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Management Summary 

Site name and location: Proposed Eco-Estate on the Farm Happyland , Limpopo Province. 

Magisterial district: Mopani District Municipality 

Developer: Suger Creek Trading 33 (Pty) Ltd, t/a Zandspruit Estates 

Consultant: AINP, PO Box 147, Bendorpark, Polokwane, 0713, South Africa 

Date development was mooted: June  2007 

Date of Report: 14 December 2007 

Proposed date of commencement of development: September  2007 
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Chapter 

Project Resources 1 

Heritage Impact Assessment 

Proposed Eco-Estate on the Farm Happyland , Limpopo Province. 
Introduction 
Archaeo-Info Northern Province (AINP) was contracted by Triviron EAP (Pty) Ltd. to conduct a Heritage 
Impact Assessment (HIA) on the Proposed Eco-Estate on the Farm Happyland 241 KT, Limpopo 
Province. 

A member of AINP performed the assessment on 03 August 2007.  

The extent of the proposed development sites were determined as well as the extent of the areas to be 
affected by secondary activities (access route, construction camp, etc.) during the development. The sites 
were plotted using a Global Positioning System (GPS) and photographed digitally. The sites were 
surveyed on foot and by vehicle. 

The result of this survey was the identification of a single occupational site on the eastern side of the 
existing runway on the property. The site was deemed of high scientific and cultural importance and a 
second phase of investigation was recommended. A site visit with representatives of the South African 
Heritage Resource Agency (SAHRA) corroborated the initial findings. 

This report serves as an outline of the recommended mitigation measures for the preservation of the site 
and is compiled for submission to the provincial SAHRA Limpopo offices. 

 

Proposed Project 
Sugar Creek Trading 33 (Pty) Ltd, t/a Zandspruit Estates is proposing the establishment of a residential, 
commercial and retail development with associated infrastructure to be referred to as the Zandspruit 
Estates. The proposed project entails a residential, commercial and retail establishment consisting of 130 
luxury bush stands, 230 “Residential1” town stands, a retirement village, 37 airport stands, 140 residential 
1 beginner stands, an equestrian stand, offices, retail (shop), a hotel, 9 multi-story & clusters “Residential 
3” stands, a landing strip and associated infrastructure. 

The project was tabled during June 2007 and the developer intends to commence construction as soon 
as possible after receipt of the ROD from the Department of Environmental Affairs 

 

Project Area 
The proposed site for development is situated on the farm Happyland 241 KT and encompasses 
approximately 948 hectares. The farm is situated  approximately 1km out of the town of Hoedspruit on the 
southern side of the R527 road. The southern boundary of the development is demarcated by the 
Sandspruit river. The whole farm is situated on an alluvial plain with sandy soil being predominant (See 
Appendix B: Location Map). 

Fine and hot weather conditions were experienced during the field investigations.  

 

Methodology 
Site Evaluation 
In order to determine the cultural significance of the site the following actions were taken; 

 Identification of occupational deposit 
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 Determination of the extent of the occupied area 

 Depth of deposit 

 Possible cultural affiliation of site 

 Richness and intactness of site 

 Scope of the impacts anticipated on the site by the proposed development 
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Chapter 

Resource Evaluation and Mitigation 2 
 

Resource Evaluation 
Identification of Deposit 
This was determined by a first phase HIA survey of the area and is reported in the HIA report. 

Extent of Deposit 
After a site inspection with a representative of SAHRA it was determined that the site covers an area of 
approximately 50m x 30m. This area could increase with the identification of subterranean deposits not 
visible on the surface. 
 
Depth of Deposit 
No intrusive investigations were made and thus the depth of deposit is still unknown. Based on the 
surface features and exposed deposit, however it is estimated that occupational deposits will not be 
deeper than 100cm. 
 
Cultural Affiliation 
The site is placed, preliminarily, within the Letaba- or Eiland Industries, based on the few decorated 
ceramics collected from the surface. The absence of stone walled features could possibly indicate a 
connection to the Early Iron Age. 
 
Richness of Site 
Surface features on the site are not well defined and very few diagnostic pot shards were recovered from 
the surface of the site. The site does not show extensive animal damage or erosion and most of the 
deposit is still intact. Some damage to the site was suffered during the construction of the existing 
runway. The majority of the site, however still seems to be intact. 
 
The site contains less cultural materials than other similar sites. It is however expected that more intact 
materials will be uncovered below the surface. 
 
Scope of Impact 
The scope of the impacts were identified and quantified during the first phase study and is available in the 
HIA report. Significant destruction of the site is anticipated.  
 
 

Mitigation Recommendations 
Zandspruit Eco-Estate 
The following guideline recommendation is proposed for the mitigation of the site identified at Zandspruit 
Estate; 

 Surveying of surface deposit and features 

A site plan will be compiled to indicate the surface features of the site before excavations of any 
kind are commenced. 

 Determination of the extent of the deposit as well as the depth. 

It is recommended that two diagonal excavation trenches be dug across the north/south and 
east/west lines of the site. These trenches will be 500mm wide and will descend to virgin soil or 
bedrock to determine the depth of the deposit. 

Should the deposit extend further than the boundaries identified on the surface the trenches will 
be extended to include this deposit. 

The trenches will be excavated in arbitrary layers, only of no distinct occupational layers can be 
identified. These trenches will also serve to identify possible sub-surface features. 
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 Excavation of features 

Should any cultural features be identified during the trench excavations, the excavations will be 
extended to include the features and expose them. Blocks measured from the datum point will be 
measured out to be excavated. 

 Documentation of materials and features 

All features and materials will be documented in detailed and plotted on a site plan. 

 Curation of finds 

All finds will be marked, inventoried and curated according to standard practices. Materials will be 
stored in a local institution. 

 

Excavation Team 
The excavation team will consist of; 

 The Principal Investigator, who will sanction all work, sign off on the report and be responsible for 
the excavation permit from SAHRA as well as the reporting to them. 

 The Site Director, who will be responsible for the on-site excavations, overall management of the 
project as well as the writing of reports to SAHRA as well as the client. 

 Team leaders, who will be responsible for the running of different areas of the excavation, 
documentation of finds and curation as well as adequate documentation. 

 Unschooled labor, in addition to possible student volunteers the project will also be making use of 
unschooled labor.  A workforce of approximately 20-30 laborers is anticipated in order to expedite 
the excavations. 

 
 
Operational Costs 
The following costs are anticipated; 

 Transport costs 
 Labor salaries 
 Team leader salaries 
 Communication costs 
 Accommodation costs 
 Subsistence costs 
 Curation of finds 
 Radiocarbon dating 
 Packaging materials 
 Documentation materials 
 Equipment hire 
 Contingencies 
 PI costs (including transport and subsistence) 
 Consumables 
 Photographic costs 
 Artist costs 
 Report costs 
 Administrative costs 

 
A full cost evaluation will be supplied to the client on the receipt of the SAHRA comments. 
  
 

Timescale 
The proposed excavations with the labor force indicated should be completed within three to four weeks. 
This timescale is however dependant on weather conditions, labor issues and the unknown extent of the 
occupational deposit. 
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Way Forward 
This document will be submitted to the provincial SAHRA office. On receipt of their recommendations a 
complete project timeframe and costing will be supplied to the client. 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 
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Photo 1. Surface of site ZEE 001. 

 
Photo 2. Artefacts recovered from site ZEE 001 
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APPENDIX  B 
Location Maps 
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