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SYNOPSIS

Neither archaeological nor hisforicdl
sites or culhural moterial had been
identified of sarmpled on the surface.

Development may proceed, but the
aftached addenda should neverthe-
less be heeded, and the archoeclo-
gist contacted should any cultural
remains, L.e graves of middens be en-
countered during development.
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AM

Tt cim wass fo undertake o Phase 1 Archaeologioal Impact Assessrment on approximately 25 ha af the
pipesed Jane Furse Dump Site of Geluksiokasie, to assess the impact of the proposed project in terms
olwrchaeclogica/historicdl sites and features and to make recommendations, The task was performed
Oifay 13, 1999,

METHOD

Asurvey of the enfire area demarcated for development was done on foot by an archaeologist and
ore assistant.  As no archaeological sites or cultural material were idenfified, no GPS readings were
icien,

DESCRIPTION

Tre 25 ha site is located on a slope af the foot of Maapafie mountain, south of Difahione and fo the
nath of Madibong, The area descends approximately 20 m in an eastern direction, and fs sifuated
beween the coordinates 524°42'45" and E29°5300",

Tre sife is currently utilised for grazing purposes, but was ploughed in the recent past. According fo an

informant who was raised in this area, the area was covered in dense free growth before ploughing
adiivifies were inffiated.  This must have been af least 30 years ago.

INTERPRETATION & EVALUATION

No archaeclogical or historical sites were idenfified nor were any culiural material recovered. The reason
forthis could be the heavily disturbed area due o ploughing activities.

The immediate surroundings as well as adjacent areas would have been suitable for habitation during
prehistoric fimes, as the Mmantihwe, o perennial iver and its fributaries drains this part. The mountainous
region would have been well suited to San habitation with o view onfo the plains below. Inlater fimes
the Iron Age people would have moved into this area. The sloping counfry would have been idedl for
permanent sefflernent, grazing and agriculture,

It is thus possible that archoaeological remaing could be encountered below the present surface, and
cauld date bock as for as 1000 years before present,

RECOMMENDATIONS

In view of the above, no Phase 2 Archaeological Assessment is required.

It would nevertheless be of the utmost importance that the archaeoclogist be nofified should any
GRAVES and/or MIDDENS be encountered during development, for example during sub-soil removal
or the digging of frenches. Please refer to the attached Addenda for further details.
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THE LAW

Tle Nafional Monuments Act (No. 28 of 1969) protects all paloeontological, archaeological and
Mtorical sifes and material older than 50 years. It is an offence to destroy, damage, alter, remove from
it original site, or excavate any such site or material without a permit from the Nafional Monuments
Gouncll. A person convicted of an offence in ferms of the Act, could be liable for a fine of up to R10000
Ctwo vears imprisonment, of both. See Addenclium 1 for extracts frorm this act,

In terms of the Envionmental Conservation Act (No. 73 of 1989) the Infegrated Environmental
Management Procedure, Guideline Document 1 identifies certain man-made areas and features that
o listed as environments which must be included in an environmental impaet assessment reporf. Tnese
Ircluce archaeological and palaeontologicd sites, graves and burial sites, buildings and sites of religious,
swial and cultural significance.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Terminimise the impact of development on archaeological sifes, and the impact of archaeological sites
o development projects, and fo avold costly delays if a site Is discovered duing the course of
canstruction work, it is important fo hire an archaeologist well in advonce fo survey the area. fis
important that developers redlise that only qualified professional archaeologists should be employed o
undertake survey work.

Tre developer is responsible for the cosfs involved In hiting an archaeoclogist to investigate the site,

Phase 1
The archaeologist hired to do the work will submit o phase 1 reporf.  On the basis of the
recornmendations ond assessment of significance made in the report, a decision can be taken on how
ire developrnent may proceed. Inmost cases development will be able to go ahead as planned affer
fhe sites have been recorded.

Phase 2
Insome cases, mitigation in a Phase 2 programme will be necessary and may involve excavation or
collection of archaeclogical material. The purpose behind mitigation is to sample the slte so that the
evidence con be stored permanently in a miuseurn where It can be consulied ot a lafer date for record

and research purposes.

Phase 3
More rarely, the site moy be so important that it will warrant medification of the development in a Phase
3 programme.  If this happens, the archaeologist, the National Monuments Council and the developer
can confer on the action to be faken. |t may be possible fo incorporate an ron Age village into a green
belt In a housing scheme, or fo modify a high rise building plan by covering rare 18™ century foundations
and associated rubbish dumps beneath a parking lot 1o avoid destroying them completely.  Such
solutions are possible if the archaeologist is consulted early enough in the planning process.

Permission for the development to procesed con be given only once the Natfional Monuments Council
is safisfied that steps have been faken o ensure that the archaeoclogical sites will not be darmaged, or

thot they have been adequately recorded and sampled.

If this chain of action is followed, we stand a chance of saving something of our archaeoclogical heritage
for future generations and of avoiding conflict between developers and cultural conservationists. The
MNational Monuments Council must ensure that the historical and cultural heritage of all South Africans is
protected. Careful planning can minimise the impact of archaeological surveys on development
projects by selecting options that cause the least amount of inconvenience ond delay.



12(2A) No person shall destroy, damage, excavate, difer, remove from ifs original site

EXTRACTS FROM THE NATIONAL MONUMENTS ACT (NO 28 OF 1969,
A5 AMENDED IN 1986) THAT ARE RELEVANT TO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

or export from the Republic -

any meteorite or fossil, or

any drawing or painfing on stone or a petrogiyph known or commonly believed
fo have been execuled by Bushmen; or

any crawing or painfing on stone or a petroglyeh known or commonly believed
o have been executed by any other people who inhabited or visited the
Republic before the setfiement of the Europeans ot the Cape; o

any implement, omament or sfructure known of commonly believed fo have
been made, used or erected by people refered 1o in paragraphs (b) and (c)
or

the anfhropological or archaeological contents of graves, caves, rock shelters,
middens, shell mounds or other sites used by such people; of

any other historical site*, archaeciogical or palasonfological finds, material or
object,

except under the authority of and in accordance with o permit issued under this section.

[* An “historical site” Is defined as "any identifiable building or part therecf, marker,
rmilestone, gravestone, landmark or tell older than 50 vears.”]




Report on Workshop on
Standards for the Assessment of Significance and Research Priorities
for Confract Archaeology

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

Janette Degcon
National Monurments Councll

Opportunities for archaeological contract work will expand in southem Afiica in the next few vears, To
mike the best of the opporiunities, medium-term (3-5 year) research and heritage conservation priorities
nesd to be esfablished as a matter of urgency in consuifation with CRM practitioners, provincial and
ndional heritage agencies and research archaeologists. The following factors are relevant.

1. In South Africa, the Deparfment of Environmental Affairs and Tourlsm published on 5 September 1997
its long-owaited List of Activities which may have a substantial detimental effect on the environment
and the regulations regarding achivifies identified under Section 21(1) of the Environment Conservation
Act [No. 73 of 1989). These effectively make environmenial impact assessments compulsory for the
listed activities.

2. The National Heritage Bill, designed to replace the National Monuments Act in South Aflica, came
before the Cabinet and Parioment in 1998. i could become law from 1 April 1999, Amongst other
innovations, it maokes impact assessments compulsory where historical, archaeological and
paiceontological sites are affected by development but are not protected by other legisiafion.

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

I smerns widely accepted that CRM practifioners do mitigation to rescue the research potential of g site
which would otherwise be lost, The following kinds of sites were idenfified as being worthy of mifigation:

Stone ym@ [ Hunter Gatherer

any open air site with bone or other organic
matertial;

any cave of rock shelter with deposit;

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

guarry sites with possiblliies for core re-fiting;
long sequence sites;

coastal and inland shell middens;

any sites with Howlesons Poort, Stillocy o
Robberg artefacts;

human remains or buricls;

fish frops;

placement of Earlier Stone Age sites in the

landscape - are they associated with river
volleys, water sources or quaries?

evidence for modemily in Middle Stone Age
sites;

sites with evidence for inferaction between
Stone Age and Iron Age or colonial people;
Later Stone Age sites with Barnbata pottery;
pastordl sites, especidiy in the Eastern Cape;
caches of ostich eggshells or other items;
hunting blinds;

evidence for exploifation of raw materal
sources such as haematite or specularite,
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= Sites that will help to clarify the ceramic se-
quence of the Early ron Age In the northem
anct eastern regions of southern Afllca;

« any Bombafa setiement;

» Early Iron Age sites with evidence for shuctures
of long term occupation;

« sifes with evidence for poliical or social
hierarchies;

» evidence of the orgonization of metal
production;

« burials with evidence for social differenfiation,
health and nutrition;

« evidence for frade within and outside of the
Zimbobwe culture areq;

+ sites inareas that are underresearched o bulld
up the culture-nistorical sequence;

« specia-purpose  sites such  as  rainmaking,
circumcision, mining, fumnaces, catfle posts vs
living sifes, salf making;

« Blackbum and Moor Park sites In KwaZulu-Nodal,

« well preserved early Moloko sites with middens
for evidence of diet and subsistence or stone

walling;

any Zmbabwe-style sfone walling should be
mapped in sufficient detall fo estimate factors
such as populciion size and grain-bin variabilily;
evidence for contermporary culiural inferaction,
for example between Khami and Moloko;
sites with architectural stvles and information on
materials used for housing, even in the recent
past;

evidence for the infroduction of maize, either
direct or in the style of grindstones used;

sites with botanical remalins of culfigens;
information on the diskibution, size ond
characteristics of dolly-holes for gold mining;
evidence for textiles or weaving in addition fo
spindle whorls;

evidence for games and
inforrmattion relating to them;
figurine caches and spatial relotionships fo
sefflements;

check stone oufcrops near stonewalled sites for
engravings.

contextudl

Historical / Colonial

» gites connected with whaling and sealing;
ships or ship/boat skuctures on land;

shipwreck surivor camps,

sites in the interior with ninefeenth century
ceramics (RESUNACT is preparing guidelines for
identification];

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

17™ century or early 18" century sites in Cape
Town;

sites that are connected with national and
intemational slave trade routes;

LSA sifes with metal iterns such as brass butfons;

documentary and archival searches should be
done before going into the field;

sites that could inform on the effects of military
forces on indigenous locadl populations;

the symibalic sigrificance of texdiles, beads and
other iterns irmported by fraders;

sites with oral fraditions of sacred significance -
oral histories increase significance and are
therefore relevant to arichaeology;

historical graves need sensitive removal during
mifigation and this is often best done in
collaboration  between  archaeoclogists  and
funeral specialists.






