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SYNOPSIS

Inview of the few archaeolagical finds made on both
sites, a Phase 2 Archaeclogicdl Impact Assessment 18
notrecommended. | s however imporant o adhere
o the law, ds indicated in the afached addenda,



AlM

he aim was to undertake a Phase 1 Archaeological Impoct Assessrment on approxirnately 5 ha of
loekmekaar (Marobala and Portion 2, Dikgale) where a pipeline has been proposed, to assess the
mpact of the proposed project In terms of archaeclogicalhistorical sites and features and to make re-
comimendations. The task was performed on April 20 ot Marobala and Aprif 29, 1999 at Dikgale.

METHOD

A survey of the whole area demarcated for development was done on foot by an archaeclogist, As
route maps of the proposed pipeline were supplied, localions were marked directly onfo it instead of
reving on GPS readings.  The photographs were faken with o Kodak Digital DC120 camera,

DESCRIPTION

Both sifes together measure approximately 5 km. The reconnoifred areas are currently inhabited for the
greafest part of the proposed pipeline,

Adlew undiagnostic poftery sherds were recovered from both areas, but the majority of cultural material
were slone atefacts. As no sifes of relevance were encountered, the sites will not be described in detall,

MAROBALA

A Marobala six (6) sites were identified where some culhural materia] were collected. Al these sites were
located inthe dit road, 1Le in previously prepared areas. It therefore seerms that relevant cultural material
may be encountered beneath the present surface. No cullural remaing were found in the ploughed
fiedds,
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2 elght (8] sites were | ol where some cultural material wos collecied, A donga, approx-
18m from the proposed plpeline route, was investigated for artefactual material, as the present
surface rendered litfle material. It was confirmed that some archaeological material will still be re-
coverad between 60-100cm below the surface, as sfone drfefacts as well as o pottery sherd wos re-

mi this french, The localion s indicated os Site 3 on the map.
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INTERPRETATION & EVALUATION

Yery litle culfural materal wete refiieved from either slite, It is however possible that more finds could be
made in the subscil. The area In general however seems fo have been sparsely inhabited in the past.

RECOMMENDATIONS

In view of the above, it is not recommended that a Phase 2 Archaeological Impact Assessment be
undleriaken.

I would however be of the utmost importance that the archaeologist be notified should any GRAVES
ancfor MIDDENS be encounfered during inifial clecring of the surface or during subsoll removal, Plecse
refer fo the oftuched addenda.
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THE [AW

'ne National Monuments Act (No. 28 of 1969] protects all palaeontological, archaeclogical and
fistoricd sites and material older than 50 years. If is an offénce fo destroy, damage, alfer, remove from
fe ofiginal site, or excavate any such site or mafedal without a permit from the Mational Monurments
Councll, Aperson corvicted of an offence Intemns of the Act, could be liable for o fine of up fo R10000
o two vears imprisonment, of both, See Addendurn 1 for extracts from this aot.

h terms of the Enviionmental Conservafion Act (No. 73 of 1989) the Infegiated Environmentdl
Hanagement Procedue, Guideline Document 1 identifies certain man-made areas and features  thaot
we listed as environrments which must be included in an envionmental impact assessment report, These
hclude archaedlogical and paloeonfological sites, graves and burial sites, bulldings ond sites of

P

religious, social and cultural significance.,

ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

To rinimise the Impact of development on archaeciogicd sites, and the impact of archaeological sites
on development projects, and o avoid costly delays if o sife Is discovered during the course of
construction work, It is important to hire an archaeologist well in advance fo survey the area. ftis
Irmporant that developers redlise that only qualified professional archaeologists should be employed 1o
undericke survey work,

Tre developer is responsible for the costs involved in hiring an archaeologist fo investigale the site.

Phase 1
Tre archoeologist hired fo do the work will submit o phase 1 report. On the basis of the
recommendations and assessment of significance made in the report, o decision can be faken on how
ihe developrnent may proceed. In most cases development will be able to go ahead os planned affer
the sites have been recorded.

Phase 2
In some cases, mitigation in a Phase 2 programme will be necessary and may involve excavafion o
colection of archaeclogical material. The purpose behind mifigation is to sample the sife so that the
avidence can be stoted permanently in a museum where it can be consulted of o later date for record
and research purposes.

Phase 3
Vo rarely, the site may be so important that it will wanant modification of the development in o Phase
3 piogramme. [f this happens, the archaeoclogist, the National Monuments Council and the developer
can confer on the action fo be taken. Tt may be possible 1o Incorparate an ron Age village inte o green
beltin a housing scheme, of fo modify o high rise bullding plan by covering rare 18™ century foundations
and associated rubbish durnps beneath o parking lot 1o avold destroying them completely.  Such
solufions are possitle if the archaeclogist is consulted early enough in the planning process.

Permission for the developrnent fo proceed can be given only once the Mational Monurments Councll

is safisfied that steps have been faken fo ensure that the arichoeclogical sites will nof be damoged, o
that they have been adequaiely recarded and sampled,

, S5f action Is folowed, we sfand o chaonce of saving something of owr archoeclogical herifage
for fult werations and of avolding confict between developers and culturdl conservationists, The
Natlonal Monuments Council must ensure that the historicol and cultural heritage of all South Africans
is protected, Coreful planning can minfmise the Impact of archaeclogical surveys on developrent
projects by selecting opfions that cause the least armount of inconvenience and deiay.
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EXTRACTS FROM THE NATIONAL MONUMENTS ACT (NO 28 OF 1969,
AS AMENDED IN 1986) THAT ARE RELEVANT TO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

12(2A) No person shaoll destray, domage, excovate, alfer, remove from ifs ofiginal site
or export from the Republic -
any metecrite of fossll; or
any drawing of painting on stone of o petroglyph known or commenly believed
to have been executed by Bushmen; o
any crawing o painting on stone or a pefroglyeh known or commonly believed
to nave been execuled by any other people who Inhablted or visited the
Republic before the sefflerment of the Eurcpeans ot the Cape; or
any implement, cmarment of sfructure known or commonly believed fo have
been mode, used or erected by people refered o In paragraphs (o) and ()
of
e anthropolegical or archaeological contents of graves, caves, rock shelters,
middens, shell rmounds or other sites used by such people; or
any other historical site*, archaedlogical o pataeontologiodt finds, material or
obiect,

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

[* An “historical site” Is defined as “any idenfificble building or part thereof, marker,
milestone, gravestone, landmark o fell older than 50 years,”]




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

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

Janette Deogcon
National Monurmenrits Councl

Crpportunities for archaeological confract work will expand In southem Africa in the next few vears. To
moke the best of the opporiunifies, medium-term (3-6 year] research and heritage conservation priorities
need io be established as a matter of wgency in consultation with CRM praciitioners, provinclal and
national heritage agencles and research archaeologists. The following factors are relevant,

1.

In South Aflica, the Deparirment of Environrmental Affairs and Tourism published on 5 Septermber 1997
its long-awdited List of Activities which may have a substantial defrimental effect on the environment
ond the regulations regarding activifies identified under Section 21{1] of the Environment Consarvation
Act [No. 73 of 1989). These effectively make environmentadl Impact assessments compulsory for the

listed activities,

The Nafional Herlitage Bill, designed fo replace the National Monuments Act in South Afica, came
before the Cabinef and Padiarment in 1998, If could become law from 1 April 1999. Amongst other
nnovations, i mokes impact assessments compulsoly where historical, archaeological and
paicecntological sifes are affected by development but are not protected by other legislation.

In nelghbouring Aflican countiles, the tfempo of confract work Is dlso rising as new legisiation and

requirements of the World Bank are implemented.

i seerms widkely decepted that CRM practitioners do mitigation 1o rescue the research potential of a site
which would ofherwise be Jost. The following kinds of sites were identified as being worthy of mitigation:

Stone Age / Hunter Gatherer

ary open alr site with bone or other organic
rmaternal;

any cave of rock sheller with deposit;

rock paintings and rock engravings record
context as well as images);

qucrry sites with possibilifies for core re-fitting,
lohg sequence sites;

coostal and Infand shell middens;

sifes with Howlesons Poort, Stilibay o

£
15,

SUITC

vlacement of Lalier Stone Age sites in he

londscape - are they ossociated with river
valleys, waler sources or quarres?

evidence for modemity in Middie Stone Age
sites;

sites with evidence for inferaction between
Stone Age and Iron Age or colonidl people;
Later Stone Age sifes with Bambata pottery;
pastoral sites, especially in the Eostern Cape;
coaches of astich eggshalls or other fems;
hunting plinds;

evidence for exploiiaion of raw matera
sources such as haematite o specuiaite,

.



ron Age [ Agiicutiurist
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and sastern reglons of southern Aflica;

any Bombaia setlernent:

Early ron Age sites with evidence for structures

orf long fermn occupation;

sites  with. eviderce - for polifical or socid

hierarchies;

evidence of the oganization of metal

production;

buricls with evidence for socia

heaith and nuirtion:

evidence for frade within and outside of the

Zrmbabwe culture areq;

sites Inareas that are under—esearched o builld

e the mg lure-historical sequence;

specid mc@o% stes such os rainmaking,

circumgcision, mining, furnaces, cattle posts vs
iving sites, salt making;

Blockburm and Moor Park sites in KwaZulu-Natal;

well preserved early Moloko sites with middens

for evidence of diet and subsistence or stone

differentiation

waling;
any Zmbabwe-style stone walling should be
mapped in sufficlent detfall to estimate factors
such as population size and grain-bin varability;
evidence for conternporary cultural interaction,
for exampie between Khami and Moloko;

sites with architectural styles and information on
materials used for housing, even in the recent
past,
evidence for the Inroduction of maize, either
direct or in the style of grindstones used;
sites with bolanical remaing of cultigens;
Information on the distribution, skze and
characteristics of dolly-holes for gold mining;
avidence for textiles or weaving in agadition to
spindle whorls;
evidence for gomes and
information relating fo them;
figurine caches and spatial relationships 1o
sefllerments;
check stone outcrops near stonewalled sites for
engravings.

contexiucl

Historical / Colonial

sifes connected with whaling and sedling:
ships of ship/boat shuctures on land;
shipwreck survivor carmps;

sites in the inferior with nineteenth century
cerarmics (RESUNACT is preparing guidetines for
identification);

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

177 century or early 18" century sites in Cape
Town;

sites that are connected with national and
international slave frade roufes,

LSA sifess with rmetdl iferns such as brass buftons,

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

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

the symbolic significance of textiles, beads and
other iterns impotted by traders;

sifes with oral fraditions of sacred significance -
ofal histofles increase significance and are
therefore relevant 1o archaeclogy;

historical graves need sensitive removal during
rmifigation ond this is offen best done in
collaboration  between archaeologists  ond
funeral specialists,



