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The aim was o undedcke o Phase T Arohoeclogicdl Impact Assessment on approdmately 380ha ot
Kalkfontelin 1001 LS, where subdivision of lond had been proposed, 1o assess the impact of the
oroposed scheme In ferms of archaeologicalhistorical difes and features and o maoke ecorn-
rmendations. The task was performed on March 4, 1999,

METHOD

A survey of the enfire demareated area was dene on foot and by vehicle by an archaeologist and one
cssistant, The location of one site, identified as the farmstead of the previous owner, was recorded by
rmeans of a GPS (Garmin, 46X1), and photogrophs were taken, using a Kodak Digital DC120 camera,
One difch made by o back aclor was inspected,

DESCRIPTION

The enfire area s presently coverad in lush grassveld,
This cormplicated the reconnaissance of the terain,
Abock actor was present on sife, and one french was
inspected. Al lavers, up fo rock bottom proved to be
sterile,

No sites of particular cultural importonce had been
identified. In the dirt road bordering the westem
fence of the first camp, o non-ciagnostic potfery
sherd had been recovered, The only ofher sife worlh

mentioning Is the remains of a form homestead. This
site will be referred fo as Site 1.




S23°52M 7.7 E29°340.67°
One mdjor structure, probably the main bullding of the farmstead, was identified with ot least two smaller
stuctures. The house was bullt of naturdl sfone, and in sorme places the rin still stands almost shoulder
height. The two smaller structures had been robbed of its walling, and only the foundations stones re-

main. The purpose of these stiuctures in context of the farmstead are not known,
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In the cenfre of the main building, a huge midden can be seen. Nelther the oligin nor the purpose is
known. Some test pits were dug, but only a warthog tooth wos recovered, At present this midden houses
y of warthogs.
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The exterior of the main structure

The cenfre of the main structure, with the midden in
the cenfre. The photfograph or right exhibifs the
tocth as well as some unidentified holes which had
been made In comprassed ash.
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The enfrance of the structural remains in front of the main building. At right is the second, smaller
feafure fo the left of the second sfructure

The only potfery find on the enfire sife

EVALUATION

The Identified sfructures hold no cuttural significance.,

< ; i

Allhough no culturally significant sites were idenfified, it is worth menfioning that on apparently extensive

site occurs on the litie kopple o the north of the terrain, Some activities would thus have occurred in this

area. Being located lower thon the kopple, and keeping in mind the low artefact count, it is highly
possible that ron Age herders could have ulilised this gred for grazing purposes,
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« | any graves and/or middens and cuttural features are encounterad during inltial clearing of the

surface or during subsoll removal, the archoeologist should e nofified immediately. In this regard,

olease see bolh Addenda 2 and 3.
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ADDENDUM 1

THE LAW

The National Monuments Act [No. 28 of 1969) protects dll palaeontological, archaeological and
fistorical sites and material older than 50 vears. Itis an offence to destroy, damage, dlfer, remove
from ifs original sife, or excavate any such site or meterial without o permit from the Nafional
Monuments Councll, A person convicted of an offence Interms of the Act, could be liable for o fine
of up to R10000 or two years imprisonment, or both, See Addendum 1 for exdracts from This aof,

In terms of he Environmental Conservation Act (No. 73 of 1989] the Infegrated Environmental
Management Procedure, Guideline Document 1 identifies certain man-made areas and features
that are listed as environments which must be Included in on environmental impact assessment
rot. These include archaeclogical and palaeontologicdl sites, graves and burial sites, bulldings

and sites of religious, social and cultural significance.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Tominirise the Impact of development on archaeologicdl sites, and the impact of archaeological sites
on development projects, and to avold costly delays if a slite is discovered during the course of
construction work, it Is important fo hire an archaeclogist well in advance 1o survey the area. It s
important that developers redlise that only qualified professional archaeologists should be employed to
urdertake survey work.

Tre developer is responsible for the costs invalved in hiring an archaeoclogist fo investigate the site,

Phase 1

The archoeclogist hired to do the work will submit a phase 1 report.  On the basis of the
recormmendations and assessrnent of significance made in the report, a decision can be taken on how
the development may proceed. In most cases developrment will be able to go ahead as planned affer
the sites have been recorded.

Phase 2

In some cases, mitigation in a Phase 2 programme will be necessary and may involve excavation or
colection of archaeclogical material, The purpese behind mitigation is fo sample the site so that the
evidence can be stored permanently in a museurm where it can be consulted at o later date for record

and esecich purposes,

Phose 3

Maore rarely, the sife may be so impaortant that it will warrant modification of the developrment in a Phase
3 programme, If this happens, the archaeologist, the National Monuments Council and the developer
con confer on the action fo be faken, I may be possible o incorporate an ron Age village info a green
bett in a housing scheme, or fo modify a high rise building plan by covering rare 18" cenfury foundations
and associated rubblsh dumps beneath a parking ot fo avoid deshoving thern completely.  Such
solutions are possible if the drchaeclogist Is consulfed early enough in the planning process.

Patrrission for the development 1o proceed can be given only once the National Monuments Councll
is sciisfied that steps have been faken fo ensure haf the archoeological sites will not be damaged, or
that fhey have been adequately recorded and sampled,

If his chain of action is followed, we stond a chance of saving sormething of our archaeclogical herftage
for we generations and of avoiding conflict between deveiopers ond cultural conservationists. The
Natioral Monurments Council must ensure that the historical and culiural heritage of all South Africans
is profected. Careful planning can minimise the impact of archaeological surveys on development
orojects by selecting options that cause the least amount of iInconvenience and delay.
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ADDENDUM 2

EXTRACTS FROM THE NATIONAL MONUMENTS ACT (NO 28 OF 1969,
AS AMENDED IN 1986) THAT ARE RELEVANT TO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

2{2A) No person shall destroy, darmage, excavate, alfer, remaove from its original site
o export friom the Republic -
any metecrite or fossil, or
any drawing o painting on sfone or a pefroglyph known of commonly believed
to have been executed by Bushmen; of
any drawing or painting on stfone or a pefrogiyph known or commonly believed
fo have been execuled by any other people who inhabited or visited the
Republic before the setflermnent of the Europeans af the Cape; or
any implement, omament or sructure known of commonly believed fo have
been made, used or erected by people referred to in paragraphs (b) and (¢];
or
the anthropological or archaeclogical contents of graves, caves, rock shelters,
middens, shell mounds or other sites used by such people; or
any ofher historical site*, archaeoclogical or palaeontological finds, material or
object,

except under the authority of ond In accordance with  permit issued under this section.

I*  An “historical site” is defined as “any identifiable building or part thereof, marker,
millestone, gravestone, landmark or tell older than 50 years,”]




ADDENDUM 3

Report on Workshop on
Standards for the Assessment of Significance and Research Priorities
for Contract Aichaeology

SA3 (Southem African Association of Archaeologists) Biennial Conference
University of Venda, 10 July 1998

Jonette Deacon
National Monurments Council

Omportunifies for archaeological contract work will expand in southem Afiica in the next few years. To
mike he best of the opportunifies, mediume-term (3-5 year] research and hetifage conservation priorties
need 1o be established as a mattfer of urgency in consuliation with CRM practitioners, provincial and
ndional hefifage agencies and resecrch archaeologists, The following factors are relevant,

1. In South Afiica, the Departrment of Environmental Affairs and Tourism published on & Septerber 1997
its long-awaited List of Activities which may have o substantial defrimental effect on the environment
and the regulafions regarding activifies idenfified under Secfion 21(1) of the Environment Conservation
Act(No. 73 of 1989). These effectively make environmental impact assessments compulsory for the
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listed activities.

. The National Heritage Bill, designed fo replace the National Monuments Act in South Afrlica, came

before the Cabinet and Pariarment in 1998, 1 could become law from T Al 1999, Armongst other
innovations, it mokes impact assessments compulsory where hisforical, archaeological and
palaeontologicat sites are affected by development but are not protected by other legislation.

. In neighbouring African countries, the tempo of confract work is also rising as new legisiation and
requirements of the World Bank are implemented.

I seerns widely accepted that CRM practifioners do mifigation 1o rescue the research pofential of ¢ dte
which would othenwise be lost, The following kinds of sifes were Idenlified as being worthy of mitigation:

Stone Age / Hunter Gatherer

any open air site with bone or other organic
mcterial;

any cave of rock shelter with deposit;

rock painfings and rock engravings (record
context as well as images),

auany sites with possibilifies for core re-fifling;
long sequence sites;

coastol and inland shell rmiddens;

any sites with Howlesons Poort, Stillboy o
Robberg arfefacts;

human rermaing or burials,

fish rraps,

plocement of Earlier Stone Age sifes in the

landscape - are they associated with river
valleys, waler sources or quarmies?

evidence for modernity in Middle Stone Age
sifes;

sites with evidence for inferaction between
Stone Age and ron Age or colonial people
Later Sfone Age sites with Bambata polfery,
pastoral sites, especially in the Eastermn Cape,;
caches of ostich eggshells or other tems;
hunting blinds;
evidence for explofiafion of raw materol
sources such as hoaermaiite or specularite,
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Iron Age / Agriculturist

Sites that will help 1o claiify the ceramic se-
guence of the korly on Age in the northem
and eastemn regions of southem Aflica;

ary Bambatg setflernent;

Ecrly ron Age sites with evidence for shuchaes
orf long ferrm occupation;

sites with evidence for poliicd o social
hierarchies;

evidence of the organizafion of meital
production;

burials with evidence for social differentiation,
hedalihy and nutrition;

evidence for rade within and outside of the
Zimbabwe culture areq;

sites in areas that are under-researched fo build
up the culture-historical sequence,
special-purpose  sites such as  rainmaking,
circumeision, mining, furnaces, catfte posts vs
living sites, salt making;

Blackbum and Moor Park sites in KwaZulu-Natal;
well preserved ecrly Moloko sites with middens
for evidence of diet and subsistence or stone

walling:

any dmbabwe-siyle stone walling should be
mapped in sufficient detall fo estimate factors
such as population size and grain-bin variability;
evidence for contermporary culturat inferaction,
for example between Khami and Moloko;

sifes with archifectural stivles and Information on
materials used for housing, even in the recent
past

evidence for the introduction of maize, either
direct or in the stvle of grindstones used;

sifes with botanical remcins of culfigens;
information on the disibution, size and
characteristics of dolly-holes for gold mining;
evidence for texiiles or weaving in addifion 1o
spindle whols;

evidence for games ond
information relating to them,;
figurine caches and spatial relofionships o
sefflernents;

check stone aulcrops near stonewalled sites for
engravings.

cortextual

Historical / Colonial

sites connected with whaling and sealing;
ships or ship/boat structures on land;
shipwreck survivor camps;

sites in the inferior with nineteenth century
ceramics (RESUNACT Is preparing guidelines for
identification);

single occupation sites in urban environments
with deposits such as wells, cistems and
depressions,

17% century or early 18™ century sites in Cope
Town;

sites that are connected with national and
infernationdl slave frade routes;

L5A sites with melal ferns such s brass buttons;

docurmnentary and archival searches should be
done before going info the field;

sites that could inform on the effects of milifary
forces on indigenous local populations;

the symbolic significance of textiles, beads and
other items imported by fraders;

sifes with oral tradifions of sacred significance -
oral histories increase significance and are
therefore relevant fo archaeology,

historical graves need sensitive rermoval during
mifigation and this Is offen best done in
collaboration  between  archaeciogists and
funeral specialists.






