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ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT

ASSESSMENT
BY ARCHAEOLOGIST OF BRRIT AGE RESOURCES AGENCY

REVIEW COMMENT ON

South Africa has {j IInique and non.renewable archaeological heritage. Archaeological sites are protected in tenns of the National !fentage
Resources Ilct (Act No 25 of 1999) and may not be dislllrbed without a permit. Archaeological Impact Assessments (AlAs) identify and
(lHeH Ihe signifjctillce of the sItes. assess the potential impact of developments upon such Sites. and make recommendations concerning
mitigation and management o/these sites. On the basis of satIsfactory specialist reports SAHRA or the relevant heritage resources agency
".an assess whether or not it has objection /0 a development and indicate the condItions upon which such dewlopment mIght proceed and
asse.H whether or not to is.we permIssion /0 destroy such sites.
AlAs often form part of the heritage component of an Em'ironmentallmpact Assessment or EnVIronmental Afanagement Plan. They may
also jbrm part of a Heritage Impact Assessment called/or in terms of section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act, Act No. 25. 1999,
They mel.!"haw other origms. In any event they should comply WIth basic minimum standards of reporting as indicated in SAHIVI
Regulatiom' and Guidelines.
111/sform provides rc,.iell' comment from the Archaeologist of the relel'(mt heritage resources authority for use by }feritage Afanagers. for
example, .••..hen infonning authorities that have applied to SAHRA for comment and for inclusion in documentation sent to environmental
authorities. It may be used in conjunction with Form B. which provides relevant peer revicu' comment.

NOR71lERN CAPE .

Dr Z Henderson, Department of Archaeology, National Alusellm,
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B.

C.

PROVINCE:

REGIONAL MANAGER : M.•MOLEBlEMANGMARANDA .

AUTHOR(S) OF REPORT:

I3loemfol1lein, 051-1-179609, zoelh@na'imus.co.za ...

D. DATE OF REPORT: September 2006

E. TITLE OF REPORT: Culhlra/ Heritage Assessmentfor Finsch ,Mine, Northern Cape

F. Plcasc circle as relevant: Archaeological component of EIA / EMP / HIA / eMP Other (Specify)

.4dllendum to E.\JPR . . , .

G. REPORT COMMISSIONED BY (OWNERJDEVELOPER): Golder A.•.•ociote.•for De Beer.• Finsch

Jline .

II. CONTACT DETAILS: Eriko dll ple .•.•i.••PO Box 6001, Holfwoy HOll.•e, 1685. Tel 011 25-/ -/9-/2,Fax

011 3 J 5 0317, edllplessi5'livo/der.cu.zo,. Air George van de,. AJerwe, PO Box 7, Lime ...teres, 8410, Tel:

053385 22-/0,jilx 053 385 2288

Please see comment on next page ..
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SAHRA AlA Review Comment fURM A

REVIEW COMMENT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Z IIenderson
September 1006, Received 1.f Feb'1wry 1006

Cultural Heritage Assessment for Finsch Mine, Northern Cape

This repon assesses the cultural heritage resources on the Restricted Mining. the Brits and the Bonza
Game Farms areas of the Finseh mine property. SAHRA supports the following recommendations in
the repon which inclnde:

PROPOSED SLIME DAM AREA ON BRITS
The valley boltom soils should be checked by an archaeologist when earth-moving commences in
order to determine whether. as is probable. the artefacts in the sands have been washed in over time.
or whether they were accumulated ditTeren!ly.

GRAVEYARD NEAR FIVE MISSION
The graveyard. though not older than 60 years. should be marked on all mine maps and indicated as a
no-go area.

BONZA FARMHOUSE AND SURROUNDING AREA
TI,e fonndations of the farmhonse and possible labourer's cottage and pepper tree should be left as
they arc and they should not be disturbed. The grave should either be completely fenced otT or filled
in. bnt the cement blocks and other pieces that'were originally on top of the grave should not be used
for the infil!. TIlese features should be conserved because they are part of the history of settlement.

On page 81 of the addendum to the EMPR. 6.2.14 it is stated that archaeologicallheritage sites will be
a\'aided. the presence of graves and artefacts will be brought to the attention of the archaeologist at
the National Musewn. If these and the specific recommendations of the archaeologist are
implemented. SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorite unit has no objections.

NAME OF ARCHAEOLOGIST:

SIGNATURE OF ARCHAEOLOGIST:

EMAIL: !P
NAME OF HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY: SAH RA .

PLK4S[o; /'ion: THAT Tin: CO:'o.'MENT (ABOVE OR APPENDED) CONSTlTurES THE COM,-"1F:NT Of" TIlE HERITAGE RESOURCf:S AGE/'iCY
ARCHAEOLOGIST AND THAT ANY DEVF.LOPMF-NT THAT I:'lVOLVES DESTRUCTION or ANY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE IS STILL SUBJECT TO A
l'ER.\IITIPER.\1ISSION FOR DESTRUCTION OF SUCH SITE GIVEN TO TilE DEVELOPER BY THE RELEVANT HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY
ARCHAEOLOGICAL pnV.IlT COM;\{JTIF.E (THIS WILL BE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL OF TilE PHASE 2 OR ARCHAEOWGJCAL Jl.flTlGATION AS
:'IOECESSARY). TillS REPORT MAY HE TAKEN ONLY AS APPROVAL, IN PRINCIPLE, IN TER.\1S Q}' SECTION J5 OF THE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCFS
ACT. TifF: PROVINCIAL Jl.L\NAGER OF THE HERITAGE RESOURCES AUTHORITY MUST AD\-lSE AS TO APPROVAL IN TERMS OF IfERITAGE ISSUES
t:/'iCo~U',\sslm nY OTHER ASPECTS OF THE LEGISLATION, SUCU AS ISSUES OF THE BULT ENVTRO~MENT (STRUCTURES (I':.G, FARM UOUSES), OVER
60 Yt:ARS),INPlGEl"Ol."i h:NO\\1..EDGE SYSTEMS OR Ot'CULTURAL LANDSCAPESA ..'i THIS IS NOT\"lTlIIN Tin: seOPEOF Tm:ARCHAt:OLOOIST.

f'Lt:ASE !'wn THAT SAHRA IS l"OW Rt:.'iI'O."iSIIJLE FOR GRADE IIIERITAGE Rl!".SOURCES (AND EXPORn AND THE PROVIl"CIAL IIERIT AGE RESOURCES
AR.E RE.<;PO.'lOSlRLEFOR GRADE II AND GRADE III HERITAGE RESOURCES, E..'XCEPT WHERE TIlERE IS Al'~ AGENCY ARRANGEME~T \\11H THE
PRO\"l:'\C1.4.1. HERITAm: Rt:SOURCt:S AIJTHORITY.
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