rl'\1~w Comm~nl FOR.\l A

REVIEW COMMENT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Dr. U. Kasel
November ]005, Received 6April 2006

Phase I Cultural Heritage Resources Impact Assessment of portions 5of
J)onkerpoort 406 KR Modimole, Mupumalanga

This report assesses the cultural heritage resources of the site Donkerpoort 406 KR,
Modimole. The Van der Venter cemetery, well maintained and fenced, contains thirty three
graves of which half are unmarked and the oldest is dated 1921. A typical three-roomed
pioneer farmhouse with wooden beams in the horizontal roof that have been hand cut in the
beginning of the 20th century, also occurs on the property. Both these finds are older than
sixty years old are thus protected by the Nation Heritage Resources Act No.25 of 1999.

The recommendation of the specialist is that the cemetery and the small farmhouse be
properly recorded, documented and protected as heritage features in the new development. A
proper heritage management plan must be compiled and implemented to safeguard the two
heritage sites.
The SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorite unit supports the recommendations
of the specialist. Should sites, graves or other features be found during construction or
mining, an archaeologist should be alerted immediately.
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NAME OF HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY: SAH/?A .

PU:A<;E ;';OTE THAT THf; COMMENT (ABOVto; OR APPENDED) CONSllTUTF..5 THE COMMENT m' THE HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCItAt:OLOGIST A.I\ODTIIAT ANY DEVELOPMENT THAT INVOLVES DESTRUCTION OF A:W ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE IS STILL SUBJECT TO A
PERlI,lITI1'Jl:RMISSION fOR DFA<;TRUCTION OF SUCH SIn: GIVEN TO THE DEVELOPER BY THE RELEVANT HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAEOLOGICAL PERMIT COMMITTEE (THIS WILL BE Sl/B.JECT TO APPROVAL m- THE PIIMY. 2 OR ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION AS
)I;~;n:ssARY). TIllS REPORT MAY BE TAKEN ONI.Y AS APPROVAL, IN PRINCIPLE, IN TERMS OF SECTION J~OF TtIE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES
ACT. TilE PROVINCIAL ~IANAGER OF THE HERITAGE RF.soURCE.<; AUTHORITY MUST ADVISE AS TO APPROVAl. IN TERMS or IIERITAGE ISSlltS
ENCO~IPASSIW BY OTHER ASPECTS OF THE LEGISI.ATION, SUCH AS ISSVES OF TIlE BVILT ENVIRONMENT (STRUCTURES (E.G. FARM HOUSES), O\'!R
60 YEARS), INDlGf;NOl:S KNOWLEDGE SYSTEMS OR Of CULTURAL LANDSCAPES AS THIS IS NOT WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE ARCHAEOLOGIST.

PI.EA<;E ,",on: T1-L-\T SAHRA IS ""OW RESPONSIBLE FOR GRADE I HERITAGE RESOURCES (AND EXPORn AND THE PROVlNCIALHERlTAGE RESOURCES
ARE RESPONSIBLE fOR GRADE II A.'W GRADE UI HERITAGE RESOURCES, EXCEPT WHERE THERE IS AN AGENCY ARRANGEl'>IENT WlTIi THE
I'ROVI NCIAL IIERITAGE RESOURCES AUTHORITI'.
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