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ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
BY ARCHAEOLOGIST OF HERlT AGE RESOURCES AGENCY

REVIEW COMMENT ON

South Africa has (I umque and non-renewable archaeological heritage. Archaeological sites are protected In terms o/the National Heritage
Resources Act (Act No 25 of /999) and may not be disturbed without a permit. Archaeological Impact Assessments (AlAs) identify and
assess the significance of the sites, assess the potential impact 0/ developments upon such sites, and make recommendations concerning
mItigation and management o/these sites. On the basis a/satisfactory specialist reports SAHRA or the relevant heritage resources agency
can assess whether or no/ It has objection to a de\'e/opment and indicate the conditions upon which such development might proceed and
assess II'hether or not /0 issue permission to destroy such sites.
AlAs often form part of the heritage component of an Environmental/mpact Assessment or Environmental Management Plan. They may
also foml part of a HerJrage Impact Assessment calledfor In terms of section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act, Act No. 25, 1999.
They may have other origins. /n any event they should comply with basic mInimum standards of reporting as indicated in SAHRA
RegulatIOns and Guidelines.
nlis fonn prol'ldes review comment from the Archaeologist of the relevant heritage resources authority for use by Heritage Managers, for
e.;mmple. when informing authol'lties that have applied to SARRA for comment and for inclusion in documentation sent to envIronmental
all/horitles. It may be used in conjunction WIth Form B, which provides relevant peer review comment.
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PROVINCE: MPUMALANGA .

REGIONAL MANAGER: MR NED JANUARY, MR GODFREY TSHIVHALA VHAlA

AUTHOR(S) OF REPORT: DrJCC Pistorills, 0123485668, jlllillscc@absamail.co.za

D. DATE OF REPORT: January 2004 .

E. TITLE OF REPORT: A Heritage Impact Assessment (lilA) stlldy for the existing Kabokweni Waste

'"Vater Treatment works and/or an extension a/this plan!... .

F. Please circle as relevant: Archaeological component ofEIA I EMP I HIA I CM!' Other (Specify) .

G. REPOR T COMMISSIONED BY (CONSULTANT): Landscape Dynamics .

H. CONTACT DETAILS: Anne/ize Grobler, PO Box 947, Groenklooj, Pretoria, 0027, 0124606043

(tellfax), OS] 566 4530, agrobler@/andscapedynamics.co.za

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

P/eOSf se,:' (ommen! on next page ..
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REVIEW COMMENT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

lce Pistorius
Jmmm:v ]O(}-I, Received 23 June 2005

A Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) study for the existing Kabokweni Waste
Water Treatment works andfor an extension of this plant

TIlis rcport assesscs thc heritage resources on the existing premises of Kabob:weni Waste Water
Treatment works and an adjoining piece of land where an extension of the treatment works is planned.

TIle report indicates that no heritage resources of significance were observed on either the existing
premises of Kabokweni Treatment or the area offuture extension of the plant.

TIle SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorite unit has no objections to the development in
terms of Section 35 oCthe NHRA (1999).
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PLEA.\E :'laTE mAT THE COM"fENT (ABOVE OR APPENDED) CO!\'STlTltTES THE COJ\.fl'tIENT OF TilE HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAEOLOGIST AND THAT ANY DEVELOPMENT THAT INVOLVES DESTRUCTION OF ANY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIn: IS STILL SUBJECT TO A
PER.\11TIPERMISSION FOR DESTRUCTION Of SUCH SITE GIVEN TO THE DEVEWPER BY THE RELEVANT HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAEOLOGICAL PER.WT CO~lMITTEE (THIS \'/ILL BE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL Of THE PHASE Z OR ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION AS
;'\"ECESSARY). THIS REPORT MAY BE TAKEN ONLY AS APPROVAL, IN PRINCIPLE, IN TER.\1S OF SECTION)5 OF mE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES
ACT. THE PROVINCIAL MANAGER OF THE HERITAGE RESOURCES AUTHORITY MUST ADVISE AS TO APPROVAL IN TERMS OF HERITAGE ISStm;
ENCOMPASSED BY OTHER ASPECTS Of THE LEGISLATION. SUCH AS ISSUES OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT (STRVCTURlS (E.G. FARM HOUSES). OVER
60 \'MRS). INDIGENOUS KNO\\1.EDGE SYSTEMS OR OF CULTURAL LANDSCAPES AS THIS IS NOT WITHIN THE seOPEOY THE ARCHAEOLOGIST.

PLEASE NOTE THAT SAHRA IS :'iOW RESPONSIBLE FOR GRADE I HERITAGE RESOURCES (AND EXPORT) AND THE PROVJ~CIAL HERITAGE RKSOURC&<;
ARF. RESPOt'OSIBLE FOR GRADE II AND GRADE m HERITAGE RESOURCES. EXCEPT WHERE THERE IS AN AGENCY ARRANGEMENT WlTH THE
Pf<O\1NClAL IIERlTAGE RESOURCES AUTHORITY.
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