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DOCUMENT INFORMATION

Proposed development and
location

The proposed development is the constructing of the Littleflower to
Fairview Access Road for the community of Fairview in ward 4 of
Ubuhlebezwe Municipality in Ixopo Town.

Purpose of the study To carry out a Desktop Phase 1 Heritage Impact Assessment to
determine the presence/absence of archaeological assess their
archaeological significance in terms of the NHRA of 1999 and
SHARA guidelines.

Topography See Below

Municipalities Ubuhlebezwe Municipality

Predominant land use of
surrounding area

Residential area

Applicant

Ubuhlebezwe Local Municipality

Site Coordinates

See Table 1-4 Below

Client Details

Hanslab Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd

Heritage Consultant

Tsimba Archaeological Footprints (Pty) Ltd
24 Lawson Mansions

74Loveday Street, Johannesburg
Gauteng, 2000

E-mail:info@tsimba-arch.co.za / rmuroyi23@amail.com
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Applicant Ubuhlebezwe Local Municipality has through being funded by the Municipal
Infrastructure Grant (MIG) identified to provide basic and efficient services by constructing the
Littleflower to Fairview Access Road for the community of Fairview in ward 4 of Ubuhlebezwe
Municipality in Ixopo Town. To achieve this, they have appointed Bl Infrastructure Consultants to
provide consulting engineering services for the design and management of the Little flower to Fairview

Access Road project.

Hanslab (Pty) Ltd (hereafter referred to as “the EAP”) have been appointed by Bl Infrastructure
Consultants as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) to undertake the Basic

Assessment for the proposed development Little flower to Fairview

A review of a range of cultural heritage information was undertaken as part of the heritage assessment
process. This review included archival information, historical housing and planning documents; thesis’s
and research documents on apartheid and architecture as well as unpublished manuscripts speaking to
the general cultural landscape of the proposed development area. The National heritage databases,
lists and registers, other documented information (including heritage impact assessment reports and a
range of ethno-historic and archaeological sources at both local and regional levels) were also

consulted for information regarding other heritage resources within the vicinity of the Ixopo area.

The scope of work for this Desktop Heritage Impact Assessment was to assess written materials and
manuscripts about the broader cultural landscape to be affected by the proposed development. The
proposed development area exceeds 5000m2 therefore it triggers section 38(1) (a) of the National
Heritage Resources Act (NHRA- Act No. 25 of 1999) (1) Subject to the provisions of subsections (7), (8)

and (9), any person who intends to undertake a development cateqorised as— The construction of a

linear development (road, wall, power line canal etc.) exceeding 300m in length. The objective of the
report is to fulfil the requirements of SAHRA in the in terms of Section 38(1) of the NHRA.

Given below are the conclusions made from our literature review of the broader Ixopo area;

=>» The greater Ixopo area, has been relatively well surveyed for archaeological heritage sites by
the KwaZulu-Natal Museum, post-graduate students from the Universities of Cape Town and
the Witwatersrand, and subsequently by private heritage consultants in the last few years.
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=> The available evidence, as captured in the Amafa and the KwaZulu-Natal Museum heritage site
inventories (therefore, high confidence in data), indicates that this broader Ixopo area contains

a wide spectrum of archaeological sites covering different time-periods and cultural traditions.

=> Eighty heritage sites occur within the broader Ixopo area. These range from Early Stone Age,
Middle Stone Age, and Later Stone Age to Early Iron Age, Middle and Later Iron Age sites as
well as historical sites relating to the rise of the Zulu Kingdom and the subsequent colonial

period.

=> Close to the Ixopo area exists one notable Middle Stone Age site, i.e. Segubudu near Stanger
have been excavated in the last two decades by the University of the Witwatersrand and
yielded impressive archaeological stratigraphies relating to the period associated with the
origins of anatomically modern people (Mitchell 2002). The highly reliable KZN Museum
archaeological data base also indicates seven archaeological sites in the near vicinity of the

project area.

Reasoned Opinion specific to the study area

It is the reasoned opinion of the author of this report that a desktop survey is adequate for this
proposed development. The proposed development site is already disturbed and no sub surface finds
can be made due to the disturbances. The study area is not known to have any archaeological sites,
cultural heritage resources or any significant historical significance. The undertaken archaeological and
historical background study revealed that there are no archaeological sites within the immediate vicinity

of the proposed development site.

The potential impact of the development on cultural heritage resources is LOW, therefore a field survey
or further mitigation or conservation measures are necessary if cultural heritage resources are found
(according to SAHRA protocol). A Phase 1 HIA (with Field Survey) and or mitigation are recommended
if cultural heritage resources are found during construction
The following indicators of unmarked sub-surface sites could be encountered;

=>» Bone concentrations, either animal or human

=>» Ceramic fragments such as pottery shards either historic or pre-contact

=>» Stone concentrations of any formal nature
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ABBREVIATIONS
(Acronyms  |Descripon |
AIA Archaeological Impact Assessment
ASAPA Association of South African Professional Archaeologists
CRM Cultural Resource Management
DEA Department of Environmental Affairs
EAP Environmental Assessment Practitioner
EIA Environmental Impact Assessment
ESA Early Stone Age
GIS Geographic Information System
GPS Global Positioning System
HIA Heritage Impact Assessment
LSA Late Stone Age
LIA Late Iron Age
MIA Middle Iron Age
MSA Middle Stone Age
SAHRA South African Heritage Resources Agency

DEVELOPED FOR HANSLAB ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS [PTY] LTD



PHASE1 HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT

GLOSSARY

Achievement Something accomplished, esp. by valour, boldness, or superior ability
Aesthetic Relating to the sense of the beautiful or the science of aesthetics.
Community All the people of a specific locality or country
Culture The sum total of ways of living built up by a group of human beings,

which is transmitted from one generation to another.
Cultural Of or relating to culture or cultivation.
Diversity The state or fact of being diverse; difference; unlikeness.

Geological (geology)

The science which treats of the earth, the rocks of which it is

composed, and the changes which it has undergone or is

undergoing.

High Intensified; exceeding the common degree or measure; strong;
intense, energetic

Importance The quality or fact of being important.

influence Power of producing effects by invisible or insensible means.

Potential Possible as opposed to actual.

Integrity The state of being whole, entire, or undiminished.

Religious Of, relating to, or concerned with religion.

Significant important; of consequence

Social Living, or disposed to live, in companionship with others or in a
community, rather than in isolation.

Spiritual Of, relating to, or consisting of spirit or incorporeal being.

Valued Highly regarded or esteemed
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Background

Tsimba Archaeological Footprints (Pty) Ltd was requested Hanslab Environmental Consultants (Pty)
Ltd to conduct a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) for the proposed Little flower to Fairview Access
Road for the community of Fairview in ward 4 of Ubuhlebezwe Municipality in Ixopo Town. The project

will include inter alia the following works:

=>» Construction of a portal culvert bridge with a facility for pedestrians consist of a 3No. of
barrel of precast box culvert units of 1.8m x 1.8m.

=>» Construction of approximately 500m long and 5m wide gravel access road

=>» Construction of stormwater drainage facilities along the road and within the vicinity of the
bridge to improved drainage

=> Installation of gabions to protect the river banks from erosion

=> Road signage where required

This HIA is designed to assist statutory authorities in identifying and preventing the approval of
aggressive developments, understood as the development that destroys the cultural significance of
heritage properties. HIA structure an evaluation of the potential damage or benefits that may accrue to

the significance of the cultural heritage assets.

Environmental impact assessments (EIA) are another analytic approach for evaluating the impacts of
development, widely adopted as part of the land use planning system in many countries. Whenever
relevant, EIA also include cultural heritage as a factor to be evaluated. Both EIA and HIA adopt a
similar approach. In brief, first, the overall scope of the study is defined. Second, a baseline survey is
carried out to provide a reference point against which impacts can be measured, including a desktop

study and/or a field research.
1.2 The Terms of Reference for this HIA study are:

Heritage impact assessments (hereinafter referred to as HIA) are applied to cultural heritage assets.
This is a recent notion grounded in the requirements to perform environmental assessments at the
project or more strategic levels. The practice of performing an impact analysis is not new, however. As

Clark (2001, p. 22) observes, “impact analysis is not a particularly special, unusual or complex process;
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it is simply a codification of the basic analysis undertaken by any competent conservation adviser”. The

HIA exists to:

=> Review existing theories and models of cultural heritage resources interpretation and how to
develop effective methods of archaeological interpretation for future generations to assist and
assist SAHRA in their deliberations;

=>» Clarify the extent and ways in which current site context archaeological findings may affect the
interpretation of cultural sites for present and future generations;

=> Shed light on the potential challenges and opportunities brought about by the existence of
archaeological sites and other conflicting views of the values of a site;

=> Set out the ethical considerations on the interpretation and preservation of archaeological
findings given the varied range of approaches available;

=> Explain that the issue of archaeological preservation and conservation as relevant not only
National Heritage or Provincial Heritage properties, but also for any significant cultural site;

=>» Focus on best practice of interpretation and preservation of archaeological findings.

1.3 The aim: - There are two interlinked aims for this HIA. The first is to identify and document
cultural heritage sites, cultural resources, sites associated with oral histories (intangible heritage),
graves, cultural landscapes, and any structures of historical significance (tangible heritage) that may be
affected within the development footprint. The second aim of this HIA is to assess the archaeological
significance of the findings and make recommendations based on the best archaeological practice of

interpretation and preservation of archaeological findings

1.4 The findings: - The findings of this report have been informed by desktop data review and
impact assessment reporting which include recommendations to guide heritage authorities in making
decisions with regards to the proposed project. This study was conducted before any activities took
place on the proposed development area. The impact assessment study also includes detailed
recommendations on how to mitigate and manage negative impacts while enhancing positive effects on

the project area.

1.5 Legislative Frame works used
=>» The Australia ICOMOS charter for places of cultural significance (the Burra Charter).

=>» The principles for the analysis, conservation and structural restoration of architectural heritage
(2003)
=>» The National Heritage and Resources Act of South Africa No.25 of 1999
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=> The Athens Charter, the Restoration of Historic Monuments (1931)
The International Council on Monuments and Sites (1965)

=>» The Washington Charter (1987)

=> The International Charter for the Conservation and Restoration of Monuments and sites (the
Venice charter 2006).

=>» The Organisation of World Heritage Cities (1993).

1.6 Desktop HIA Scope of works

The Proposed project scope of the activities is given in the table below;

o Desktop study

Conduct a full desktop study where information on the area is collected to provide a background setting

of the archaeology that can be expected in the area.

o Reporting

Report on the identification of anticipated and cumulative impacts that the operational units of the
proposed project activity may have on the identified heritage resources for all 3 phases of the project;
i.e., construction, operation and decommissioning phases. Consider alternatives, should any significant
sites be impacted adversely by the proposed project. Ensure that all studies and results comply with

Heritage legislation and the code of ethics and guidelines of ASAPA.

o Reasoned Opinion

To assist the developer in managing the discovered heritage resources in a responsible manner, and to
protect, preserve, and develop them within the framework provided by the National Heritage Resources
Act of 1999 (Act 25 of 1999).
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE RECEIVING ENVIRONMENT

2.1 Location

Table 1: Site 1 Description

Length 630m
Start End
Road 1 30009 29" S 3004’ 18" E 3009 39" S 30004’ 26" E
Land Use Previously Agricultural activities however is now used for residential
purposes.

Soil and basic geology [The roads are in a relatively developed area with mostly moderate to steep slopes
The area is underlain by the sediments of the Karoo Supergroup with the
mudstones and lesser sandstones of the Adelaide and Tarkastad Subgroups
(Beaufort Group) dominant and some Ecca Group Shale. Sandy and loam sandy
soils (of marine origin) occur with mostly sand dunes in the east. Four different
formations are found outcropping in the area, Basement Granites, Natal Group

Sandstone, Berea Red Sand and Quaternary Sand.
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Little Flower to Fairview
Road Upgrade Design

Google Ed ‘{h

Figure 1: Aerial view of Site 1 (Google Earth, 2021)
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3.0 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Literature review

The methodology used in this HIA is based on a comprehensive understanding of the current or
baseline situation; the type, distribution and significance of heritage resources as revealed through
desk-based study and additional data acquisition, such as archaeological investigations, built heritage
surveys, and recording of crafts, skills and intangible heritage. This is systematically integrated by the
use of matrices with information on the nature and extent of the proposed engineering and other works
to identify potential. The following tasks were also undertaken in relation to the cultural heritage and are

described in this report:

The background information search of the proposed development area was conducted following the
site maps from the client. Sources used in this study included:

e Published academic papers and HIA and PIA studies conducted in and around the region
where the proposed infrastructure development will take place;

¢ Available archaeological literature on the broader Ixopo area was consulted;

e The SAHRIS website and the National Data Base were consulted to obtain background
information on previous heritage surveys and assessments in the area; and other planning
documents.

e Map Archives - Historical maps of the proposed area of development and its surrounds were

assessed to aid information gathering of the proposed area of development and its surrounds

3.3 Data Consolidation and Report Writing

Data captured on the development area (during the field survey) by means of a desktop study and
physical survey is used as a basis for this HIA. This data is also used to establish assessment for any

possible current and future impacts within the development footprint. This includes the following:

+ Assessment of the significance of the cultural resources in terms of their archaeological, built
environment and landscape, historical, scientific, social, religious, aesthetic and tourism value;

+ A description of possible impacts of the proposed development, especially during the
construction phase, in accordance with the standards and conventions for the management of

cultural environments;
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+

+

Proposal of suitable mitigation measures to minimize possible negative impacts on the cultural
environment and resources that may result during construction;

Review of applicable legislative requirements that is the NEMA (read together with the 2014
EIA Regulations) and the NHRA of 1999

The consolidation of the data collected using the various sources as described above;
Acknowledgement of impacts on heritage resources (such as unearthed graves) predicted to
occur during construction; and

Geological Information Systems mapping of known archaeological sites and maps in the region
A discussion of the results of this study with conclusions and recommendations based on the

available data and study findings.
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4.0 LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK

This HIA is informed and conducted to fulfil the requirements of the National Heritage Resources Act
(No 25 of 1999) 38(1) (a) of the National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA- Act No. 25 of 1999) (1)

Subject to the provisions of subsections (7), (8) and (9), to any person who intends to undertake a

development cateqorised as—any development or other activity which will change the character of a

site—(i) exceeding 5 000 m2 in extent: and 4) No person may, without a permit issued by the

responsible heritage resources authority— (a) destroy, damage, excavate, alter, deface or otherwise

disturb any archaeological or palaeontological site or any meteorite.

4.1 Scope of the Phase 1 HIA (Desktop)

A Phase 1 HIA is a pre-requisite for development in South Africa as prescribed by SAHRA and

stipulated by legislation. The overall purpose of heritage specialist input is to:

= |dentify any heritage resources, which may be affected within the broader cultural landscape;

= Assess the nature and degree of significance of such resources;

= Establish heritage informants/constraints to guide the development process through
establishing thresholds of impact significance;

= Assess the negative and positive impact of the development on these resources; and

= Make recommendations for the appropriate heritage management of these impacts.

4.2 Cultural Heritage Resources Management Policy Objectives

a. To preserve representative samples of the National archaeological resources for the scientific
and educational benefit of present and future generations;
b. To ensure that development proponents consider archaeological resource values and concerns
in the course of project planning; and
c. To ensure where decisions are made to develop land, the proponents adopt one of the
following actions:
=>» avoid archaeological sites wherever possible;
=> implement measures which will mitigate project impacts on archaeological sites; or
=>» Compensate the local communities for unavoidable losses of significant archaeological

value.
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5.0 CULTURAL LANDSCAPE ASSESSMENT

5.1 Introduction

In interpreting the cultural heritage significance of any particular landscape, recent heritage
management research has shown that it is important to have a clear framework of criteria to assist in
consistent assessment of the different host cultural landscapes that occur within the broader proposed
development area falls within. These will be based on established practice from other works that have
been carried out within the existing cultural landscape. It is likely to be based on a wide range of criteria
(archaeological background of the area, historical background of the area, the settlement pattern in the
area and degree of apparent human influence, among others) and it will define the degree of

significance of the existing cultural landscape.

The question of the value of cultural landscape receptors will need careful consideration. By its very
nature the work is concerned with designated cultural landscapes of national value for their cultural
heritage values but the cultural landscapes within designated areas do nevertheless vary in their
character and quality. It may therefore be appropriate to make a fine-grained assessment of the value
of the cultural landscape character areas affected in the designated area. This will draw on statements
about the special qualities contributing to the cultural heritage value of individual designated areas, on
established criteria such as landscape quality and condition, scenic quality, historic/ heritage value,
perceptual aspects and associations, and on other information such as the extent and setting of

heritage assets including registered cultural heritage sites, burial grounds and archaeological sites.

5.2 Methodology

The methodology employed in carrying out the cultural landscape assessment of the proposals for the
proposed developmenthas been drawn from best practice guidelines and the Landscape Institute and
the Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment®“s “Guidelines for Landscape and Visual
Impact Assessment” Second Edition (Spon Press 2002).The aim of these guidelines is to set high
standards for the scope and contents of landscape and visual assessments and to establish certain
principles that will help to achieve consistency, credibility and effectiveness in cultural landscape impact
assessment. Guidance is contained in this publication on some approaches and techniques, which
have been found to be effective and useful in practice by landscape professionals. However, the

guidelines are not intended as a prescriptive set of rules, and have been adapted to the specific project.
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Stage 1: Through a desktop and archival research process the heritage specialist is required to
identify those landscape character types/areas of National, Provincial and Regional heritage
significance which may be affected by the proposed development. The specialist should also
locate information relevant to assessing landscape value for example written historical

statements of special qualities.

Stage 2: Initial identification of potential effects the proposed development will bring to the

broader regional area and design options to mitigate potential effects;

Stage 3: Design the development taking account of identified potential mitigation measures to

avoid negative effects.

Stage 4: Assessment of effects the proposed developments has on the broader cultural

landscape and considers its residual effects;

Stage 5: Fitting the cultural landscape assessment into the whole HIA.

5.3 Archaeological background

The Kwa-Dukuza area is a cultural landscape where present Stone Age, Iron Age and Historical period
sites are likely to contribute the bulk of the cultural heritage of the region (see Huffman, 2007).
Archaeological sites recorded in the project region confirms the existence of Stone Age sites that
conform to the generic SA periodization split into the Early Stone Age (ESA) (2.5 million years ago to
250 000 years ago), the Middle Stone Age (MSA) (250 000 years ago to 22 000 years ago) and the
Late Stone Age (LSA) (22 000 years ago to 300 years ago). Stone Age sites in the region are also

associated with rock painting sites. Cave sites also exist in the broader landscape.
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Figure 3: An archaeological excavation trench showing the different layers of Stone Age periods

taken from Sibidu cave. Notice the different dates given to the periods (Credit: Rice 1987)

The available evidence, as captured in the Amafa and the KwaZulu-Natal Museum heritage site
inventories (therefore, high confidence in data), indicates that this area contains a wide spectrum of
archaeological sites covering different time-periods and cultural traditions. Eighty heritage sites occur
within this area. These range from Early Stone Age, Middle Stone Age, and Later Stone Age to Early
Iron

Age, Middle and Later Iron Age sites as well as historical sites relating to the rise of the Zulu Kingdom
and the subsequent colonial period. One notable Middle Stone Age site, i.e. Segubudu near Stanger
have been excavated in the last two decades by the University of the Witwatersrand and yielded
impressive archaeological stratigraphies relating to the period associated with the origins of
anatomically modern people (Mitchell 2002).

The highly reliable KZN Museum archaeological data base also indicates seven archaeological sites in
the near vicinity of the project area. These include a midden with Middle Stone Age and later Stone Age
material to the immediate south of the study area. Closer to the coast archaeologists have also

identified two Early Iron Age sites, and four middens with Later Iron Age material.
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Around 1 700 years ago an initial wave of Early Iron Age People settled along the inland foot of the
sand dunes on sandy but humus rich soils which would have ensured good crops for the first year or
two after they had been cleared. These early agro-pastoralists produced a characteristic pottery style
known as Matola. The Matola people also exploited the wild plant and animal resources of the forest
and adjacent sea-shore. The communities seem to have been small groups of perhaps a few dozen
slash-and burn cultivators, moving into a landscape sparsely inhabited by Later Stone Age San hunter
gatherers. By 1 500 years ago another wave of Iron Age migrants entered the area. Their distinct
ceramic pottery is classified to styles known as “Msuluzi” (AD 500-700), Ndondondwane (AD 700-800)
and Ntshekane (AD 800-900). Three sites belonging to these periods occur along the banks of the

Tugela River to the immediate north of the project area.

Some of these, such as the Ndondondwane and Mamba sites have been excavated by archaeologists
(Maggs 1989, p.31; Huffman 2007, p.325-462). Some Early Iron Age potsherds have been located by
archaeologists from the then Natal Museum closer to Maphumulo but these sites have not been
thoroughly investigated. The greater Kwa Dukuza area is also intimately associated with the rise of the
Zulu Kingdom of Shaka in the early 1820’s. It is at Stanger where King Shaka had his capital Kwa
Dukuza and was murdered by his half-brothers Dingane and Mhlangane. The exact spot of Shaka’s
death is thought to be where an old mahogany tree now grows in the grounds of the Stanger/Kwa

Dukuza municipal offices.

The grain pit where Dingane is thought to have secretly buried Shaka is marked by a large rock in the
King Shaka Memorial Garden in the town. The Zulu people erected this memorial during the reign of
King Solomon (1913-1932). An interpretative centre has since been added. Also in Stanger near King
Shaka’s memorial, is a small river known as Shaka’s spring. From here, unpolluted water was collected
for the king’s use. Nearby on the Imbozamo River, was Shaka’s Bathing Pool and Shaka’s Cave where
he would rest after swimming. Not much further off is the famous Execution Cliff where executions were
carried out on Shaka’s orders (Derwent 2006). The battle of Ndondakusuka, which saw the rise of
power of King Cetshwayo in 1856, took place near the mouth of the Tugela River to the immediate

north east of the study area.
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N

Figure 4: Historical Map showing the jurisdiction of the Zulu nation in 1550 (Map by Tim Brown Tours)

The colonial history of the area starts around 1820 when early English ivory traders established
themselves at Port Natal (Durban). Dutch descendants (i.e. Voortrekkers) moved into the area soon
after 1834 and established a short lived Boer republic called Natalia. However, by 1845 Natal became a
British colony. The Zulus arrived in the area of Durban in the early 1800’s meaning they would have not
arrived much before the British in the Durban harbour area. Taking into consideration that Durban
harbour or Rio De Natal was discovered in 1497 by Vasco De Gama (Portuguese explorer) this means
that no Black

African person in South Africa is a true South African or originated in South Africa. The true South
Africans as far as | am able to tell are the San (aka the Bushmen) who have lived off the land in South
Africa for at least the past 40 000 years. Bushman paintings found in the Drakensberg mountains date
back as far as 28 000 years.
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In 1879 Zulu-land was invaded by British forces and the area annexed soon thereafter. Colonial
buildings dating from the later 19th century as well as subsequent periods abound in the greater
Durban and Stanger areas. These, like the archaeological resources of the province, are also protected

by heritage legislation.

Figure 5:King Shaka memorial in Kwa-Dukuza

The area also played an important role in the more recent struggle-era history of the country. It was at
Groutville, a small village to the south of Stanger/Kwa Dukuza that Chief Albert Luthuli, then president
of the African National Congress and Nobel Peace Prize Winner, was based for most of his life
(Derwent 2006). His home at Groutville has recently been declared a National Heritage Site and
developed into a museum that was officially opened on 21 August 2004. The Luthuli Museum includes
the original 1927 home of Chief Albert Luthuli that is situated on 3233 Nokukhanya Luthuli Street. A
modern interpretive centre that houses temporary exhibits has also been added to the complex. Set in
lovely landscaped gardens, the grounds provide the ideal setting in which to absorb the history and
achievements of a man who became the first African to receive the Nobel Prize for Peace. Chief Albert

Luthuli was a leader ahead
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Figure 6: A portrait of Chief Albert Luthuli

klmglc garth

Figure 7:The location of the various battles (British-Zulu War and Anglo-Boer War) that took place near the survey

footprint (red are
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PalaeoSensitivity Map
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Figure 8:SAHRIS palaeosensitivity map for the site for the proposed development site showing the Paleontological
sensitivity of the site to be insignificant to Moderate paleo sensitive. A Desktop Paleontological study is therefore

required.
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5.4 Significance of Cultural Landscape Impacts
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Proposed development site cultural landscape A relatively unimportant cultural landscape with few features|
of value or interest, potentially tolerant of substantial change
of the type proposed

5.4 Conclusions

It is the reasoned opinion of the author of this report that a desktop survey is adequate for this
proposed development. The proposed development site is already disturbed and no sub surface finds
can be made due to the disturbances. The study area is not known to have any archaeological sites,
cultural heritage resources or any significant historical significance. The undertaken archaeological and
historical background study revealed that there are no archaeological sites within the immediate vicinity

of the proposed development site.

The potential impact of the development on cultural heritage resources is LOW, therefore a field survey
or further mitigation or conservation measures are necessary if cultural heritage resources are found
(according to SAHRA protocol). A Phase 1 HIA (with Field Survey) and or mitigation are recommended

if cultural heritage resources are found during construction
The following indicators of unmarked sub-surface sites could be encountered;
=» Bone concentrations, either animal or human
=>» Ceramic fragments such as pottery shards either historic or pre-contact

=>» Stone concentrations of any formal nature
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APPENDIX A: DEFINITION OF TERMS ADOPTED IN THIS
HIA

e The terminology adopted in this document is mainly influenced by the NHRA of South
Africa (1999) and the Burra Charter (1979).

Adaptation: Changes made to a place so that it can have different but reconcilable uses.
Artefact: Cultural object (made by humans).
Buffer Zone: Means an area surrounding a cultural heritage which has restrictions placed on its use or
where collaborative projects and programs are undertaken to afford additional protection to the site.
Co-management: Managing in such a way as to take into account the needs and desires of
stakeholders, neighbours and partners, and incorporating these into decision making through, amongst
others, the promulgation of a local board.
Conservation: In relation to heritage resources, includes protection, maintenance, preservation and
sustainable use of places or objects so as to safeguard their cultural significance as defined. These
processes include, but are not necessarily restricted to preservation, restoration, reconstruction and
adaptation.
Contextual Paradigm: A scientific approach which places importance on the total context as catalyst
for cultural change and which specifically studies the symbolic role of the individual and immediate
historical context.
Cultural Resource: Any place or object of cultural significance
Cultural Significance: Means aesthetic, architectural, historical, scientific, social, spiritual, linguistic or
technological value or significance of a place or object for past, present and future generations.
Feature: A coincidental find of movable cultural objects.
Grading: The South African heritage resource management system is based on a grading system,
which provides for assigning the appropriate level of management responsibility to a heritage resource.
Heritage Resources Management: The utilization of management techniques to protect and develop
cultural resources so that these become long term cultural heritage which are of value to the general
public.
Heritage Resources Management Paradigm:A scientific approach based on the Contextual
paradigm, but placing the emphasis on the cultural importance of archaeological (and historical) sites
for the community.
Heritage Site Management: The control of the elements that make up the physical and social

environment of a site, its physical condition, land use, human visitors, interpretation etc. Management
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may be aimed at preservation or, if necessary at minimizing damage or destruction or at presentation of
the site to the public.

Historic: Means significant in history, belonging to the past; of what is important or famous in the past.
Historical: Means belonging to the past, or relating to the study of history.

Maintenance: Means the continuous protective care of the fabric, contents and setting of a place. It
does not involve physical alteration.

Object: Artefact (cultural object)

Paradigm: Theories, laws, models, analogies, metaphors and the epistimatological and methodological
values used by researchers to solve a scientific problem.

Preservation: Refers to protecting and maintaining the fabric of a place in its existing state and
retarding deterioration or change, and may include stabilization where necessary. Preservation is
appropriate where the existing state of the fabric itself constitutes evidence of specific cultural
significance, or where insufficient evidence is available to allow other conservation processes to be
carried out.

Protection: With reference to cultural heritage resources this includes the conservation, maintenance,
preservation and sustainable utilization of places or objects in order to maintain the cultural significance
thereof.

Place : Means a geographically defined area. It may include elements, objects, spaces and views.
Place may have tangible and intangible dimensions.

Reconstruction: To bring a place or object as close as possible to a specific known state by using old
and new materials.

Rehabilitation: The repairing and/ or changing of a structure without necessarily taking the historical
correctness thereof into account.

Restoration: To bring a place or object back as close as possible to a known state, without using any
new materials.

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

Sustainable: Means the use of such resource in a way and at a rate that would not lead to its long-
term decline, would not decrease its historical integrity or cultural significance and would ensure its

continued use to meet the needs and aspirations of present and future generations of people.
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APPENDIX B: LITTLE FLOWER TO FAIRVIEW ROAD UPGRADE
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APPENDIX C: LITTLE FLOWER TO FAIRVIEW ROAD UPGRADE DETAILS
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