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FINAL REPORT ON A PRELIMINARY ARCHAE
BRITANNIA BAY TO STOMP

OLOGICAL SURVEY:

1. INTRODU

STION

This report was commissioned
it was also requested that the re
importance and nature of archas

Steyn Larsen en Vennote on behalf of their clients,
ort be prefaced by some background comment on the
1 sites,

Conservation of plants, animals, habitats and environments - and here the habitat of
chistoric humans and mmmh bs included - must meet a dual function. 1t must

vide Eimg term security for the ecosystems which are directly or indirectly exploited
h** pmp e 0 as to meet the current and future needs of human society. In the case of
meology it must alse meet the moral obligation of humanity, as the super-dominant
5 on Harth, to ensure the survival and/or study of Cultural Resources in the form
archaeological f“‘”t%ﬁi‘ﬁi nces. The need for formal planning and management to
ensure the survival of both the natural systems we depend on and exploit and our
cultural resources is important.

al evid prew‘ the only information
toric indigenous peoples. Archacological

nty docomentary zrzf@amdt;(m which was recorded by
{ colonisis from 1488 onwards,

stern and southern Cape, are also imporiant as some
10 navigators and the indigenous peoples

ites at which people lived and left rematos of

I food debris, human burials are often found in the
1 skeletal remains are frnportant in our mmim%ﬂg guest o

ogy of the indigenous peoples of the region during the various
cultural development,

zfiéig equ ipmaﬁi
coastal dunes.

understand the hio
plases of their so

Systematic archaeological research has Deen carried out in South Africa for only about
the past 60 years. During this time, and especially in the last 40 years, research
development has resulted in the use of increasingly sophisticated methods, including
radiocarbon dating and the study of stable carbon isolopes in human bones to defermine
diet,

Archaeological sites, whalever thelr pature, logether with the artefacts and other
information they condain, are a finite and zlmz»-msmwabie cuttural resource and are part
of the national herita ge,

All prehistoric amémmlat “fsi sites as well as certain proclaimed cultural-historical sites
and shipwrecks from a designated period are protected by the National Monuments

Act, No.28 of 1969 as amended. Archae *Easgnui sites preserve oaly the durable parts
of the activities that took place on them. Variable conditions have led to different
components being 4 in each, Therefore every site has the potential o make a




i

contribution 1o knowledge and should be 2
contemplated. Sites ¢ nsitive and, on
from development, are rapidly destroved. Pres
investigation of such sites is therefore important i

ciully before its destruction can be
< or subjected w0 increased pressure
ation or controlled, systematic

{ we are now, and {){m 5 inthe

. to obtain a better upderstanding of how the multi-cultural past of South Afriea
contributed o the present and may do so in the future.

futuyre

wwed 10 preserve ardsamiﬂgimi sites, Unfortunately, however,

ing demand for land developments of various ifmtis

nsi, results in the large-scale destruction of such sites,

¥ few archacologists in South Africa and they are committed 1o
oir 1 1 for which funding is Mizmmiv Himited

2). The problem is (("Ih{?{ﬁl{idf’d by %izf: fact that in many oa

archaeo i ;‘?idf){}iﬂf’ by devel s undue pressure on archaeologi

cannot th

=5 there is a lack of
s whyy

az’ééa can be included in existing programmes,
in iidequatc fm W’m] ;7 mmﬂg, and wnsvl&suon w:tb dmh&tﬁ%ﬂp!x 5 {0

developments introduce increasing numbers of people to an area, This
~curs firstly, dmmu the construction stage and wwmiiy with the arrival of é?m new
Increased population heighfens the pressures on archagolos
than that covered by buildings or individual properties. The ne
on, particularly when digging is involved, is obvious. On the o
ant archaeological sites have been ¢ 1 OO wction work,
Id be made lor the &;tfszi‘f of such discoveries, however, or their potential
% 3 i“afw'zfs:i ; : , including the pre-construction involvement of
construction stage can Hmit the extent of damage

sative result
sther hand

opment the potential danger fo archacological sites may
it conirols may be qu;zzsd over the Eo;agfzr term.
54 b as rease in the number of people introduce new
is.@:mz‘és o ihfﬁ area. In arsas such as the West Coast where the natural vegetation is
sparse, and where the sand is mobile if exposed, the short-term threat to archaeological
sites is greatly increased by uncontrolled moves of people and the effect on
vegetation cover of tampling and of veldfires which can result from thelr presence.
i’r* :stimx of vepetation cover and provision of controlled access from housing to

cas will belp to maintain stable dunes and (o reduce the danger of wind
Hy exposes and destroys archacological sites,

After wmpimam esi the deve
i”fzi! n"}ﬂm and d stric

and moisture zfimmf quatity, archacological sites, and shell middens in ;}nz“i%miam are
likely to become vegetated,
a result, not all atch aeologieal sites are readily visibie to the observer. The density,
s amd type of natural vegetation can affect the visibility of archaeological sites,

e dense b and inland vegetation effectively mask the presence of surface
archacologica

i sites, .

pical sifes overa

w

1 e 3 SRS ‘ Fepyende b Phee dusm .
Drift-sand areas and 1 Conla 18 wé moverment and erosion
remove overlying s ; 4 ¢

¢ distance from available resources such as
- the manufacture iriefacts, This
the availability of shelter, prevailing w ms}('
nts have changed, the present- éa} gzw.xkbzl.;% of
urees cannot «} vays i:{? o predict the loo
er, i the light of what s }”m) wiy from
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TYPES OF 811

The pre history of southern Afyiea is conventionally divided into three Stone Age
Is: Barly, Middie and Later. The Iren Age, which relates to settlement h},« black
vles in the eastern and central regions, does not occur in the western Cape.

Luiy :amzse: ﬁgf* msx wm%i& represented only by stone artefacts and debris and vary”
rarely with pwwmw bm{* It should be noted that one of the most important I m%y
Stone Agelfossil be ences in Africa is in Middle to Late Pleistocene sands in
the viciaity of L fmgzﬂwm (Singer & Wymer 1968; Klein 1978). A problem in the
study of Farly and Middle Stone Age occurrences in particular is the difficulty in
distinguishing between human activity and food remains and bones ieii on a sur
: $ OF seavengers, both of which can occur on the same 3

MIDDLE S'i‘(}%‘%% AGE

Middle 5 ¢ sifes are resented GnE}; by stone artefacts and debeis
ith fossilized shells and animal bones
tes are most often in the

1 in rack shelters in other
fymer 19823, Again, il is possible
n may be exposed during

s of the provines {Sehwa
hat subsurface sites contain
truction work.

e more recent and therefore natural destruction is not as great
as m *»m fwm eariier periods. f"i%ﬁ*v are gererally numerous beeause they are on or
- the surface and therefore tend to be more visible, These may occur in different

Q«hcl? m’n%*"’fz g

are the most obvious archacological rempants on the
: od and artefactual debris lelt by people

 than 0,5 hectare in edtent, Most

aﬁlnsxli.{ as well as marise shell and are
usually i and frequency are greatest near the
shore, 1 zones, When examining shell

er the :’;m‘z(mzzéing areas in which people lived

3 uding features such as huts and freplaces,
Unk‘s% mti ;s émw the inf tion that ean be obtained from such sites may be biased.
ause shell midden usually associated with beaches or duneficlds which are
able they are often exposed by wind., Where conditions in the past were suitable
middens may extend ‘11%32@‘2; continupusly over long distances of coastling.

middc‘::n

Pish traps are artificial tidal pools constructed of boulders in the intertidal
ky shores (Avery 1975). In the recent past some examples were rebuilt and
1l fandowners,

Fish tap
zone of ro
used by It

i or near shell midde They are sometimes marked

< may only oeour where the depth of

At importance 1o record them and

sequently of great
- information on aspects of iife and death which is not

the xaot conie td&
otherwise available.

1979; Schweltzer 1979). Shell middens may vary

L was insufficient

L

3. ARC

AEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

{'}H “'“*’t v"ri"f
iE:e *)mmza

: of the survey was (o locate, identify and plot on maps any

al or historical in the area of the proposed development, 1t was

i WE that sites or artefacts from the Middle and Later Stone periods would
aecur in the proposed development area and that Harly Stone Age sites would not be
found in the area. ‘ '

SURVEY METHOD

The survey consisted of a examinaiion o
Mz*mum {ba di{“zi’ib{}lf‘}&”{,,;té or hdstorical sites.
f the areas to be develop
ions of the sites located.

is in the South African
d by a comprehensive
xient of the area and

nersed
dnated by

: z}f imw xd Eesf % slu ublands on the coastal
it vz*&b@s vegelation on the nland areas. The coastal
ga;}wf beach interspersed with rocky outerops.
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ERF L STOMPNEUS BAY

RESULTS
The time-span of the sites located in this survey Is relatively recent in terms of the

ers . i . - - T OROHD
million or so years of human existence in southern Africa. SITE GROUF 2

This comprises seven closely spaced middens.

Twelve sites were located in four distingt argas. Site group 1 Is on the dune crests in

the vegetated dunefield inerf 3. Site groups 2 & 3 are at the southern epd, and site Middens 1-4 (Figures 2,3 & 4). A small deflated midden consisting mainly of limpet

group 4 is af the northern end of erf 1 Stompneus Bay (see Map 1), shells but with some quartzite chunks. This is part of a suite of similar sites extending

All site groups are marked by a wooden stake approximately 50 cm high with the on both sides of the dune crest in a north/south direction. ) . o
The site marker is at the crest of the dune, Some 20-30 m south s a midden with in

mumber and the letiers 344 PR : ) -
gure 43, The shell from this layer extends down the dune towards (he

Is

SITE GROUP 1 . Lo
This comprises two middens within the area shown on map 1.

Midden I (Figure 13, An extensive shell midden extending on both sides of the {rack
which crosses the dupe videe 1n an easterly direction. The midden consists of mussel,
Himpet and whelk shells and a small number of quartz flakes, some pebbles and a few
beach cobbles, The site marker is close to the frack.

Midden 2. A small midden comprising mussel and limpet shells together with a

quartzite core and associated flakes, Fig. 3.




Fig. 4.

and thopet shells

Midden 5. A small deflated midden comy

ising mainly broken musse
in & sterde sand valley about 30-40 m west of

" the main group.

first les
other one

Middens 6-7. Two red maialy mussel and timpet shell middens.
about 25 m west of midden 5 on the east slope of the next dune ¢
Lies a further 30 m west at the edge of the track leading 1o the bes

is compris
the vicinity of ¢
{Figure 8} hut fwo K
fi s ridee wi

ie ol

f very diffuse and deflated middens in the vegetated dunes in
cal test pit. middens are mainly limpet and mussel s
grindstones were poted. The marker is on the crest of the
1§ the centre of the ¢




SITE GROUP 4
sroup of three sites les at the northers eng
s beacon.

1 of the area in the dune field near the

<3

Midden 1 (¥
This midden con
sloping towards
this site,

: 6}
sts of an eroded scatter of limpet shells and some guartzite cobbles
track on the & of the dune 11 The marker is at the top of

Fig. 6.

gure 7).
vo adimcent middens consisting mainly of limpet shells eroding down

8

This comprise
the dune slope.

Fig. 7.

agmented shell,
and frgmendation
indicate subsurface

is tdentical to the to the other areas and does not necessarily

1t Bay Point are extensive scatters of mussel
dropping, not of human activity.
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DISCUSSION

Archaeological sites praserve important information that can be used to reconstruet
aspects of past human behaviour, environments and human response to the changes in

environment,

Allof the sites located date 10 the Late Helocene and are younger than 2000 years old.
Sites within site groups 2-4 are considered 1o be of relative Importance in that they
ContAin materil Which can indicate patterns of resource utilisation. In addition there is

a possibility of human remains belng recovered from them,

There Is a possibility of Turther archaeslogical sites being found in all areas once land
levelling or subsurface work commences.

4. CONCLUSBIONS

1. Once the information in this report has been infegrated with the development plans
it wiil be possible o make definite proposals regarding the steps to be faken regarding
excavation, salvage or profection of the sites.

At this stage i is tmportant (0 note that the area within Erf 1 Stomppeus Bay is
sensitive to erosion and human interference as it contains sites with potentially
important archasol material and information which will be threatened by
development.

2. It must be borne in mind that a development of this nature will create immediate
and Futore additional pressure on an already fragile environment,

If, however, in designing the development, attention is given to the location of the
housing units and amenities o relation to the archasological sites potential damage may
be reduced.

The possible exposure of further finds during excavatior/construction in the dune
areas in the vicinity of all the sites should not be overlooked as the majority of those
found have been exposed by wind removal of the overlying sands. Any land clearing
or levelling operations in the dunes are likely to uncover further archaeological sites.

kS
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5. RECOMMENDATIONS

Bay prior to archaeological

1. No development be undertaken on Bl 1
im’ﬁz;%xga{zm} of the siles.

provision shoudd
tes in the dune

2. In consultation with archasologists who wil undertake the we
be made in the development budget for systematic sampling of zi
valleys on Eef 1 Sto

3. Onee dey em;;mmz is initizied, an archacclogist must be employed (o moviior the
area whenever land clearing operations and excavations are waﬁum} en in order o
assess the potential for and im portance of any sub-surface finds that may be exposed.

joe

. land-clearing, ete.} care should
al sites.

4. During all construction activities {roads, frenchi
be taken fo minimize damage to known archaeologic

al occurrence must be reported immediately so that its
sed

5. Any new archaeol
importance can be
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