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SUMMARY 

Archaetnos cc was appointed by the Dihlabeng Local Municipality (Bethelehem) to conduct a 
Heritage Impact Assessment on the farm Vogelfontein 69, near Bethlehem in the Free State 
Province. A Residential Development (V egelfo) is being proposed. The project came about 
on request of the Maseko family, who indicated there are a nt gr~ves ir~ 

the area that will have to be ""'""-'1< ... 'u'-,,...., .... 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Archaetnos cc was appointed by the Dihlabeng Local Municipality (Bethelehem) to conduct a 
Heritage Impact Assessment on the farm Vogelfontein 69, near Bethlehem in the Free State 

2. 

"'-""""'AU.., .......... ,"' ... Development (Vegelfo) is being proposed. The project came about 
Maseko family, who indicated that there are a number of family graves in 
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3. Cultural significance is site-specific relates to the content and context of the site. 
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Sites regarded as having low cultural significance have already been recorded in full 
and require no further mitigation. Sites with medium cultural significance mayor 
Inay not require mitigation depending on other factors such as the significance of 
iInpact on the site. Sites with a high cultural significance require further mitigation 
(see Appendix B). 
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f. Sites of Archaeological and palaeontological importance 
g. Graves and burial grounds 
h. Sites of significance relating to the history of slavery 
i. Movable objects (e.g. archaeological, palaeontological, meteorites, geological 

specimens, military, ethnographic, books etc.) 

A Heritage Impact Assessment (RIA) is the process to be followed in order to determine 
whether any heritage resources are located within the area to be developed as wen as 
the possible impact of the proposed development thereon. An Archaeological Im.pact 
Assessment (AlA) only looks at archaeological resources. An RIA must be done under 
the following circ~.H:.qstances: 

a. The construction of a linear development (road, wall, power line, canal etc.) 
exceeding 300m in length 
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or archaeological and palaeontological material or objects, or use such 
equipment for the recovery of meteorites. 

e. alter or demolish any structure or part of a structure which is older than 60 
years as protected. 

The above mentioned may only be disturbed or moved by an archaeologist, after 
receiving a permit from the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SABRA). In 
order to demolish such a site or structure, a destruction permit from SABRA will also 
be needed. 

Human remains 

Graves and burial grounds are divided into the following: 

a. ancestral graves 
b. royal graves and graves of traditional leaders 
c. graves of victims of conflict 
d. graves designated by the Minister 
e. historical graves and cemeteries 
f. human remains 

In terms of Section 36(3) of the National Heritage Resources Act, no person may, without a 
permit issued by the relevant heritage resources authority: 

a. destroy, damage, alter, exhume or remove from its original position of 
otherwise disturb the grave of a victim of conflict, or any burial ground or part 
thereof which contains such graves; 

b. destroy, damage, alter, exhume or remove from its original position or 
otherwise disturb any grave or burial ground older than 60 years which is 
situated outside a formal cemetery administered by a local authority; or 

c. bring onto or use at a burial ground or grave referred to in paragraph ( a) or (b) 
any excavation, or any equipment which assists in the detection or recovery of 
metals. 

Human remains that are less than 60 years old are subject to provisions of the Human 
Tissue Act (Act 65 of 1983) and to local regulations. Exhumation of graves must 
conform to the standards set out in the Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 
1980) (replacing the old Transvaal Ordinance no. 7 of 1925). 

Per:misgiun ~llust also be from the descendants (vfhere knOV/O), the National 
Department of Health, Provincial Denartment Premier ~nd 

local police. 
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4.2 The National Environmental Management Act 

This act states that a survey and evaluation of cultural resources must be done in areas where 
development projects, that will change the face of the environment, will be undertaken. The 
impact of the development on these resources should be determined and proposals for the 
mitigation thereof are made. 

Environmental management should also take the cultural and social needs of people into 
account. Any disturbance of landscapes and sites that constitute the nation's cultural heritage 
should be avoided as far as possible and where this is not possible the disturbance should be 
minimized and remedied. 

5. METHODOLOGY 

5.1 Survey of literature 

A survey of literature was undertaken in order to obtain background information regarding 
the area. Sources consulted in this regard are indicated in the bibliography. 

5.2 Field survey 

The survey was conducted according to generally accepted RIA practices and was aimed at 
locating all possible objects, sites and features of cultural (archaeological and historical) 
significance in the area of proposed development. If required, the location/position of any site 
is determined by means of a Global Positioning System (GPS), while photographs are also 
taken where needed. 

The survey was undertaken partially on foot, while certain sections were traversed by vehicle. 

5.3 Oral histories 

People from local communities are sometimes interviewed in order to obtain information 
relating to the surveyed area. It needs to be stated that this is not applicable under all 
circumstances. When applicable, the information is included in the text and referred to in the 
bibliography. 

5.4 Documentation 

All sites, objects, features and structures identified are documented according to the general 
minimum standards accepted by the archaeological profession. Co-ordinates of individual 
localities are determined by means of the Global Positioning System (GPS).The information 
is added to the description in order to facilitate the identification of each locality. 

6. DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA 

The residential development area is located on the farm Vogelfontein 69, in the Dihlabeng 
Local Municipality (Bethlehem) in the Free State Province. It is situated just outside of the 
town of Bethlehem. In the past the area was known as Mdoko by local inhabitants (Elijah 
Maseko: Pers.comm. 2011-05-03). 
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Dense grass cover made visibility difficult, while the area has been fairly disturbed through 
past farming activities, such as ploughing and other agricultural activities. The area is 
currently being used (as it was likely in the past) for cattle grazing as well. The topography is 
characterized by rolling grass fields and low hills (sandstone outcrops), with very little tree 
cover relnaining. Portions of the area has also been disturbed by the commencement of the 
development (prior to the RIA), and specifically the installment of reticulation (water, 
sewerage) services. The 1:50000 topographic map of the area (2828AB Bethlehem -1984) 
shows extensive ploughed fields and farm related structures in the area. 

1: development area (Cmutesy Google Earth 2011). 
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Figure 2: Closer view of the area. Note the ploughed fields and other disturbed areas 
(Courtesy Google Earth 2(11) 
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Figure 3: Topographic location of area and site distribution (Map Source 2010). 

Figure 4: General view - note the dense grass cover. 
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Figure 5: Another view - note the low, sandy outcrop. 

Figure 6: A view of the area towards town 
and the section already being developed. 
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Figure 7: A closer view of the already disturbed area 
where services are being installed. 

Figure 8: Cattle grazing in the area. 

7. DISCUSSION 

In order to enable the reader to understand archaeological and historical objects, features and 
sites that could possibly be unearthed and disturbed during development, it is necessary to 
give a general background regarding the different phases of human history. 

7.1 Stone Age 

The Stone Age is the period in human history when lithic (stone) material was mainly used to 
produce tools (Coertze & Coertze 1996: 293). In South Africa the Stone Age can be divided 
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roughly into three periods. It is important to note that the dates are relative and only provide a 
broad framework for interpretation. The division for the Stone Age according to Korsman & 
Meyer (1999: 93-94) is as follows: 

Early Stone Age (ESA) 2 million - 150 000 years ago 
Middle Stone Age (MSA) 150 000 - 30 000 years ago 
Late Stone Age (LSA) 40000 years ago - 1850 - A.D. 

No Stone Age sites or artefacts were identified in the area of the proposed development. 
However, San Rock painting sites are known to exist in the Bethlehem region, such as at 
Aasvogelkrans, Barnea and Broodkop These sites are nonnally found near 
sandstone cliffs and rock shelters, and although none were located during the survey care 
should be taken when the development commences that no possible rock art sites are 
disturbed around the sandstone outcrops in the area. 

7.2 Iron Age 

The Iron Age is the name given to the period of human history when metal was mainly used 
to produce artifacts (Coertze & Coertze 1996: 346). In South Africa it can be divided in two 
separate phases according to Van der Ryst & Meyer (1999: 96-98), namely: 

Early Iron Age (EIA) 200 - 1000 A.D. 
Late Iron Age (LIA) 1000 - 1850 A.D. 

Huffinan (2007: xiii) indicates that a Middle Iron Age should be included. His dates, which 
now seem to be widely accepted in archaeological circles, are: 

Early Iron Age (EIA) 250 - 900 A.D. 
Middle Iron Age (MIA) 900 - 1300 A.D. 
Late Iron Age (LIA) 1300 -1840 A.D. 

No Iron Age sites, features or objects were identified in the area, although the dense grass 
cover could have obscured low stone walled features such as cattle kraals. 

7.3 Historical Age 

The historical age started with the first recorded oral histories ill the area. It includes the 
moving into the area of people that were able to read and write. 

Bethlehem was founded in the 1840' s by the Voortrekkers, and there are many historical 
sandstone buildings in the town that have been proclaimed heritage sites 

The graves and other sites found in the development area date to the recent 
historical period. 



7.4 Discussion of the various sites iril.P1!1Ii-liti.,.riI 

Site 1 - Possible graves 

This site was indicated to us by representatives of the Maseko family, who resided here prior 
to their 1967 moving away. They lived and worked here on the farm, and according to them 
the site was used to bury deceased relatives in the past. No graves are visible (no stones or 
other visible markings) as they claim that the area was ploughed over. The number of graves 
present, as well as their ages (dates of death) and the identities of the deceased are also 
unknown. However, they estimate that the number of burials could be anything from 20 - 40. 
The family has indicated that they would want the graves to be exhumed and relocated before 
any development could commence. 

Site Location: S28.20740 E28.34998 
Significance: High 
Mitigation measures: Exhumation and Relocation. This will entail the excavation of the 
area indicated as the burial plot. A permit from SAHRA is required, while a registered 
undertaker also needs to be employed. 

Figure 9: Site 1- the area indicated as being the burial site 
of the Maseko family. 

Site 2 - Maseko family homestead area 

According to the family this was the area where their homestead was located during their 
residence and working on the farm. Very little physical remains are visible, except for a large 
tree recognizable to them and some scatters of building rubble (including cement and bricks 
and cultural material including glass and metal pieces). Dense grass also obscured visibility. 

Site Location: S28.20409 E28.34995 
Significance: Low 
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Mitigation measures: None - documentation in field seen as sufficient 

Figure 10: Homestead area where Maseko family resided. 

Figure 11: Building rubble on Site 2. 

Site 3 - Low stone walled feature 

Site 3 is a low, stone packed feature, rectangular in shape. It is fairly large (more than 20m x 
20m) and contains a number of smaller, circular stone circles and stone heaps inside. The age 
and function of the structure is not known, although it is likely fairly recent (younger than 60 
years of age). 

Site location: S28.20547 E28.35042 
Significance: Low 
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Mitigation measures: None required - documentation during survey seen as sufficient. 

Figure 12: Part of low stone wall of structure on Site 3. 

Figure 13: Small stone circle on Site 3. 
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Sites 4& 5 - Farming related remains and farmstead 

Both these sites contain the remains of features and structures related to the recent farming 
activities on Vogelfontein. It includes the ruins of the old farmstead, outbuildings, the farm 
dam and other features. 

Site location: S28.21188 E28.34698 (Site 4) and S28.21295 E28.34522 (Site 5) 
Significance: Low 
Mitigation measures: None required - documentation during survey seen as sufficient. 

Figure 14: Unknown cement foundation (Site 4) 

Figure 15: Ruins of farmstead area (Site 5). 
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Figure 16: Close-up of homestead ruins (Site 5). 

Figure 17: Farm dam (Site 5). 

8. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

In conclusion it can be stated that the assessment of the proposed residential development 
area was conducted successfully. A number of sites and features of some archaeological or 
historical (cultural heritage) significance were identified in the area, with the possible graves 
the most significant. Most of the area has been extensively disturbed in the past through 
agricultural activities (ploughing and grazing), while current development activities on a 
portion of the area also have had an impact. 

The Maseko family has indicated that they would want to exhume and relocate the graves 
from Site 1 before any further development takes place in the area. It is therefore 
recommended that this be undertaken as soon as possible. The area where the burials are 
situated will have to be cleared and trenches dug in order to locate the burial pits, as no 
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surface indicators, such as grave dressings are visible. All the other sites recorded in the area 
are deemed as of low significance, and no further mitigation measures are required. 

Therefore, from a Cultural Heritage perspective there would be no objection to the proposed 
development once the graves have been exhumed and relocated. However, it should be 
noted that the subterranean presence of archaeological and/or historical sites, features 
or artifacts are always a distinct possibility. Care should therefore be taken during any 
development activities that if any of these are accidentally discovered, a qualified 
archaeologist be called in to investigate. Because of the dense grass cover, visibility was 
difficult. Any features, objects or sites could therefore have been missed. This includes 
low, stone-packed, graves. 
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APPENDIX A 

Definition of terms: 

Site: A large place with extensive structures and related cultural objects. It can also 
be a large assemblage of cultural artifacts, found on a single location. 

Structure: A permanent building found in isolation or which forms a site III 

conjunction with other structures. 

Feature: A coincidal find of movable cultural objects. 

Object: Artifact (cultural object). 

(Also see Knudson 1978: 20). 
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APPENDIXB 
Cultural significance: 

-Low 

- Medium 

- High 

A cultural object being found out of context, not being part of a site or without 
any related feature/structure in its surroundings. 

Any site, structure or feature being regarded less important due to a number of 
factors, such as date and frequency. Also any important object found out of 
context. 

Any site, structure or feature regarded as important because of its age or 
uniqueness. Graves are always categorized as of a high importance. Also any 
important object found within a specific context. 
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APPENDIXC 
Cultural significance: 

-Low 

- Medium 

- High 

A cultural object being found out of context, not being part of a site or without 
any related feature/structure in its surroundings. 

Any site, structure or feature being regarded less important due to a number of 
factors, such as date and frequency_ Also any important object found out of 
context. 

Any site, structure or feature regarded as important because of its age or 
uniqueness. Graves are always categorized as of a high importance. Also any 
important object found within a specific context. 

Heritage significance: 

- Grade I 

- Grade II 

- Grade III 

Heritage resources with exceptional qualities to the extent that they are of 
national significance 

Heritage resources with qualities giving it provincial or regional importance 
although it may form part of the national estate 

Other heritage resources of local importance and therefore worthy of 
conservation 
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APPENDIXD 
Protection of heritage resources: 

- Formal protection 

National heritage sites and Provincial heritage sites - grade I and II 
Protected areas - an area surrounding a heritage site 
Provisional protection - for a maximum period of two years 
Heritage registers - listing grades II and III 
Heritage areas - areas with more than one heritage site included 
Heritage objects - e.g. archaeological, palaeontological, meteorites, geological specimens, 

visual art, military, numismatic, books, etc. 

- General protection 

Objects protected by the laws of foreign states 
Structures - older than 60 years 
Archaeology, palaeontology and meteorites 
Burial grounds and graves 
Public monuments and memorials 
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