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REVIEW COMMENT ON

ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
BY ARCHAEOLOGIST OF HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY

South Afnca 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
assess 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 of satisfactory specialist reports SAHRA or the relevant heritage resources agency
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 permission to destroy such sites.
AlAs often/ann parr of the herttage component of an Environmental Impact Assessment. They may also form part of a Heritage Impact
Assessment calledfor in terms of section 38 of the National Hentage Resources Act, Act No. 25, /999. They may ha.•...e other Origins. In any
event they should comply with baSICminimum standards ofreporting as indicated in SA.HRA Regulations and Guidelines.
This form provides review comment from the Archaeologist of the relevant heritage resources authority for use by Heritage Managers. for
example, when infonning authorities that have applied to SARRA for comment and for inclusion in documentation sent to enwronmental
authorities. It may be used in conjunction with Fonn B, which provides re/f!\.'antpeer revie-wcomment.

REGIONAL MANAGER: .\1,. XJmmarl' ,\/,. G T'ihi\ho(mha(a

AUTHOR(S) OF REPORT: .I1rjp Ce(fiers, J....lldza(I1.-Jllfiq/li~v.

A.

B.

C.

PROVINCE: .\ Ip/lml1lan~(l .

D. DATE OF REPORT: .1' ( .Ialll/ary ]005, R('cehw/ ]5 ..If/l'iI ]O(}5...... . .

TITLE OF REPORT: Report 011 arc/weo(ogica( ,":J'Nrvey({ tile Central Waste ()isf/osa( ,')ile - TekwoJl('.
,Ilbumhe(a .\fllnicipafi(v 011portion 5 (?rrfl('ji.1rI1l Tl!kll'mw 573.1U
E. .. .

F. Please circle as relevant: Archaeological component of E lA 1EMP I HIA I CMP Other (Specify)

G. REPORT CO!\1MISSIONEDBY (CONSULTANn: EI1f/lIct Enn'rol/fnenta( lOrl.mltllnls CC .

H. CONTACT DETAILS: f/eillrich Kamnu'.n'l'. PO Box f]O]7, Yefspruil, f]()(). (Of3) 75J 676(, fie!).

(OJ3) 75] 6797 (fin'), heinric!lfjjlenpact.co.za .

I. C01vfMENTS: (please find comment on separate sheet(s) attached. COM}"lENT ON TIIE REPORT ITSELF

SIlOULDBE SEPARATE FROMCO~lMENT ON THE RECOMMENDAll0NS OF THE REPORT) .

SUMMARY COMMENT:

IN TERMS OF THE ARCHAEOLOGY. SAHRA HAS NO OBJECTION TO THE DEVELOPMENT
TAKING PLACE PROVIDED THAT THE CONDITIONS OF THE SPECIALIST REPORT ARE
MET: YES
IN TERMS QF THE ARCHAEQLQCY, SAMRA HAS CQNCERNS, QVER AND ABQVE THQSE
Ex..nRESSED IN THE SPECL'>L1ST REPQRT (p.T,Q.) AND THESE MUST BE PRQVlDED FQR
BEFQRE THE DEVELQPMENT PRQCEEDS: YES
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REVIEW COMMENT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

.\/r.lf> Cellien, f...:/Izalo Antiquify
3/ .IulIl/m:1' ]005, Rccef\n! ]5 .-/pril ]{/05

Report on arc:haeolo~ic:al Survey of the Central Waste /)i,I]}o,ml Site -
Tekwane, Mhomhela Municipality on portion 50fthefarm Tekwane 573 .IV

This rcport asscsses the nature oflhe archaeological record onapproximatcly 50 ha of portion 5 orthe
farm Tek\\ane 573 JU. Nclspruit district.

The report indicates that no significant cultural remains were found during the survey. The remains of
a fe\\ broken shards of pottery were found out of context and are therefore not significant. Howc\"cr.
should sub-surface archaeological material be found in the process of dcyclopmellt. thesc finds must
be reported to SAHRA or to the archaeologist.

The SAHRA Archaeology. Palaeontology and Meteorite unit has no objections and deyelopment m3\'
proceed.

NAME OF ARCHAEOLOGIST:

SIGNATURE OF ARCHAEOLOGIST:

EMAIL:

NAME OF HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY:
PLUS!!: NOn: THAT THE COMMENT (AOOV!: OR APP!NDED) CONSTITUn:s THl COMMlIH OF THE }{[RlTAG! RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAEOLOGIST AND THAT ANY D!VELOPM!NT TIiAT INVOLVES DlSTRUCTION OF ANY ARCH.A!:OLOGICAL SITE IS STILL SUBJECT TO A
PERMlTIPERMlSSIO:'l FOR DESTRUCTION or SUCH SITE GIVEN TO THE DEVELOPER BY THE RD..lVA."iT HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAlOLOGICAL PERMIT COMt-nTTEE (THIS WILL BE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL OF THE PHASl 1 OR ARCHAlOLOGICAL MITIGATIO~ AS
NECESSARY). THIS RLPORT MAY Bl TAJClN ONLY AS APPROVAL, IN PRll'ICIPL[., IN TERMS OF SI:CTiON J5 OF THE NATiONALHI:RITAGE RESOURCD>
ACT. THE MANAGlR OF THE HI:RlTAGI: RESOURCrs AUTHORITY MUST ADVIS!: AS TO APPROVAL IN TERMS OF HERITAGE ISSurs ENCOMPASSED BY
OTHER ASPECTS or THE LEGISLATiON, SUCH AS ISSUES OF THE BUILT ENVTRONMENT (STROCTURrs (E.G. FARM HOUSES) OVER 110 YEARS) OR Of
CULTURAL LANDSCAPES AS THIS IS NOT ",11HtN THE SCOPE or THl ARCHAlOLOGIST.

PLEASl NOn: TllAT SAHRA IS NOW RESPONSIBLl rOR GRADE I HERITAGE RESOURCES (AND EXPORT) AND THE PROVINCIAL MERIT AGE RESOURCES
ARE RESPONSlBU; PUR GRADE II AND GRAD! UI HI:RlT AGE R!:SOURCES, D{CEPT WHERJI: THERE IS AN AG!NCY ARRANGEMENT WITH THE
PROVINCIAL H£RlTAGE RESOURCES AUTHORJTY.
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