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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

PGS Heritage was appointed by Environmental Impact Management Services (EIMS) to undertake a Heritage Scoping 

Report for the proposed Algoa Basin Oil & Gas Production Project of Aberdeen Offshore Engineering (Pty) Ltd. The 

study area is located 5.3 km east of Colchester, Sundays River Local Municipality, Cacadu District Municipality, 

Eastern Cape Province. 

 

The purpose of the Heritage Scoping report is to identify at a desktop level what the probability is of heritage 

resources being identified in the study area. This is important because heritage resources are protected in terms of 

the National Heritage Resources Act, No 25 of 1999, (NHRA) from inter alia, destruction or damage, excavation or 

removal, or other disturbance, without a permit from the responsible heritage resources authority. The National 

Heritage Resources Act, No 25 of 1999, (NHRA) states that heritage resources are unique and non-renewable and, as 

such, any impact on such resources must be seen as significant (NHRA, section 5(1)(a)). The NHRA specifically 

protects certain categories of heritage resources, i.e.: structures, archaeological and paleontological (including 

meteorological) sites and material and graves and burial grounds (NHRA, sections 34, 35 and 36). Furthermore, 

Section 38 of the NHRA provides for and regulates the compilation of impact assessment reports of heritage 

resources that may be affected by construction or development activities. 

 

The desktop research for the Heritage Scoping Report has revealed that the study area and surrounding landscape 

have a long and diverse historical and archaeological history and that significant potential exists for archaeological 

and historical sites and material to be located within the study area. The initial research has also identified specific 

possible heritage sensitive areas within the study area that will need further investigation during the HIA/EIA phase. 

A site visit was undertaken of the overall study area which identified a total of 29 sites comprising 15 buildings and 

structures, 10 cemeteries, one historic road, one Stone Age site, the place where a farmer had discovered a stone 

dagga pipe as well as a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’.  

 

The Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) phase will consist of a physical walkthrough of the study area, focussing on 

the areas and sites that were identified during the desktop research phase. This should confirm the presence or 

absence of sites/areas with heritage significance identified from the scoping assessment. Based on the results of the 

HIA report, recommendations for mitigation (destruction, recording and/or avoidance) of the confirmed heritage 

resources will be made for incorporation into the EMP for the project. 

 

Palaeontology 

A palaeontological desktop study was undertaken by Dr. Gideon Groenewald. The report has found that the study 

area is underlain by Cretaceous aged Sundays River Formation mudstone, Tertiary aged Alexandria Formation 

calcareous sandstone, conglomerates and coquinite, Tertiary aged Kinkelbos silt sand and calc-tufa and Tertiary to 
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Quaternary aged calcareous sandstone and sandy limestone of the Nanaga Formation, all belonging to the Algoa 

Group. All of the geological formations that underlie the study area are highly sensitive for Palaeontological 

Heritage. As a result the entire study area has a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and the recording of fossils 

from the site will significantly improve the interpretation of palaeo-environments from this area. The following 

recommendations are made a) The EAP as well as the ECO for this project must be made aware of the fact that the 

Sundays River Formation and the Algoa Group sediments contain significant fossil remains. The Nanaga Formation 

underlies the larger part of the development site and will be affected by surface infrastructure development. 

Exploration drilling will however penetrate all the formations of the Uitenhage and Algoa Groups and the recording 

of micro-fossils during exploration drilling will provide highly significant information on the palaeo-environments of 

this region. b) The entire development site is allocated a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and specifically where 

deep excavation (1.5m and more) is envisaged (following the geotechnical investigation), or where fossils are 

recorded during the geotechnical investigations, or with the recording of micro-fossils during exploration drilling, a 

qualified palaeontologist must be appointed to assess and record fossils at specific footprints of infrastructure 

developments and during drilling phases (Phase 1 and Phase 2 PIA’s). This will also specifically refer to the recording 

of micro-fossils from drilling cores and chips during exploration for petroleum products. C) These recommendations 

should form part of the EMP of the project. 

 

Archaeological Sites 

The desktop study has revealed the potential for archaeological sites such as Later Stone Age shell middens as well 

as Late Iron Age settlements to be located within the study area.  While no such sites were identified during the site 

visit, it would be important for an archaeological field survey of the final mining development footprint to be 

undertaken during the EIA Phase of the project to identify the presence of such sites within these areas. Should such 

sites be identified within the development footprint areas, mitigation measures such as archaeological excavations 

may be required.  

 

Furthermore, during the desktop study it was revealed that although the majority of shell midden sites are located 

close to the sea, significant numbers of shell middens have also been identified 5 km inland (Binneman, 2001) 

(Binneman, 2005). As a result the study area has been divided into three zones reflecting the relative potential for 

shell middens to be located there, ranging from a Very High Sensitivity area located in an area up to 1.5 km from the 

sea, a High Sensitivity area situated between 1.5 km and 3 km and a Medium Sensitivity area between 3 km and 5 

km inland. Different measures are proposed in the report for the different sensitivity areas to address the possible 

presence of shell middens here.  Three different approaches and measures are required for the three different 

sensitivity areas namely a) no development should be allowed in the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden archaeology 

coupled by archaeological monitoring conducted by the shell midden specialist during construction and c) any 
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proposed development footprint in the Medium Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden 

archaeology. 

 

Historical Sites and Structures 

Evaluation of archival and historic maps and satellite imagery have indicated the presence of a number of historic 

farmsteads and farm related buildings and structures within the study area. While many of these have been visited 

during the site visit and included in the site inventory contained in this report, a number of such farmsteads and 

historic buildings and structures have not yet been visited in the field. Archaeological field surveys will identify such 

features within proposed development footprint areas, while an assessment by an architectural historian of each 

historic building and structure located within or near such footprint areas will have to be undertaken. These studies 

will be required to determine significance of each building or structure and will assess the possible development 

impacts on each of them during the detailed EIA phase. At the same time appropriate mitigation measures will also 

be outlined. 

 

Graves and Cemeteries 

The site visit identified 10 cemeteries. It is likely that even more cemeteries and grave sites are located within the 

study area. Any marked graves and cemeteries located within future development footprint areas will be identified 

during the archaeological walkthroughs of those footprint areas. Cemeteries and grave sites are protected by various 

legislations and the best option would be the in situ preservation of the sites. Should this not be possible, a standard 

grave relocation process (including a detailed social consultation process) must be undertaken. 

 

Unmarked Graves in Homesteads 

During the fieldwork a local landowner who has been living in this area for the past 70 years has indicated that the 

residents of this area have not always significantly marked the surface of grave sites. Furthermore, it is also known 

that unmarked burials may be associated with shell middens. Thirdly, in terms of black African tradition stillborn 

babies were often buried in unmarked graves underneath or adjacent to the homesteads of their parents. 

Cemeteries and grave sites are protected by various legislations and the best option would be social consultation 

with the former (or present) residents of this area to assess whether any such unmarked graves are located within 

the study area for the HIA coupled by archaeological monitoring of the development activities.  

 

The data on the different types of heritage resources identified from the field work will be compiled in a final HIA 

report. This report will utilise the Plan of Study for the EIA/HIA (Section 8) as well as the significance rating 

(ANNEXURES A and B) to identify and rank the impacts on the heritage resources into the final detailed EIA 

investigation. 

 

Potential impacts to be identified and evaluated during the EIA include: 
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 Disturbance/destruction of archaeological sites or material – Archaeological survey of the impacted area 

 Disturbance/destruction of shell middens – Three activities are required for the three different sensitivity 

areas namely a) no development should be allowed in the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden 

archaeology whereas archaeological monitoring by a shell midden specialist must be conducted during 

construction and c) any proposed development footprint in the Medium Sensitivity area must also be 

assessed by a specialist in shell midden archaeology. 

 Disturbance/destruction of palaeontological material – Recommendations from the palaeontological 

desktop study must be outlined in the EIA and EMP and must be undertaken as mitigation measures. 

 Destruction/damage/removal of unidentified cemeteries and graves - Archaeological survey of the impacted 

area, social consultation and archaeological monitoring during construction. 

 Destruction/damage of historical structures – Physical survey of the impacted area 

 Destruction/alteration of cultural landscape – Visual Impact Assessment to address this issue 

 

The desktop evaluation of the study area and surrounds has shown that the possibility exists of finding various 

heritage resources in the proposed study area, including historical structures as well as graves and cemeteries. A site 

visit was undertaken during which the findings of the desktop study was confirmed in that a total of 29 sites were 

identified comprising 15 buildings and structures, 10 cemeteries, one historic road, one Stone Age site, the place 

where a farmer had discovered a stone dagga pipe as well as a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’. Once 

the final study area has been defined, it will have to be assessed by way of detailed walkthroughs during the HIA 

phase of the project. This will allow for an assessment of the actual impact of the proposed development on any 

heritage sites located there i.e. a footprint area specific impact assessment can as a result be undertaken 

 

Table 1- Potential Impacts to Consider for EIA and EMP Phase 

 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION As seen from the archival work and discussion, 

the possibility of archaeological finds has been 

identified and thus further fieldwork is required 

to develop a comprehensive Heritage 

Management Plan for the construction activities. 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified archaeological sites can seriously 

hamper construction and development activities 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 
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and timelines. Destruction or damage of such 

sites requires a permit from the responsible 

heritage authority (NHRA, section 35).  

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

such sites in the study area and provide timeous 

management of such sites through various 

mitigation measures, including the realignment 

of the construction activities, if necessary. 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Archaeological and heritage field survey of the 

entire development footprint area with a focus 

placed on areas identified in the desktop study 

as heritage sensitive. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 

Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the archaeological excavation of sites must 

be planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON SHELL MIDDENS CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION As revealed during the desktop study, shell 

middens are known from the immediate 

surroundings of the study area and have been 

recorded as far inland as 5 km from the sea.  

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified shell middens can seriously hamper 

construction and development activities and 

timelines. Destruction or damage of such sites 

requires a permit from the responsible heritage 

authority (NHRA, section 35).  

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

such sites in the study area and provide timeous 

management of such sites through various 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 
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mitigation measures, including the realignment 

of the construction activities, if necessary. 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

The study area has been divided into three zones 

reflecting the relative potential for shell middens 

to be located there, ranging from a Very High 

Sensitivity area located in an area up to 1.5 km 

from the sea, a High Sensitivity area situated 

between 1.5 km and 3 km and a Medium 

Sensitivity area between 3 km and 5 km inland. 

Three different approaches and measures are 

required for the three different sensitivity areas 

namely a) no development should be allowed in 

the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity 

area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell 

midden archaeology coupled by archaeological 

monitoring during construction conducted by a 

specialist in shell midden archaeology and c) any 

proposed development footprint in the Medium 

Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a 

specialist in shell midden archaeology. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 

Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the archaeological excavation of sites must 

be planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON HISTORICAL STRUCTURES CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION 

DISCUSSION As seen from the archival work and discussion, 

the possible presence of historical structures has 

been identified as being high and thus fieldwork 

is required to develop a comprehensive Heritage 

Management Plan for the development 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  
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PREDICTED IMPACT Damage/destruction of historical structures 

either directly (during construction of 

infrastructure or mining) or indirectly (i.e. 

blasting and vibration). Destruction or damage 

of such sites requires a permit from the 

responsible heritage authority (NHRA, section 

34). 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Field survey of selected sites within the study 

area will confirm possible impacted sites and 

provide timeous management of such sites 

through various mitigation measures. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction,  

- Baseline assessment of structures 

- Permitting and controlled 

destruction of sites 

Operational 

- Evaluation of structures during 

mining against baseline data 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON GRAVES AND CEMETERIES SITES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION The existence of graves and cemeteries has been 

confirmed during the site visit. . 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified graves and cemeteries and the 

discovery of such sites can seriously hamper 

construction and development timelines. 

Damage, destruction or removal of such sites 

requires a permit from various responsible 

authorities, including the Heritage Authority 

(NHRA, section 36), Provincial Health 

Department and the SA Police Service.  Such a 

process can take up to 12 months to finalise. 

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

the presence of such sites in the study area and 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure  
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provide timeous management of such sites, 

which may include the realignment of the 

proposed development activities. 

 

In the event that identified graves and 

cemeteries cannot be avoided, a grave 

relocation process needs to be initiated, bearing 

in mind that such a process impacts on the 

spiritual and social fabric of the next of kin and 

associated communities. 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Archaeological field survey of the EIA study area 

will identify grave sites. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 

Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the physical relocation of the graves in 

question (including aspects such as 

detailed social consultation) needs to be 

planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. It must be 

understood that such a process impacts on 

the spiritual and social fabric of the next of 

kin and associated communities. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON UNMARKED GRAVES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION From experience on similar sites and the 

knowledge of cultural customs and traditions, it 

is known that stillborn babies and deceased 

infants occasionally were buried within the 

homesteads of black rural communities. These 

children were sometimes buried underneath the 

floors and walls of houses and huts and the 

burials were not marked, but were known to the 

immediate family. Furthermore, it is known that 

graves in general had not always been 
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significantly marked on the surface in this area. 

Thirdly, it is known that unmarked human 

remains are sometimes found in association with 

shell middens.   

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified graves and the discovery of such 

sites can seriously hamper construction and 

development timelines. Damage, destruction or 

removal of such sites requires a permit from 

various responsible authorities, including the 

Heritage Authority (NHRA, section 36), Provincial 

Health Department and the SA Police Service.  

Such a process can take up to 12 months to 

finalise. 

 

Social consultation with present and former 

residents of the  can provide valuable 

information on the presence of such sites in the 

study area and provide timeous management of 

such sites, which may include the realignment of 

the proposed development activities.  

 

Archaeological monitoring of the development 

footprint areas will identify any unmarked 

human skeletal remains. 

 

In the event that such graves cannot be avoided, 

a grave relocation process needs to be initiated, 

bearing in mind that such a process impacts on 

the spiritual and social fabric of the next of kin 

and associated communities. 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

A social consultation process with current and 

former residents of the study area can assess 

whether such sites are located within the study 

area. Archaeological monitoring during 
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construction will also identify any human 

skeletal remains. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON PALAEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES CONSTRUCTION, OPERATIONAL 

DISCUSSION A palaeontological desktop study was 

undertaken by Dr. Gideon Groenewald. The 

study revealed that the entire study area has a 

High Palaeontological Sensitivity.   

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified palaeontological resources and the 

discovery of such resources can seriously 

hamper construction and development 

timelines. Damage, destruction or removal of 

such sites requires a permit from the responsible 

heritage authority (NHRA, section 35). 

 

 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure  

 

 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

The mitigation measures recommended in the 

palaeontological desktop study must be 

undertaken. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction, the 

three mitigation measures outlined in the 

palaeontological desktop study will have 

to be undertaken. These are as follows: a) 

The EAP as well as the ECO for this project 

must be made aware of the fact that the 

Sundays River Formation and the Algoa 

Group sediments contain significant fossil 

remains. The Nanaga Formation underlies 

the larger part of the development site 

and will be affected by surface 

infrastructure development. Exploration 

drilling will however penetrate all the 

formations of the Uitenhage and Algoa 

Groups and the recording of micro-fossils 
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during exploration drilling will provide 

highly significant information on the 

palaeo-environments of this region. b) The 

entire development site is allocated a Very 

High Palaeontological Sensitivity and 

specifically where deep excavation (1.5m 

and more) is envisaged (following the 

geotechnical investigation), or where 

fossils are recorded during the 

geotechnical investigations, or with the 

recording of micro-fossils during 

exploration drilling, a qualified 

palaeontologist must be appointed to 

assess and record fossils at specific 

footprints of infrastructure developments 

and during drilling phases (Phase 1 and 

Phase 2 PIA’s). This will also specifically 

refer to the recording of micro-fossils from 

drilling cores and chips during exploration 

for petroleum products. C) These 

recommendations should form part of the 

EMP of the project. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

PGS Heritage was appointed by Environmental Impact Management Services (EIMS) to undertake a Heritage Scoping 

Report for the proposed Algoa Basin Oil & Gas Production Project of Aberdeen Offshore Engineering (Pty) Ltd. The 

study area is located 5.3 km east of Colchester, Sundays River Local Municipality, Cacadu District Municipality, 

Eastern Cape Province. 

 

2. SCOPE OF WORK 

PGS Heritage was appointed by EIMS, to undertake a Heritage Scoping Assessment (HSA), that will be used (with 

other specialist desktop studies) to assess the feasibility of the proposed project as well as to design the proposed 

project in such a way that impacts are minimised. The HSR is aimed at identifying potential heritage resources 

located within the study area and surrounds and to identify the potential impacts that may be experienced by the 

resources as a result of the proposed project. Additionally, a site visit was undertaken during which some of the 

potential heritage sites were confirmed as heritage sites. In addition, the scoping study will serve as a Plan of Study 

for the HIR, which will include a detailed investigation of the heritage resources and the impact the proposed project 

may have on them. Mitigation measures will then also be suggested that will contribute to the overall EMPR for the 

whole project. 

 

The scope of work for the Scoping Phase of the project can be itemised as follows: 

 

 Desktop description of the baseline receiving environment specific to the field of expertise (general 

surrounding as well as site specific environment); 

 Identification and description of any sensitive receptors in terms of heritage features that occur in the study 

area, and the manner in which these sensitive receptors may be affected by the activity; 

 Site visit to verify desktop information; 

 Screening to identify any critical issues relating to cultural heritage (potential fatal flaws) that may result in 

project delays or rejection of the application; 

 Provide a map identifying sensitive receptors in the study area, based on available maps, database 

information & site visit verification; 

 Provide a GIS sensitivity map of the study area;  

 Identification and description of any impacts that may result from the proposed activities (both mining and 

supplementary) during all phases of the project, including cumulative, residual and latent impacts. All phases 

of the project should be considered and these phases shall be classified as: (a) Planning and Design (b) 

Construction (c) Operation (d) Decommissioning and (e) Rehabilitation and Closure. 
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 Identification of any legislated constraints (e.g. "No-Go" areas or buffer zones) and preparation of a map 

illustrating No-Go areas and buffers (if relevant); 

 Identify any gaps in knowledge, data or information that could hamper the impact identification and 

evaluation process; 

 Identification and justification (screening to obtain key issues) of impacts which require further investigation 

during the EIA phase (including further specialist inputs); 

 Identify any legal provisions relevant to the specific field of expertise and the proposed activity (including 

relevant legislation, both National and Provincial, Department Guidelines and Management Frameworks); 

 Provide a detailed plan of study for the EIA and EMP, including; 

 A description of the tasks that should be undertaken and the manner in which these tasks should be 

undertaken; 

 A description of the proposed methodology; 

 Presentation of the study findings to the client. 

2.1 Site Location 

The study area for this report comprises several farm, made up of several portions: 

 

 Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 

 Portions 4, 5, 6, 7 and the Remainder of the farm Zoekamma 302 

 Portions 1, 3, 9, 10, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and the Remainder of the farm Platte Rug 303  

 Portions 1, 5, 6 and the Remainder of the farm Oak Hill 305 

 Portions 12, the Remainder of Portion 13 and the Remainder of the farm Nanaga Hoogte 306 

 Portions 12, 13 & 14 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307  

 

The coordinates defining the study area boundary are as follows: 

 

•  North-east corner of Nanaga Hoogte   - S33°36'43.32", E25°54'59.44" 

 South-east corner of Nanaga Hoogte   - S33°37'39.63", E25°56'36.68" 

 North-east corner of Platte Rug    - S33°37'34.20", E25°57'27.81" 

 Eastern intersection of Platte Rug and railway reserve - S33°38'34.67", E25°57'23.60" 

 North-east corner of Milner Vale (Portion 3 Glen Lea) - S33°38'2.77", E 25°58'37.13"E 

 South-east corner of Milner Vale (Portion 3 Glen Lea) - S33°38'52.52", E25°59'24.49"E 

 North-west corner of Conga’s Kraal   - S33°38'56.76",  E25°59'9.36" 

 South-east corner of Conga’s Kraal   - S33°41'21.18", E25°58'51.59" 

 South-east corner of Zoekamma    - S33°41'11.41",  E25°55'16.05" 
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 South-west corner of Zoekamma   - S33°41'40.11"S, E25°53'16.96" 

 North-west corner of Oakhill    - S33°40'1.95",  E25°53'0.56" 

 North-east corner of Oakhill      - S33°40'6.36",  E25°54'31.67" 

 North-west corner of Platte Rug    - S33°38'11.90",  E25°55'10.83"E 

 South-west corner of Nanaga’s Hoogte     - S33°38'17.00",  E25°54'38.12" 

 North-west corner of Nanaga’s Hoogte     - S33°37'31.49",  E5°54'23.49" 

 

As such, the Algoa Basin Oil & Gas Production project covers an area of approximately 4,832 ha and falls within the 

jurisdiction of the Sundays River Local Municipality of the Cacadu District Municipality.  

 

Locality maps depicting the study area within its regional context can be seen in Figures 1 and 2 below. 

 

 

 

Figure 1 - The study area within its regional context 

 

 

Study Area 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

An evaluation of the archaeological and historical background of the study area was required to establish the 

possible heritage resources to be found. Therefore a literature search of published sources, archival sources and 

internet sources were undertaken to compile a general background the study area and surrounding landscape. This 

was followed by study area specific research to identify potential heritage impacts which may be located within the 

study area. This component comprised an assessment of archival and historical maps as well as an examination of 

Google Earth satellite imagery. The third component of the research comprised a site visit during which twenty-eight 

heritage sites were identified. As stated elsewhere, these twenty-eight heritage sites do not necessarily represent 

the entire heritage site database of the study area. As such a more detailed heritage inventory would be required 

during the Heritage Impact Report phase of the project. 

 

4. LEGISLATIVE AND POLICY FRAMEWORK 

The identification, evaluation and assessment of any cultural heritage site, artefact or find in the South African 

context is required and governed by the following legislation: 

i. National Environmental Management Act (NEMA), Act 107 of 1998 

ii. National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA), Act 25 of 1999 

iii. Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (MPRDA), Act 28 of 2002  

iv. Development Facilitation Act (DFA), Act 67 of 1995 

 

The following sections in each Act refer directly to the identification, evaluation and assessment of cultural heritage 

resources: 

i. National Environmental Management Act (NEMA), Act 107 of 1998: 

a. Basic Environmental Assessment (BEA) – Section (23)(2)(d) 

b. Environmental Scoping Report (ESR) – Section (29)(1)(d) 

c. Environmental Impacts Assessment (EIA) – Section (32)(2)(d) 

d. Environmental Management Plan (EMP) – Section (34)(b) 

ii. National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA), Act 25 of 1999: 

a. Protection of Heritage resources – Sections 34 to 36; and 

b. Heritage Resources Management – Section 38 

iii. Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (MPRDA), Act 28 of 2002: 

a. Section 39(3) 

iv. Development Facilitation Act (DFA), Act 67 of 1995: 

a. The GNR.1 of 7 January 2000: Regulations and rules in terms of the Development Facilitation Act, 1995.  

Section 31. 
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The NHRA stipulates that cultural heritage resources may not be disturbed without authorization from the relevant 

heritage authority. Section 34(1) of the NHRA states that, “no person may alter or demolish any structure or part of a 

structure which is older than 60 years without a permit issued by the relevant provincial heritage resources 

authority…” The NHRA is utilized as the basis for the identification, evaluation and management of heritage 

resources and in the case of CRM those resources specifically impacted on by development as stipulated in Section 

38 of NHRA, and those developments administered through NEMA, MPRDA and the DFA legislation. In the latter 

cases the feedback from the relevant heritage resources authority is required by the State and Provincial 

Departments managing these Acts before any authorizations are granted for development. The last few years have 

seen a significant change towards the inclusion of heritage assessments as a major component of Environmental 

Impacts Processes required by NEMA and MPRDA. This change requires us to evaluate the Section of these Acts 

relevant to heritage (Fourie, 2008b):  

 

The NEMA 23(2)(b) states that an integrated environmental management plan should, “…identify, predict and 

evaluate the actual and potential impact on the environment, socio-economic conditions and cultural heritage”. 

A study of subsections (23)(2)(d), (29)(1)(d), (32)(2)(d) and (34)(b)and their requirements reveals the compulsory 

inclusion of the identification of cultural resources, the evaluation of the impacts of the proposed activity on these 

resources, the identification of alternatives and the management procedures for such cultural resources for each of 

the documents noted in the Environmental Regulations. A further important aspect to be taken account of in the 

Regulations under NEMA is the Specialist Report requirements laid down in Section 33 of the regulations (Fourie, 

2008b). 

 

MPRDA defines ‘environment’ as it is in the NEMA and therefore acknowledges cultural resources as part of the 

environment. Section 39(3)(b) of this Act specifically refers to the evaluation, assessment and identification of 

impacts on all heritage resources as identified in Section 3(2) of the National Heritage Resources Act that are to be 

impacted on by activities governed by the MPRDA. Section 40 of the same Act requires the consultation with any 

State Department administering any law that has relevance on such an application through Section 39 of the 

MPRDA. This implies the evaluation of Heritage Assessment Reports in Environmental Management Plans or 

Programmes by the relevant heritage authorities (Fourie, 2008b). 

 

In accordance with the legislative requirements and EIA rating criteria, the regulations of the South African Heritage 

Resources Agency (SAHRA) and Association of Southern African Professional Archaeologists (ASAPA) have also been 

incorporated to ensure that a comprehensive and legally compatible HSR report is compiled.  

 

The heritage impact assessment criteria to be utilised in the HIR are described in more detail in Annexure A; while 

the Environmental Impact Scoring criteria to be utilised in the HIR, are provided in Annexure B. 
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4.1 Assumptions and Limitations 

The following assumptions and limitations with regard to the present study exist: 

 

 The aim of the HSR is to identify the possible types of heritage resources that might be present in the study 

area, as well as possible hotspots for the locality of such resources. From this, the possible impacts from 

mining and ancillary activities must be predicted. Although a site visit has already been undertaken to 

confirm some of these possibilities, it must be noted that the results of this report will require confirmation 

by undertaking a physical survey as part of the final evaluation of the study area applicable for the EIA Phase. 

The study area for the EIA Phase will be the mining development footprint area as defined by the client. 

Since the current information is based only on a literature and archival search and investigation of other 

desktop resources (maps and satellite imagery), with one brief site visit, this report can certainly not be 

seen as at the level required for a HIR.  

 This study has revealed that a large number of shell middens are referenced in a database housed at the 

Archaeological Department of the Albany Museum. This database shows that these shell middens can be 

found extensively along the eastern coast, especially around Cape Padrone towards the Sundays River 

(Webley 2007). The database housed at the Archaeological Department of the Albany Museum has not been 

accessed yet as the present status of the project Public Participation Process is not certain. However, this 

database will be accessed as part of the HIA studies that will be conducted for any development footprints. 

4.2 Terminology/Abbreviations 

Table 2- Abbreviations 

ACRONYMS DESCRIPTION 

AIA Archaeological Impact Assessment  

ASAPA Association of South African Professional Archaeologists 

CRM Cultural Resources Management 

DEA Department of Environmental Affairs  

DWA Department: Water Affairs  

DMR Department of Mineral Resources 

EIA practitioner  Environmental Impact Assessment Practitioner 

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment 

EMPR Environmental Management Programme Report 

ESA Early Stone Age 

GPS Global Positioning System 



23 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

HIA Heritage Impact Assessment 

HIR Heritage Impact Report 

HSR Heritage Scoping Report 

I&AP Interested & Affected Party 

LSA Later Stone Age 

LIA Late Iron Age 

MSA Middle Stone Age 

MIA Middle Iron Age 

NEMA National Environmental Management Act 

NHRA National Heritage Resources Act 

PHRA Provincial Heritage Resources Authority 

PSSA Palaeontological Society of South Africa 

RoD Record of Decision 

SADC Southern African Development Community 

SAHRA South African Heritage Resources Agency 

 

 

The following definitions are taken from the National Heritage Resources Act, no 25 of 1999 (NHRA, section 2): 

 

Archaeological resources 

This includes: 

i. material remains resulting from human activity which are in a state of disuse and are in or on land 

and which are older than 100 years including artefacts, human and hominid remains and artificial 

features and structures;  

ii. rock art, being any form of painting, engraving or other graphic representation on a fixed rock 

surface or loose rock or stone, which was executed by human agency and which is older than 100 

years, including any area within 10m of such representation; 

iii. wrecks, being any vessel or aircraft, or any part thereof which was wrecked in South Africa, whether 

on land, in the internal waters, the territorial waters or in the maritime culture zone of the republic 

as defined in the Maritimes Zones Act, and any cargo, debris or artefacts found or associated 

therewith, which is older than 60 years or which SAHRA considers to be worthy of conservation; 

iv. features, structures and artefacts associated with military history which are older than 75 years and 

the site on which they are found. 

 

 



24 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

Cultural significance  

This means aesthetic, architectural, historical, scientific, social, spiritual, linguistic or technological value or 

significance  

 

Development 

This means any physical intervention, excavation, or action, other than those caused by natural forces, which may in 

the opinion of the heritage authority in any way result in the change to the nature, appearance or physical nature of 

a place or influence its stability and future well-being, including: 

i. construction, alteration, demolition, removal or change in use of a place or a structure at a place; 

ii. carrying out any works on or over or under a place; 

iii. subdivision or consolidation of land comprising a place, including the structures or airspace of a 

place; 

iv. constructing or putting up for display signs or boards; 

v. any change to the natural or existing condition or topography of land; and 

vi. any removal or destruction of trees, or removal of vegetation or topsoil 

 

Fossil 

Mineralised bones of animals, shellfish, plants and marine animals.  A trace fossil is the track or footprint of a fossil 

animal that is preserved in stone or consolidated sediment. 

 

Heritage 

That which is inherited and forms part of the National Estate (Historical places, objects, fossils as defined by the 

National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999). 

 

Heritage resources  

This means any place or object of cultural significance 

 

Holocene 

The most recent geological time period which commenced 10 000 years ago. 

 

Palaeontology 

Any fossilised remains or fossil trace of animals or plants which lived in the geological past, other than fossil fuels or 

fossiliferous rock intended for industrial use, and any site which contains such fossilised remains or trace. 
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5. TECHNICAL DETAILS OF THE PROJECT  

The Algoa Basin Oil & Gas Production Project is proposed by Aberdeen Offshore Engineering Pty Ltd and entails the 

production of crude oil in the Nanaga/Alexandria area of the Eastern Cape. The project is currently in the feasibility 

stage. 

 

6. GENERAL BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY AREA AND SURROUNDING LANDSCAPE 

6.1 Historical and Archaeological Overview of the Study Area and Surrounding Landscape 

The Eastern Cape Province has a rich archaeological and historical history going back millions of years and includes 

significant aspects such as Later Stone Age shell middens and British Settler churches and cemeteries. The general 

surroundings of the study area became a melting pot of contact and conflict as it represents the frontier zone where 

San hunter-gatherers, Khoekhoe pastoralists, Xhosa agro-pastoralists, Dutch Trekboere and British Settlers all came 

together. During the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries a total of nine Frontier Wars were fought along the 

frontier zone.  

 

The archaeological history of the area can broadly be divided into a Stone Age, Iron Age and Historic Period. Both the 

Stone and Iron Ages form part of what is referred to as the Pre-Colonial Period (Prehistoric Period) whereas the 

Historic Period is referred to as the Colonial Period (Historic Period) (refer Figure 2).  

 

In the table below a detailed archaeological and historical overview of the study area and surrounding landscape is 

presented in a chronological manner. This overview is based on intensive archival and literature research and 

whenever possible, the relative distances between the study area and mentioned sites, features and events are 

provided.  

 

It must be noted that such an overview which is based on available literature and archival research would necessarily 

reflect a bias toward a traditional white history of the region as this would have been the focus of publications and 

archival documents during the last 150 years.  

 

In Section 7.3 below a discussion on previous archaeological and heritage studies from within the study area as well 

its surroundings will be provided. This discussion is based on previous reports that could be located on the South 

African Heritage Resources Information System (known as SAHRIS) as well as the records of the SAHRA APM Report 

Mapping Project. 
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Figure 3 – Human and Cultural Time line in Africa (Morris, 2008) 
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Table 3- Archaeological and Historical Overview of the Study Area and Surrounding Landscape 

DATE DESCRIPTION 

2.5 million to 250 
000 years ago 

The Earlier Stone Age (ESA) is the first and oldest phase identified in South Africa’s 
archaeological history and comprises two technological phases. The earliest of these is 
known as Oldowan and is associated with more robust flaked tools. It dates to 
approximately <2 million years ago. The second technological phase is the Acheulian and 
comprises more refined stone artefacts such as the cleaver and bifacial hand axe. The 
Acheulian dates back to approximately 1.5 million years ago.   

An ESA site was identified during the fieldwork for the present study (see Site 15). 
Furthermore, ESA artefacts were observed along the Sundays River during a field excursion 
of the South African Archaeological Society on 13 June 1954 (South African Archaeological 
Society, 1954). The Sundays River is located roughly 4.6 km to the west of the south-
western end of the present study area.  

>250 000 to 40 000 
years ago 

The Middle Stone Age (MSA) is associated with flakes, points and blades manufactured by 
means of the prepared core technique. This phase is furthermore associated with modern 
humans and complex cognition (Wadley 2013).  

A Middle Stone Age open air surface site has been identified near Bowens (Kaplan, 1993). 
The Bowens railway siding is located roughly 2.7 km west of the present study area. Further 
afield, Middle Stone Age flakes and flaked cobbles were found in a red gravel donga on the 
farm Glenmore in the Addo Elephant National Park (Webley, 2007). This farm is located 
roughly 11 km north-west of the study area.     

40 000 years ago to 
c. 1800s 

The Later Stone Age (LSA) is the third archaeological phase identified and is associated with 
an abundance of very small stone tools known as microliths. This period is associated with 
hunter-gatherers (San) as well as early pastoralists (Khoekhoe). This period of South Africa’s 
history is also associated with rock engravings and rock paintings found across the country.   

In the immediate surroundings of the study area a significant tangible aspect of the Later 
Stone Age is present in the form of shell middens. These shell middens are open-air or 
sheltered sites which resulted from human occupation and utilisation of the coastline of 
southern Africa and can be dated to between 300 years and 12 000 years ago. While the 
coastline would certainly have been utilised and occupied before this time, it is only in the 
Present Interglacial that shell  middens have not been covered by rising seas (Deacon & 
Deacon, 1999). Shell middens are sometimes mistakenly referred to as “Strandloper” 
middens, a deragorary term originating from Dutch colonists who established the Table Bay 
trading post in 1652 to describe the Khoekhoe community living in that vicinity (see Deacon 
& Deacon, 1999). It is however known that the people who formed these groups were 
scattered and discreet communities that represented a class rather than a race and where a 
collective ethnicity existed, it was due to a similarity in the way of life (Wilson 1989). These 
shell middens were occopied by both hunter–gatherers (San)  and pastoralists (Khoekhoe) 
with shell middens older than 2 000 years usually associated with the former and those 
from before this relative date with the Khoekhoe. See for example Webley (2007).    

Later Stone Age shell middens are known from the southern bank of the Sundays River 
Mouth, in the dunes roughly 6 km south of the Congoskraal farmstead and from the dune 
slopes to the south of the farm Springmount (Rudner, 1968) (Kaplan, 1993). While the 
Sundays River Mouth is located roughly 4.6 km west of the south-western corner of the 
study area and the Springmount finds roughly 5 km south-east of the south-eastern corner 
of the study area, the Congoskraal site is located roughly 1.2 km south by south-east of the 
south-eastern corner of the study area. It must be noted that the positions of the last two 
sites are approximations only as they were recorded by an amateur archaeologist and never 
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subsequently revisited. See Rudner (1968) for information on these sites.  

 

AD 200 to 1840 

The Iron Age is that period in South Africa’s archaeological history associated with pre-
colonial farming communities associated with agricultural and pastoralsit farming activites, 
metal working, cultural customs such as lobola as well as the tangible representation of the 
significance of cattle imprinted on their settlement layouts (known as the Central Cattle 
Pattern) (Huffman, 2007).  

Although the earliest phase of this period (known as the Early Iron Age) started already in 
AD 200 in certain sections of Southern Africa, its distribution based on tangible 
archaeological remains have only spread as far south as the Great Kei River (Huffman, 
2007), with the southernmost known Early Iron Age site identified and excavated near East 
London (Feely & Bell-Cross, 2011). This site is located roughly 180 km north-east of the 
present study area.  

The Middle Iron Age lasted from AD 900 to AD 1300. Sites associated with this period have 
only ever be found in the northern Limpopo Province as well as further north.      

The Late Iron Age commenced in AD 1400. As is shown in more detail below, the latter 
stages of the Late Iron Age can be associated with the settlement of Xhosa agro-pastoralists 
in the immediate surroundings of the study area.   

Figure 4 – Examples of Khoekhoe pottery 
discovered along the coast in the general 
to wider vicinity of the study area (Rudner, 
1968:657). 
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1652 - 1750 

In 1652 the Dutch East India Company landed in the Cape and established a refreshment 
station on the slopes of Table Mountain. The only contact the Dutch had with indigenous 
people was in the form of contact, trade and conflict with the local Khoekhoe communities. 
In due course colonial expansion took place in a north and eastward direction that was 
primarily driven by the movement of colonial pastoralists known as Trekboere (or Free 
Burghers) toward the east. Although the Dutch authorities tried to curtail this expansion, 
they found it increasingly difficult to do so. Within a short spate of time this colonial 
expansion to the east came into conflict with the San hunter-gatherers, Xhosa agro-
pastoralists and Khoekhoe pastoralists living along the Southern Cape Coast at the time.  

The contact zone between these four groups and the resulting pressures on land and 
resources resulted in no less than nine Frontier Wars, a bloody phase in the history of South 
Africa that is also referred to as Africa’s Hundred Years War.  

The present study area was located centrally in the contact zone between the colonists, 
Xhosa, Khoekhoe and San, and especially so during the first four Frontier Wars. As will be 
shown below, a Xhosa chiefdom known as the Gqunukhwebe and a chief named Chungwa 
(often mistakenly referred to as Conga, Congo or Conco), played a central role in the four 
acts of war about to ravage through these parts.    

c. 1750s 

Gqunukhwebe was established as a separate Xhosa chiefdom located between the Kei and 
the Keiskamma River. The Gqunukhwebe was distinct from the other Xhosa chiefdoms in 
the fact that they were not part of the royal lineage, were supporters of the Gcaleka chief in 
the bitter rivalry between him and his brother Rharhabe and had a strong origin and 
association with the Khoekhoe (Elphick & Giliomee, 1979). The Xhosa historian J.H. Soga 
(1930) underscored the distinct identity of the Gqunukhwebe by stating that “…the other 
chiefs affect to despise Konga [Chungwa] from his not belonging to the chieftain stock … to 
this day [they] are spoken of by the Ama-Xhosa as Ama-Lala or Hottentots.”  

 

Figure 5 – This early depiction of a Xhosa homestead was painted by Ludwig Alberti in 1803. He was Landdrost of 
Uitenhage (The Reader’s Digest, 1994:65).   
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c. 1750 - 1770 

The movement of Trekboere toward the east continued during this period. While Skead 
(2007) indicates that the first white farmers started establishing farms between the 
Gamtoos River and present-day Port Elizabeth by 1744, Markram (2001) states that this 
only occurred in 1765.  

Although the Gamtoos River was declared the eastern boundary of the colony in 1770, the 
movement of white farmers in an eastern direction continued nonetheless. Legassick (2010) 
indicates that by c. 1760 the white farmers had reached as far east as the Great Fish River. 
Markram (2001) indicates that the first arrival of white farmers to the east of the Sundays 
River all the way to the Great Fish River occurred in 1764 but did not yet represent 
permanent settlement and the establishment of farms. He adds that this occurred during 
the 1770s at which time whites and blacks were living adjacent to one another in the so-
called Zuurveld area located between the Sundays River in the west and the Great Fish River 
in the east. 

As will be seen below, by 1776 at least three such early white farmers had already 
established themselves within or in the direct vicinity of the study area. These three 
individuals were Lucas Meyer, Dirk Markis and Piet Markis.    

On 10 October 1779 the Field Corporal of the Gamtoos River Jan Scholtz met at least 19 
white farmers to the west of the Zwartkops River near present day Port Elizabeth while 
riding to the Sundays River. These farmers indicated that due to Xhosa attacks on their 
farms they were forced to abandon their land and move their families and cattle to the 
relatively safety on the western end of the Zwartkops River. These farmers included Lucas 
Meyer (see above), Jan Pretorius, Daniel Keune, Nicolaas Niemand, Theodorus Potgieter, 
Dirk Minie, Jan Markis, Solomon Ferreira, Johannes Jacobus van Reenen, Jan Booysz, 
Andries de Jager, Jan Andries Holtzhausen and Jan Pieterse. The group also had the cattle of 
Jacob Kritzinger, Daniel Marais, Dirk Markis, Pieter Markis, Pieter Hendrik Ferreira and Karel 
Minie (Moodie, 1838). 

As it is known from Swellengrebel’s account of three years before that Lucas Meyer, Dirk 
Markis and Pieter Markis were farming either within or in close proximity to the study area, 
it seems likely for at least some of these attacks and events to have occurred within the 
present study area. It is worth noting here as well that these events would in all likelihood 
have formed part of the so-called First Frontier War which lasted from 1779 to 1781 and 
which is discussed in more detail below. 

1776 

Hendrik Swellengrebel, the son of the former Governor of the Cape with the same name, 
journeyed from Cape Town to beyond the Great Fish River in 1776. As the son of the 
governor it is not surprising that the Swellengrebel party comprised a total of 17 individuals 
(including two drivers, a draughtsman, cook, servant and eight Khoekhoe) with three 
wagons, one cart, 68 oxen and seven horses.  

Swellengebel did not follow the coastline as previous travelers had done, but first visited 
the Sneeuwberge and Camdebo from where he journeyed south toward the mouth of the 
Sundays River. On 8 November 1776 the party camped at the Gonaqua kraal of Karel Ruiter 
(also known as Ruiters) located at Rautenbach’s Drift (Forbes, 1965) roughly 19.6 km north-
east of the present study area. Ruiter is said to have been a colonial survivor who 
established a following amongst the Hoengiqua. Originally an independent Khoekhoe group, 
the Hoengiqua was later integrated into the Xhosa kingdom (Peires, 1982).  

On the following day their journey took them through the northern sections of the study 
area where they spent the night in the kloof near the disused railway siding on the farm Plat 
Rug. Of further interest is the fact that their camp was in the general vicinity to the homes 
of frontier farmers such as Lucas Meyer, D. Marcus and P. Marcus.  

On the morning of 10 November 1776, Swellengrebel reached the northern bank of the 
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Sundays River, where they stayed for two days before returning through the present study 
area back to Ruiter’s kraal (Forbes, 1965).  

   

1779 – 1781 

The First Frontier War occurred at a time when Ndlambe, the son of Rharhabe, attacked the 
imiDange and drove them across the Fish River. In their retreat they intruded on the Boers 
of the Agter Bruintjes Hoogte, who attacked and defeated the imiDange, Gwali, Ntindi and 
Mbalu to the west of the Fish River (Peires, 1982). As a result, these four Xhosa groups were 
forced to acknowledge the Fish River as the boundary between the Colony and the Xhosa 
(Elphick & Giliomee 1979).  

Ndlambe also attacked and defeated the Gqunukhwebe under Tshaka and his son Chungwa 
three times, driving them deeper into the colony. However, on each of these occasions the 
Gqunukhwebe aligned themselves with Khoekhoe groups west of the Fish River, and 
survived (Peires, 1982). 

By the 1780s the Ggunukhwebe had established themselves permanently in the Zuurveld 
between the Fish River in the east and the Sundays River in the west (Peires 1982).Their 
settlement in this area was inter alia due to the fact that they wanted to keep some 
distance between them and Ndlambe.  

The Gqunukhwebe was also not defeated by the Boer forces as the imiDange, Gwali, Ntindi 
and Mbalu had been, and as a result did not acknowledge the Fish River as the border 
between them and the Colony and stayed ever determined to remain in the Zuurveld 
(Elphick & Giliomee, 1979). 

However, two events of 1780 would define the relationship between the Xhosa, Colonist 
and Khoekhoe for years to come. In October 1780, Adriaan van Jaarsveld was appointed the 
field commandant for the entire eastern frontier and was ordered to force the Xhosa living 
to the west of the Fish River to the other side. In November the Dutch East India’s Council of 
Policy unilaterally declared the Fish River the boundary between the Colony and the Xhosa. 

Figure 6 – Karel Ruiters (left) (Bergh & Bergh, 1984:9) 
acted as a guide for Hendrik Swellengrebel (below) 
on his journey to the mouth of the Sundays River 
during November 1776. On their way to the river 
mouth, the two men also camped within the study 
area (www.vanriebeecksociety.co.za). 
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This meant that all the Xhosa who had been living for some time to the west of the Fish 
River in the so-called Zuurveld were now viewed as unwanted intruders who had to be 
forcibly removed across the colonial boundary.   

With a force of roughly 92 Europeans and 40 Khoekhoe, Van Jaarsveld accomplished his 
task within a year and after large numbers of cattle were taken, the Zuurveld was declared 
clear of any Xhosa (Schoeman, 2011).  

When peace again came to the frontier zone in 1781, the Gqunukwebe under Tshaka was 
still living to the west of the Fish River and represented the only Xhosa chiefdom which had 
not agreed on a border settlement with the colonial authorities (Elpick & Giliomee 1979).  

1785 
The district of Graaff-Reinet was established in this year and included the eastern sections 
of the Stellenbosch and Swellendam districts (Schoeman, 2011). The study area now fell 
within the district of Graaff-Reinet. 

1792 

In 1792 the location of the residences of the Gqunukhwebe chiefs were recorded for the 
first time. These records show that during the Summer months the homestead of Tshaka 
and Chungwa was found to be on the Bushman’s River whereas the winter months saw 
their homestead toward the Sundays River. This record clearly shows that the 
Gqunukhwebe chiefs practiced a seasonal migration pattern whereby they moved their 
cattle from summer to winter grazing (Peires, 1982).  

Records for the relative location of the Gqunukhwebe homesteads during the period 
between 1792 and 1800 show the same transhumance between the general vicinity of the 
Bushman’s River in the summer and the Sundays River in the winter. However, in 1800 
Ndlambe, the sworn enemy of the Gqunukhwebe, settled himself permanently to the west 
of the Fish River as well. This had a massive effect on the socio-political situation of the 
Gqunukhwebe and as a result also had a significant impact on their seasonal migration 
patterns (Peires, 1982). 

At first Chungwa changed his migration route from its east-west cycle to one more 
orientated along the north-south axis as an attempt to avoid Ndlambe. However, during the 
subsequent years little to no seasonal pattern in the recorded homestead positions of 
Chungwa can be ascertained (Peires, 1982).          

1793  

During the Second Frontier War, the Gqunukhwebe living in the Zuurveld to the west of the 
Fish River were attacked by Ndlambe, the son of Rharhabe. He was assisted in his attack by 
a small commando under the leadership of a lieutenant in the local colonial militia, Barend 
Lindeque (Peires, 1982). 

Although the Gqunukhwebe were forced to withdraw, this intervention of the Boers in their 
domestic politics provoked the Xhosa to counter-attack en force and drive the raiders back 
towards the Zwartkops River (Peires, 1982). 

In retaliation, the colonial authorities sent a strong commando which reached as far as the 
Bushman’s River and forced the Xhosas to retreat. During this retreat, the Gqunukhwebe 
were attacked by Ndlambe at the Tsholomnqa River. When Tshaka, the chief of the 
Gqunukhwebe, was killed in the attack, his son Chungwa became the new chief (Peires, 
1982).  

Mistakenly referred to over the years as Congo, Conga or Conca, Chungwa became a central 
figure in the politics and wars along the frontier for the subsequent decades and gave his 
name to the farm Conga’s Kraal 307, a section of which forms part of the present study 
area. 

1795 The British occupied the Cape after their victory at the Battle of Muizenberg. They would 
remain in possession of the Cape until 1802. As such it is evident that the Second Frontier 
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War was the last frontier war fought between the Dutch colonial authority and the Xhosa, 
with Great Britain involved in the remaining seven frontier wars. 

1799 - 1803 

After a rebellion broke out in Graaff-Reinet in 1799, the British authorities responded 
swiftly and sent a force of British and Khoekhoe troops under General Vandeleur from Cape 
Town to repress the rebellion. Upon hearing of an approaching army partially made up of 
Khoekhoe, a number of Khoekhoe living in the harsh frontier farming area as farm labourers 
and slaves saw an opportunity for freedom and protection and congregated around 
Vandeleur’s army. Vandeleur then attacked the Gqunukhwebe living in the Zuurveld in an 
attempt to push them back across the Fish River, and without achieving any success started 
making arrangements to return to Cape Town.  

The Khoekhoe who originally viewed his army as saviors against the hardships of the 
frontier, now became unhappy with the fact that Vandeleur was evidently preparing to 
abandon them to their fate. A number of these Khoekhoe joined up with the Gqunukhwebe 
and started raiding the entire southern part of the Graaff-Reinet district. In the end, a 
Khoekhoe force of 700 mounted men with 150 guns with warriors from the Gqunukhwebe 
and other Xhosa chiefdoms, defeated a commando of 300 men on the Sundays River and 
besieged the 200 regular troops of Vandeleur’s army in Algoa Bay (Elphick & Giliomee, 
1979). According to Sellick (1904:11) the attack on the Sundays River was in fact beaten off, 
but “…twenty men, who formed a small reconnoitering party along the coast, were cut off, 
and every one of them killed.”  

As a result almost the entire southern part of the Graaff-Reinet district as well as the 
eastern end of the Swellendam district was abandoned by the colonists (Elphick & Giliomee, 
1979). 

In August 1799 British reinforcements under the command of General Francis Dundas 
departed from Cape Town. The force was accompanied by Maynier who had been ordered 
to negotiate a peace. He managed to convince some of the Khoekhoe to break their alliance 
with the Xhosa on the condition that they would in future be better protected by the British 
Government on the frontier farms (Elphick & Giliomee, 1979). In October 1799 Dundas also 
reached an agreement with Chungwa. This agreement allowed the Gqunukhwebe to live in 
peace along the Zuurveld between the Sundays and Bushman’s Rivers on the condition that 
they did not attack the colonists. In the words of Peires (1982:57): “…such an arrangement 
was exactly what he (Chungwa) had been seeking all along, and he took care to maintain 
the peace, turning back a rebel Boer attack on the Colony.” 

However, hostilities broke out again during the second half of 1801. These hostilities 
continued until 1803 with bands of Xhosa and Khoekhoe attacking and raiding the Graaff-
Reinet and Swellendam districts. It is estimated that roughly 35 percent of the farms 
registered in these two districts had been laid to waste as a result of these hostilities. A 
peace agreement stipulating that both sides could keep any cattle acquired during the war 
ended the hostilities in 1803 (Elphick & Giliomee, 1979).  

It is important to note that the Gqunukhwebe of Chungwa remained truthful to the peace 
agreement he had reached with Dundas in 1799 and stayed neutral during the hostilities of 
the first three years of the nineteenth century. During this time he also provided protection 
to a neutral Khoekhoe leader Klaas Stuurman. However, Chungwa’s neutrality did not save 
him from an attack by a Boer Commando during this period nor did it stop the authorities 
from attempting to force him across the Fish River again (Peires, 1982).  

1803 
In terms of the stipulations of the Peace of Amiens, the Cape was handed to the Batavian 
Republic in 1803. The Batavian Administration of the Cape lasted for only three years and 
ended with its re-occupation by the British after the Battle of Blaauwberg. 
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25 April 1804 

Although conflict and violence characterised the frontier zone continuously for a period of 
100 years, no frontier wars broke out during the time when the eastern frontier was under 
Batavian control.  

However, one significant event from this period was the establishment of Uitenhage on 25 
April 1804. Named in honour of Commissioner-General Uitenhage de Mist, the town was 
established by Landdrost Cuyler with the help of General Janssens (Henderson, 1938) 
(Erasmus 2014).  

The study area now formed part of the Uitenhage District. 

1811 - 1812 

In 1811 Sir John Cradock, the newly appointed governor of the Cape, ordered Lieutenant-
Colonel Graham to clear the Zuurveld of all the Xhosa groups (including the Gqunukhwebe 
and Ndlambe) who were living there and to drive them across the Fish River. The war 
resulting from this order is known as the Fourth Frontier War and “…was brief, but of 
unprecedented ferocity…” (Peires, 1982:65).  

From Colonel Graham’s private communication written on 2 January 1812 and relating to 
the events of the preceding days, it would appear that significant events in terms of the 
present study area had happened. 

 On 27 December 1811 the landdrost of Uitenhage Major J.G. Cuyler visited ‘Congo’s Kraal’ 
in an attempt to persuade Chungwa to take his people to the other side of the Fish River in 
a peaceful manner. It is not known whether the “Congo’s Kraal” referred to in the 
document relates to the farm of that name or simply the residence of Chief Chungwa 
somewhere in this general vicinity. Furthermore, if these words simply relate to the chief’s 
residence, it is also not certain where exactly the chief’s residence was at this crucial time 
when viewed against the record of the seasonal migration patterns associated with the 
residences of the Gqunukhwebe chiefs. It is of course possible for his residence to have 
been in the direct vicinity of the study area at the time.  

Nonetheless, when Cuyler arrived at Chungwa’s residence the chief did not appear. 
However, Cuyler found the chief’s warriors “…drawn up in battle array and ornamented 
with crane feathers – the emblem for war.” (Meiring, 1959: 17). Chungwa did send Cuyler a 
message indicating that he might be willing to move his people across the Fish River. As a 
result, Cuyler left the chief’s residence to allow him time to consider his options.  

On the following day a number of Ndlambe’s followers were observed going towards 
Chungwa’s residence. Cuyler, accompanied by an interpreter and armed escort, rode up to 
the residence late that afternoon in an attempt to try and convince both Chungwa and 
Ndlambe to cross over the Fish River. Although Chungwa was not seen, Ndlambe appeared 
and ordered 300 of his men to attack Cuyler and his interpreter. They rushed back to the 
escort where Cuyler ordered his men to start firing which allowed them to escape 
unharmed (Meiring, 1959). Some authors see this skirmish as the start of the Fourth 
Frontier War.    

In the summer of 1811 – 1812 a British led army of 900 burgher militia and 700 men of the 
Cape Regiment forced roughly 8 000 Xhosa men, women and children across the Fish River. 
The Cape Regiment and Burgher Militia were supported in their task by 500 British soldiers 
(Elphick & Giliomee, 1979).   

Atrocities were committed on both sides, including the killing of Landdrost Stockenstrom in 
a parley with the Xhosa in proximity to the Addo Elephant National Park as well as the 
shooting and killing of Chungwa on his sick-bed by British soldiers while recovering from an 
illness (Peires, 1982). 
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Figure 7 – These images depict Major J.G. Cuyler (left) (www.hubpages.com) and Lieutenant-Colonel John Graham 
(right) (The Reader’s Digest, 1994:103), both historically significant figures during various aspects of the history of 
the general vicinity of the study area, but especially so during the events known today as the Fourth Frontier War 

(1811-1812). While Graham was instrumental in the forced removal of the Xhosa living to the west of the Fish River, 
Cuyler paid a visit to the homestead of the Gqunukhwebe Chief Chungwa just before the outbreak of hostilities to 

ask him to take his people peacefully across the Fish River. As indicated in the text, Chief Ndlambe was also present 
on the second day of his visit, and ordered his men to attack Cuyler and his escort. This event is seen as the start of 

the Fourth Frontier War. Although it is not presently known exactly where Chungwa’s homestead at this stage 
stood, the possibility exists that it may have been located a short distance to the south-east of the present study 

area on that end of the farm that is still known today as Congaskraal. 

1820 

During May 1820 a total of 21 ships carrying approximately 4 000 British Settlers arrived in 
Algoa Bay. By the end of July 1820 all the parties had reached their respective 100 acre 
sized parcels of land located in the Bathurst and Albany Districts (Rivett-Carnac, 1963). The 
Settlers were faced with harsh conditions including crop failures due to drought, frequent 
hostilities with the Xhosa as well as the inability of the colonial authorities to solve these 
problems (Potgieter et. al., 1970). While some of the Settlers eventually congregated in the 
newly established towns of Grahamstown (1812) and Bathurst (1820), those who stayed 
behind on the farms made valuable contributions to the agricultural development of South 
Africa.  

Other towns established or existing by this time include Port Elizabeth and Alexandria. The 
former was formally established during a visit by Acting Governor of the Cape, Sir Rufane 
Donkin. The town was named in honour of his wife Lady Elizabeth Donkin who had passed 
away in India a couple of years before (Erasmus, 2004). Alexandria in turn was first known 
as Olifantshoek and was founded and established as a Dutch Reformed Parish, a ward of the 
Uitenhage Congregation. The name was changed in 1873 to honour Reverend Alexander 
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Smith and to celebrate its status as an independent parish and district (Erasmus 2004).   

 

Figure 8 – This painting by Thomas Baines depicts the landing of the British Settlers in Algoa Bay 
(commons.wikimedia.org). 

July 1821 

In July 1821 Jacobus Uys placed an application for a loan farm at Boschfontein. This farm 
was located between Klipvlei and Zoekamma (Markram, 2001). While the exact location of 
this farm is not presently known, it must have been in close proximity to the present study 
area. 

18 May 1823 
The farm Zoekamma was registered in favour of Willem Landman (National Archives, LDE, 
4208, 12224/3). 

15 January 1826 

The farm Nanaga Hoogte was registered in the name of Alexander Mathewson (6 October 
1792 – 7 October 1837). It was located in the Uitenhage District.  

Mathewson was born in Scotland and after serving in the British Army during the 
Napoleonic Wars (he was amongst other events a veteran of the Battle of Waterloo), 
Mathewson joined the 1820 settlers and came to South Africa. He acquired farms in the 
Albany and Uitenhage Districts and remained a farmer until his death at the age of 45 
(www.matheson.yolasite.com)(www.albany1820.com). 

14 April 1826 
Jacobus Philippus Moolman bought the farm Nanaga Hoogte from Alexander Mathewson 
(Markram, 2001). Moolman  

1 November 1833 
The farm Conga’s Kraal was registered on this day by surveyor M. Ruysch in favour of 
Lodewyk de Jager. At the time the farm was located in the Field Cornetcy of the Lower 
Bushman’s River in the District of Uitenhage (National Archives, LDE, 3452, 1882/112). 

1835 – 1838 During the 1830s a mass migration of roughly 2 540 Afrikaner families (comprising 
approximately 12 000 individuals) from the frontier zone of the Cape Colony to the interior 
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of Southern Africa took place. These people were known as Voortrekkers (those who travel 
ahead) and formed part of the first mass movement of whites into the interior of Southern 
Africa (Visagie, 2011). The reasons behind this migration are complex but in general terms 
include aspects such as a general discontent with the British authorities and the way in 
which they dealt with various aspects on the frontier. 

After initial commisie treks comprising small family groups that set out to assess the areas 
that would be most suitable for the Voortrekkers returned with favourable reports, large 
treks comprising numerous families departed from the frontier (Ransford 1968).  

A total of 181 families from the Lower Bushman’s River ward of the Uitenhage District 
departed on the Great Trek. This represents the second-highest number of families from 
any of the wards associated with the Great Trek, with 221 families from the Tarka ward of 
the Somerset-East represent the only ward with more Voortekker families (Visagie, 2011). 

In terms of the study area, the available records indicate that as many as 12 adults joined 
the Great Trek from the homes on the farm Congaskraal. These individuals formed part of 
either one of the treks of Johannes Stephanus Maritz (departing in November 1836), 
Gerhardus Jacobus Rudolph (departing in March 1837) and Petrus Lafras Uys (departing in 
April 1837). The Voortrekkers from Congaskraal include Susanna Maria Cronjé, Gerhardus 
Wilhelmus de Jager,  J.G. de Jager, Johannes Jacob de Jager, Johannes Wilhelmus de Jager, 
Lodewyk de Jager, Lodewyk de Jager jnr., Hermanus Nicolaas Fourie, Louis Theunis Fourie, 
Gerhardus Jozua van Niekerk, Gerhardus Jozua van Niekerk jnr. and Maria Elizabeth van 
Niekerk (Visagie, 2011). Incidentally, the De Jager persons mentioned here were all related 
to the first registered owner of the farm Congaskraal, Lodewyk de Jager.    

 

16 August 1836 The farm Platterug was registered on this day in favour of P.J. Kemp and a person simply 
indicated as Solkisi (National Archives, 4208, 1224/4). In turn, Markram (2001) indicates 

Figure 9 – Voortrekkers and early residents of the farm 
Congaskraal, Johannes Wilhelmus de Jager and his wife 
Susanna Sophia Landman. S.S. Landman was the daughter of 
Voortrekker leader Karel Pieter Landman (Visagie, 2011: 
128). 



38 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

that the farm was registered on this day in the names of Petrus Lafras Uys and Petrus 
Johannes Kemp. Petrus Lafras Uys is the well known Voortrekker leader Piet Uys who was 
killed in a battle with the Zulu at Italeni in 11 April 1838. 

31 March 1842 
The portions of the farm Platterug owned by Petrus Lafras Uys and Petrus Johannes Kemp 
was transferred to Petrus Arnoldus Crous and Hendrik Johannes Crous (Markram, 2001). 

1873 The village known previously as Olifantshoek was renamed Alexandria.   

12 September 1873 

The western end of the farm Platterug was transferred to Johan Christiaan Landman, 
Andreas Jan Scheuble, Frederik Rugter Scheubel, Cornelis Janse Lemmert, Willem Adolph 
Landman and Johannes Hermanus Oosthuizen (National Archives, 4208, 1224/4).  

This portion included what is today known as the western ends of Portions 15 and 18 as 
well as the entire Portions 1, 10 and 16 of the farm Platterug. It also included the north-
eastern end of the farm Oak Hill which is not located within the study area.   

1 February 1887 

 

What is today known as Portion 6 of the farm Zoekamma was subdivided and transferred to 
C.H. Bond and others. It was named Doorn Rug (National Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/3).  

On the same day what is today known as Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma was subdivided 
and transferred to C.H. Bond and others. It was named Spes Bona (National Archives, LDE, 
4208, 12224/3). At the time both properties were located in the Congaskraal Field Cornetcy 
of the Alexandria Division. 

Other portions of the farm Zoekamma were also subdivided and transferred on this day. 
These include the Remainder (not names at the time), Portion 5 (known as Spion Kop) and 
Portion (known as Klipvlei 2). It would appear that the new owners were also C.H. Bond and 
others. 

 

Figure 10 – The south-eastern corner of the Zoekamma with its subdivisions as they appeared on 1 February 1887. 
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18 July 1888 

What is today known as Portions 9 and a section of 18 of the farm Platterug were 
transferred to C.L. Landman & Others. On the same day what is today known as Portion 10 
of the farm Platterug was transferred to J.L. Landman and named Klip Vlei (National 
Archives, 4208, 1224/4).  

1899 – 1902  

The South African War was fought between the Boer Republics of the Transvaal and Free 
State on the one side and the Great Britain on the other, but is referred to as the South 
African War as the victims and participants of the war were not excluded to British or Boer 
alone. While most of the events and activities of the war took place considerable distances 
to the north and north-east, attempts were made by Boer forces during especially the 
guerrilla phase of the war to invade the Cape Colony as a way of splitting up the resources 
of the British Army. Examples of these forces include the commandos under the leadership 
of General Pieter Hendrik Kritzinger, Commandant Gideon Scheepers and Commandant 
Johannes Cornelius Lotter, although their activities were centred further to the north in the 
Karoo regions of the country. 

The British response to the Boer military presence in the Cape Colony was to recruit loyal 
colonial volunteers to serve in local militias established in various towns across the Colony. 
In the general vicinity of the present study examples of these local militias include the 
Alexandria Town Guard and the Port Elizabeth Town Guard (www.angloboerwar.com).  

General Jan Christiaan Smuts also attempted an invasion of the Cape Colony during the 
latter months 1901. After a long and arduous trek through the Free State and North-Eastern 
Cape Colony, Smuts came to within sight of Port Elizabeth. On 2 October 1901 a skirmish 
took place with members of the Alexandria and Grahamstown Town Guards who had been 
following the Boer commando for some time in an area south of the Zuurberg Mountains 
near the present day Addo Elephant National Park. The scene of this skirmish is located 
roughly 30 km to the north-west and as far as is known this is the closest skirmish or battle 
to the present study area during the war (Robertson, n.d.). 

According to oral history obtained from local farmers Mr. Karl Lemmer and Dr. Deon 
Raubenheimer, events and activities associated with the war did take place within the study 
area as well. The approximate position of an unmarked grave associated with the war was 
identified by Mr. Lemmer (Mr. Lemmer, pers. comm.) whereas Dr. Raubenheimer indicated 
that according to local oral history a fountain was once located on his portion of the farm 
Platrug, and during the war years local farmers loyal to the British trampled the earth 
around the fountain with horses to ensure that Boer Commandos could not use it as a 
watering hole (Dr. Raubenheimer, pers. comm.).  

16 June 1902 
The Glen Lee portion of the farm Milner Vale (today known as Portion 6 of the same farm) 
was transferred to J.R. Caithness and others. This portion was comprised of Glen Lee A and 
Glen Lee B.   

1908 

The railway line between Alexandria and Barkley Bridge was built in this year, with sections 
of it passing through the study area.  

To allow the construction of the line, strips of land from a number of farms through which it 
was to be built were expropriated. This includes the expropriation of land forming part of 
farms Zoekamma, Platte Rug and Milner Vale.  

The indication therefore is that the railway line would be roughly 107 years old, although its 
physical elements such as the sleepers, rails and ballast shoulders would more than likely 
have been replaced during this period as part of maintenance work.    

18 February 1911 
The Glen Lee portion of the farm Milner Vale (today known as Portion 6 of the same farm) 
was transferred to Robert William Upham Newcombe. 
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1918 

The Spanish Influenza epidemic of 1918 was a devastating period in South Africa’s history. 
Almost half a million people died of the flu epidemic in this country with 62% of the victims 
living in the Cape at the time. Two strains of the virus were introduced into the country; the 
first, a mild strain, from Durban and the second, a more severe strain, from the Cape with 
devastating effects. This epidemic coincided with the socio-economic effects of the 1913 
Land Act, World War I as well as the South African War a few years previously and extreme 
droughts throughout the country and gave rise to many millenarian prophecies (Phillips, 
1987).  

According to oral history related by one of the farmers from the study area, Mr. Karl 
Lemmer, the Spanish Influenza had a serious effect within the study area and its 
surroundings (Mr. Lemmer, pers. comm.). Mr. Lemmer also identified the position of the 
graves of three members of the Vogel family who had passed away from this disease in c. 
1918. These graves are located within the study area on the Remainder of the farm 
Zoekamma 302.  

From information contained on a number of genealogical websites (such as www.geni.com) 
it seems more than likely for the names of the couple to have been Theunis Jacobus 
Theodorus Vogel (1875 – 17 November 1918) and Isabella Jacoba Wilhelmina Scheepers 
(1895 – 19 November 1918). 

1931  

The original section of the Addo Elephant Park was founded in 1931 by Sydney Skaife to 
protect the remaining 11 elephants in the area. From the 1990s onward the park was 
extended to include the Zuurberg Nature Reserve as well as the Woody Cape Reserve 
(Erasmus, 2004).   

While the exact history of the Alexandria Coast Reserve is not presently known, the earliest 
reference to this reserve was found in archival files dating to c. 1931. It would also appear 
that the Alexandria Forest Reserve may date to the early 20th century.  

8 May 1935 
A portion of Lot C of the farm Nanaga Hoogte was subdivided and registered in the name of 
O.H. Webb. At the time it was named Kentucky. This portion is today comprised of Portion 
12 as well as the Remainder of the farm Nanaga Hoogte.   

1939 

The Karel Landman Monument was erected by the Lupini Brothers between the study area 
and Alexandria. Designed by the designer of the Voortrekker Monument in Pretoria, the 
Karl Landman monument commemorates one of Voortrekker leaders who departed for the 
interior in 1837. Amongst other accomplishments, Landman was the second in command 
(under Andries Pretorius) during the Battle of Blood River (Laband, 1947).  

The Karel Landman Monument is located roughly 17.8 km north-east of the study area. 

1987  
The Woody Cape Nature Reserve was established in 1987 and in 2002 was incorporated 
into the greater Addo Elephant National Park. The reserve also includes the unique 
Alexandria Dune Fields (Heyns et al 2000).   
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7. KNOWN HERITAGE RESOURCES FROM WITHIN THE STUDY AREA  

A number of different techniques were used to identify the known heritage resources from within the study area. 

These will be discussed individually below.  

7.1 Examination of Archival and Historic Maps 

Archival and historical maps were obtained from the National Archives in Pretoria as well as the Directorate: Surveys 

and Mapping in Cape Town. These maps were used to compile a historic layering of the study area and at the same 

time also to provide augmentative information to the identified heritage sites. Overlays were made on Google Earth 

which allowed for the recording of the GPS coordinates of each depicted feature on these maps as well as to assess 

the position of these map features in relation to heritage sites identified during the present study.    

 

7.1.1 Early Survey Diagrams from the Nineteenth Century 

 

7.1.1.1 Early Survey Diagram for the Farm Congaskraal, 1 November 1833 

 

The map discussed here represents the earliest cartographic depiction of any section of the study area which could 

be found. It comprises a survey diagram of the farm Congaskraal that was compiled on 1 November 1833 (National 

Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/5). The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 An old wagon road is shown crossing over the farm (see Feature 1). The depiction of this feature is significant 

in that it supports the oral history presented by farmer and landowner Mr. D.R. Steyn. He indicated that the 

old horse stable on his property (see Site 1) was built as a refreshment station on the old wagon road 

between Port Elizabeth and Alexandria. The Google Earth overlay of the map has revealed that the stables at 

Site 1 is located roughly 40 m south of the old wagon road, and can therefore clearly be associated with it.  

 A drawing of an oval cluster of what appears to be trees or bushes is depicted near the south-eastern end of 

the farm (see Feature 2). The words ‘Conga’s Kraal’ appear next to this feature. It is evident that the 

residence of Chungwa, the chief of the Gqunukhwebe is depicted here as he was often mistakenly referred 

to as Congas. From historical research it is known that the residences of the Gqunukhwebe chiefs were 

moved on a seasonal basis to allow for the utilisation of summer and winter grazing. While the Bushman’s 

River was the preferred position for the chief’s residence during the summer months, their winter residence 

was in the vicinity of the Sundays River. With the latter river located only a few kilometres from the study 

area, it would appear that the depicted homestead would have been at least one of the winter residences of 

Chief Chunghwa and his people. The presence of this homestead on the farm also explains why the name 

Congaskraal was decided upon when it was registered on 1 November 1833. Chungwa was killed during the 

Fourth Frontier War (1811 – 1812), only 21 years before the compilation of this diagram.     
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Table 4- List of features depicted on the 1833 map for the farm Congaskraal. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 1 Wagon Road N/A 

Feature 2 Chief Chungwa’s 
Homestead 

S 33°41'15.56” 

E 25°59'19.86" 

Feature 1 Feature 2 

Figure 11 – The first survey diagram for the farm 
Congaskraal that was compiled on 1 November 1833 
is depicted above. The study area boundaries, an old 
wagon road (Feature 1) as well as the residence of the 
chief of the Gqunukhwebe namely Chungwa (Feature 
2) are shown. On the right a closer view of Feature 2 is 
shown.  
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7.1.1.2 Early Survey Diagram for a Section of the Farm Platrug, January 1888 

 

The map depicted below was compiled in January 1889 by Government Surveyor Robert Pinchin and is a copy of the 

original 1888 diagram made on 4 February 1932 by Fred Hughes for the Surveyor General (National Archives, LDE, 

4208, 12224/4).  

 

It depicts a reasonably large section of land at the time located on the western end of the farm Platterug. This 

portion of land is today subdivided into a number of smaller portions as well as different farms. The depicted section 

encloses what is today known as the north-eastern end of the farm Oak Hill (this end of the farm Oak Hill is located 

outside of the present study area), the western ends of Portion 15 and 18 and the entire Portions 1, 10 and 16 of the 

farm Platterug.  

 

The notes made at the bottom of the map indicates that on 12 September 1873 this original section of the farm 

Platterug was transferred to Johan Christiaan Landman, Andreas Jan Scheuble, Frederik Rugter Scheuble, Cornelis 

Janse Lemmert, Willem Adolph Landman and Johannes Hermanus Oosthuizen. It seems likely that Johan Christiaan 

Landman and Willem Adolph Landman were descendants of the first owner of the farn Zoekamma namely Willem 

Landman.  

 

The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 A cluster of buildings is shown near the northern end of the depicted section. This cluster of buildings is 

depicted on that portion of the farm Platterug which today lies on the north-eastern end of the farm Oak Hill 

and as a result is located outside of the present study area. The position of this cluster of buildings appears 

to correspond to the position of the farmstead to the east of the old Oak Hill siding.  

 No buildings or heritage features are depicted within the present study area. 

 No roads are shown leading into the present study area. The roads that are shown are located in the general 

vicinity of the present gravel road.   
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Figure 12 – A detail view of the Survey Diagram compiled in January 1888. The red lines depict the boundaries of the 
study area. 
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7.1.1.3 Early Survey Diagram for the Farms Zoekamma and Platrug, December 1889 

 

The map depicted below was compiled in December 1889 by Government Surveyor George William Smith (National 

Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/3). It depicts the entire farm Zoekamma and the western end of the farm Platte Rug. The 

following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 A ruin is depicted on what was then known as Lot A of the farm Zoekamma and which is presently known as 

Portion 3 of the farm Oak Hill 305. This ruin is located in close proximity to the farmstead of Mr. Karel 

Lemmer, and the possibility exists for the old farm house located here (see Site 14) to have been built on the 

remains of the ruin depicted on this map.  

 

Table 5- List of features depicted on 1889 map for the farms Zoekamma and Platte Rug. 

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 3 Ruin S 33°40'33.98” 

E 25°53'16.17" 

 

 

 

Figure 13 – A detail view of the Survey Diagram compiled in December 1889. The red line depicts the study area 
boundary and the two features are marked. 

Feature 3 
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7.1.2 Survey Diagrams of Farm Subdivisions from the Early Twentieth Century 

 

7.1.2.1 Early Survey Diagram of Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302, October 1908 

 

The map depicted below is a survey diagram for the registration in October 1908 of a subdivided portion of the farm 

Zoekamma named Spes Bona (National Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/3). This subdivided portion comprised a portion 

of the farm Zoekamma which had been owned by C.H. Bond and others since 1887. It represents what is today 

known as Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302. The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 A single dwelling is depicted near the northern end of the property (see Feature 1). As a result of information 

provided by Mr. Karel Lemmer, a site comprising two old reservoirs was identified in this proximity (see Site 

17). According to Mr. Lemmer, a person by the name of ‘Grassman’ used to live here (Karel Lemmer, pers. 

comm.).  

 A single dwelling is also depicted outside of this property and appears to be located on what is presently 

known as the Remainder of the farm Zoekamma 302. This farmstead can in all likelihood be associated with 

the Vogel family, whose cemetery dating to 1918 is located a short distance away.  

 Two roads are shown crossing over the property. One of these accesses the property from the north-east 

and leads past the dwelling before exiting on the west. The second road is located on the south-western end 

of the property and is indicated to have been a right of way. Information on this road was found on the 1889 

diagram for the farms Zoekamma and Platterug.  A note appearing on this diagram indicates that a right of 

way exists for the owner of Lot A to move cattle and wagons across the south-western corner of the 

property under discussion to access the beach.  

 

Table 6- List of features depicted on 1908 diagram for a portion of the farm Zoekamma. 

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 1 Building S 33°40'28.45” 

E 25°54'22.90" 

Feature 2 Building S 33°40'14.38" 

E 25°54'50.73" 
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Figure 15 – Detail view of the survey diagram of March 1915 for a portion of the farm Zoekamma known at the time 
as Doornrug. One building is depicted on the diagram.  

Feature 1 

Feature 2 
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7.1.2.2 Early Survey Diagram of Portions 9 and 18 of the farm Platte Rug 303, March 1910 

 

The map depicted below is a survey diagram for the registration of a subdivided portion of the farm Platterug named 

Bona Vista in March 1910 (National Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/4).  

 

This subdivided portion comprised a portion of the farm Platterug which had been owned by C.J. Landman and 

others since 1888 as well as a portion of the same farm which had been owned by P.J. Kemp and others since 1836.  

 

The portion renamed Bona Vista encloses what is today known as Portion 9 and Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 

303. 

 

The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 One building is depicted on this map. The Google Earth overlay that was compiled has revealed that the 

building depicted on this 1910 map is shown in a position roughly 34 m from the farm dwelling identified on 

Portion 9 of the farm Platte Rug 303 owned by Mr. Chris van den Berg. It is clear therefore that the buildings 

are the same.   

 A road is shown entering the portion known as Bona Vista from the north before forking in two with the 

western road turning in a south-western direction across the northern end of Bona Vista. The map identifies 

this road as the “Road to Fountain in Kloof” which appears to refer to the fountain on the farm Zoukamma. 

The eastern fork continues in a south by south-western direction past the abovementioned farmstead and 

exits Bona Vista near its south-western corner. The map identifies this road as the “Road to the Beach”.   

 Apart from the abovementioned features, no other observations can be made with regard to the map. 

 

 

Table 7- List of features depicted on the 1910 map for the farm portion known as Bona Vista. 

 

 

 

 

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 3 Building S 33°40'12.22” 

E 25°55'52.16" 
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Figure 16 – An overlay of the study area, current farm subdivisions as well as the portion of the farm Platterug 
registered in March 1910 as Bona Vista is depicted above. The only feature depicted on this map is a building (see 

Feature 1). 
 

Feature 3 
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7.1.2.3 Early Survey Diagram of Portions 10 of the farm Platte Rug 303, March 1910 

 

The map depicted below is a survey diagram for the registration of a subdivided portion of the farm Platterug named 

Klipvley in March 1910 (National Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/4). This subdivided portion comprised a portion of the 

farm Platterug which had been owned by C.J. Landman and others since 1888 comprises what is today known as 

Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303. The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 No heritage features or sites are depicted on the map. 

 The two roads depicted on the Bona Vista survey diagram are again shown, including the “Road to Fountain 

in Kloof” and the “Road to the Beach”.   

 

 

Figure 17 – Detail view of the survey diagram of March 1910 for a portion of the farm known at the time as Klipvley. 
No buildings or heritage features are depicted on the map at this time. 
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7.1.2.4 Early Survey Diagram of Portion 6 of the farm Zoekamma 302, March 1915 

 

The map depicted below is a survey diagram for the registration in March 1915 of a subdivided portion of the farm 

Zoekamma named Doornrug (National Archives, LDE, 4208, 12224/4). This subdivided portion comprised a portion of 

the farm Zoekamma which had been owned by C.H. Bond and others since 1887. It represents what is today known 

as Portion 6 of the farm Zoekamma 302. The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 A single building is depicted near the south-eastern end of the property. While no fieldwork took place on 

this portion due to the dense vegetation growing here, Mr. Karel Lemmer (the landowner’s father and who 

has been living in this general area for roughly 70 years) indicated that the ruin of an old farm house can still 

be seen on this property. He indicated that the chimney and fireplace of the building could still be seen in c. 

2007 but that it would be very overgrown at present (Karel Lemmer, pers. comm.). It is expected that the 

ruin referred to by Mr. Lemmer is the same as the building depicted on this map.   

 Two roads are shown crossing over the property.  

 

Table 8- List of features depicted on the 1910 map for the farm portion known as Bona Vista. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 18 – Detail view of the survey diagram of March 1915 for a portion of the farm Zoekamma known at the time 
as Doornrug. One building is depicted on the diagram. The red line depicts the study area boundary.  

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 4 Building S 33°41'10.73” 

E 25°55'13.71" 

Feature 4 
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7.1.3 First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet  

 

In this section the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet will be discussed. This map sheet was surveyed in 

1943 and drawn in the Trigonometrical Survey Office in 1944. The sheet was printed in the same year by the 

Government Printing Works of the Directorate of Map Printing of the Union Defence Force.  

 

As the study area extends over significant area on the map, it has been divided into four quadrants in order to more 

accurately present the map and its depicted features. In the section that follows each quadrant and its identified 

features will be discussed.  

 

It is important to note that as this map sheet was surveyed in 1943, any buildings or features depicted on it which 

still exists today will be at least 72 years old.  

 

 

 

Figure 20 – Google Earth depiction of the study area showing the four quadrants used in the discussion of the 
features depicted on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet.   

 

A B 

C D 
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7.1.3.1 Quadrant A of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet 

 

The map depicted below depicts Quadrant A (the north-western section) of the First Edition of the 3325DB 

Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. The following observations can be made from the map: 

 

 A single hut is depicted on the map (Feature 1). A water point is associated with this hut. These features are 

shown on Portion 12 of the farm Nanaga Hoogte 299. 

 

Table 9- List of features depicted on Quadrant A of the 1943 Topographical Sheet. 

FEATURE NUMBER (A) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 1 Building S 33°37'51.00” 

E 25°55'12.02" 

 

 

 

Figure 21 – Detail view of a section (Quadrant A) of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 
surveyed in 1943. The features discussed in the text are marked. Please note that the blue lines shown here represent 

the vertical and horizontal parameters of the four quadrants.  

 

Feature 1 
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7.1.3.2 Quadrant B of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet 

 

The map depicted below depicts Quadrant B of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 

surveyed in 1943. This quadrant represents the north-eastern end of the study area. The following observations can 

be made from the map: 

 

 A building is depicted here forming part of a cluster of five buildings representing an old farmstead on the 

farm Platterug (see Feature 2). The position of this building corresponds to the position of an old farm shed 

identified here during the fieldwork (see Site 21). The building is located on the Remainder of the farm 

Platterug 303.  

 A building is depicted here forming part of a cluster of five buildings representing an old farmstead on the 

farm Platterug (see Feature 3). The position of this building is a short distance south of the farmhouse 

identified during the fieldwork (see Site 22). The building is located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 

303.  

 A building is depicted here forming part of a cluster of five buildings representing an old farmstead on the 

farm Platterug (see Feature 4). The position of this building does not correspond to any buildings identified 

during the fieldwork. The building is located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303.  

 A building is depicted here forming part of a cluster of five buildings representing an old farmstead on the 

farm Platterug (see Feature 5). The position of this building does not correspond to any buildings identified 

during the fieldwork. The building is located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303.  

 A building is depicted here forming part of a cluster of five buildings representing an old farmstead on the 

farm Platterug (see Feature 6). The position of this building does not correspond to any buildings identified 

during the fieldwork. The building is located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303.  

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 7).  

 A hut is depicted here (Feature 8) forming part of a cluster of two huts on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug.  

 A hut is depicted here (Feature 9) forming part of a cluster of two huts on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug.  

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 10).  

 A building is depicted on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 (Feature 11). 

 A building with associated water point is depicted on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 (Feature 12). 

During the fieldwork an old milking shed with associated water reservoir was identified here (see Site 5). 

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 (Feature 13).  

 A hut is depicted here forming part of a cluster of two huts located on Portion 12 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 

307 (Feature 14).  

 A building is depicted here on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 15). The Google Earth overlay has 

revealed that the position of this building on the map is located roughly 27 m from the position of a historic 
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farmhouse identified during the fieldwork (see Site 25). It is therefore evident that these two buildings must 

be the same. 

 A building is depicted here on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 16). The Google Earth overlay has 

revealed that the position of this building on the map is located roughly 35 m from the position of a historic 

barn and milking shed identified during the fieldwork (see Sites 26 and 27). It is therefore evident that these 

two buildings must be the same. 

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 13 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307 (Feature 17).  

 A building is depicted here. The letter ‘W’ appears next to the building which signifies that at the time it was 

a shop (Feature 18). During the fieldwork a building that was used as a shop and a police station was 

identified here (see Site 29). 

 

Table 10- List of features depicted on Quadrant B of the 1943 Topographical Sheet. 

FEATURE NUMBER (B) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 2 Building S 33°38'9.85" 

E 25°56'13.65" 

Feature 3 Building S 33°38'11.23" 

E 25°56'15.57" 

Feature 4 Building S 33°38'12.90"  

E 25°56'14.53" 

Feature 5 Building S 33°38'11.70"  

E 25°56'13.38" 

Feature 6 Building S 33°38'12.13"  

E 25°56'11.89" 

Feature 7 Hut S 33°38'37.69"  

E 25°56'26.99" 

Feature 8 Hut S 33°38'35.19" 

E 25°56'38.03" 

Feature 9 Hut S 33°38'38.16"  

E 25°56'38.91" 

Feature 10 Hut S 33°38'52.95"  

E 25°56'45.75" 

Feature 11 Building S 33°39'5.89"  

E 25°58'6.12" 

Feature 12 Building S 33°39'0.60"  

E 25°58'7.22" 

Feature 13 Hut  S 33°39'2.02"  

E 25°58'17.47" 
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Feature 14 Hut S 33°39'34.57"  

E 25°58'29.33" 

Feature 15 Building  S 33°38'21.81"  

E 25°56'35.47" 

Feature 16 Building S 33°38'20.86"  

E 25°56'32.99" 

Feature 17 Hut S 33°39'23.46"  

E 25°58'4.79" 

Feature 18 Building S 33°38'53.29"  

E 25°59'22.38" 

 

 

Figure 22 – Detail view of a section (Quadrant B) of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 
surveyed in 1943. The features discussed in the text are marked. Please note that the blue lines shown here represent 

the vertical and horizontal parameters of the four quadrants.  

 

Features 2 - 6 Feature 12 Feature 13 

Feature 7 

Features 8 - 9 Feature 10 Feature 11 Feature 17 

Features 15 - 16 

Feature 14 

Feature 18 
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7.1.3.3 Quadrant C of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet 

 

The map depicted below depicts Quadrant C of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 

surveyed in 1943. This quadrant represents the south-western end of the study area. The following observations can 

be made from the map: 

 

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 15 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 19).  

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 16 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 20).  

 A single hut is depicted on Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 21).  

 A single hut is depicted on the Remainder of the farm Zoekamma 302 (Feature 22).  

 A dip with associated water point is depicted on Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 23). 

 A cluster of three buildings is depicted here on Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 24). It is 

evident that these three buildings represent a farmstead on the property known at the time as Ramona. 

During the fieldwork a farmhouse (see Site 8) as well as an associated milking shed (Site 7) were identified 

here. It is evident that two of the three buildings depicted on the map represent the farmhouse and milking 

shed.  

 A single building is depicted here on Portion 9 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 25). It is evident that the 

building represents a farmstead on the property known at the time as Bona Vista. During the fieldwork a 

farmhouse (see Site 10) was identified here. A Google Earth overlay of the coordinates for the farmhouse at 

Site 10 and the historic map shows that they are only 30 m apart. It is therefore evident that the two 

buildings are one and the same.  

 A cluster of three buildings is depicted here on Portion 3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 (Feature 26). It is evident 

that these three buildings represent a farmstead on the property known at the time as Sandwich. During the 

fieldwork a farmhouse (see Site 14) was identified here. It is evident that one of the three buildings depicted 

on the map represents the farmhouse identified in the field.  

 A single building depicted a short distance from the previous cluster of buildings is depicted here on Portion 

3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 (Feature 27).  

 A hut is depicted on Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302 (Feature 28). This is the same locality in which a 

farmhouse was shown on a survey diagram compiled in March 1915. It is also where a local landowner by 

the name of Mr. Karel Lemmer indicated the farmhouse of a Mr. Grassman used to be located. With this as 

background it would appear that at first a farmhouse owned and occupied by Mr. Grassman was located 

here. This farmhouse may then have been provided as accommodation for the farm workers in later years.   

 A hut is depicted on Portion 7 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 29). 

 A hut is depicted on Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 30). 
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 A cluster of three buildings is depicted here on Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 31). It is 

evident that these three buildings represent a farmstead on the property known at the time as Klipvlei. 

During the fieldwork an old farmhouse (see Site 9) was identified here. It is evident that one of the three 

buildings depicted on the map represents the farmhouse identified in the field.  

 A hut is depicted on Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302 (Feature 32). 

 

Table 11- List of features depicted on Quadrant C of the 1943 Topographical Sheet. 

FEATURE NUMBER (B) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 19 Hut S 33°39'38.67" 

E 25°55'48.80" 

Feature 20 Hut S 33°39'49.06" 

E 25°55'18.80" 

Feature 21 Hut S 33°40'11.43" 

E 25°55'07.77" 

Feature 22 Hut S 33°40'06.02"  

E 25°54'45.74" 

Feature 23 Dip S 33°40'11.46"  

E 25°55'33.78" 

Feature 24 Building (x 3) S 33°40'19.48"  

E 25°55'39.38" 

Feature 25 Building S 33°40'11.32"  

E 25°55'53.09" 

Feature 26 Building (x 3) S 33°40'33.07"  

E 25°53'17.24" 

Feature 27 Building S 33°40'36.18"  

E 25°53'14.05" 

Feature 28 Hut S 33°40'38.14"  

E 25°54'18.35" 

Feature 29 Hut S 33°40'41.29"  

E 25°55'04.74" 

Feature 30 Hut  S 33°41'03.03"  

E 25°55'15.65" 

Feature 31 Buildings (x 3) S 33°41'04.94"  

E 25°55'37.47" 

Feature 32 Hut  S 33°41'12.01"  

E 25°53'38.96" 
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Figure 23 – Detail view of a section (Quadrant C) of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 
surveyed in 1943. The features discussed in the text are marked. Please note that the blue lines shown here represent 

the vertical and horizontal parameters of the four quadrants.  

 

7.1.3.4 Quadrant D of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet 

 

The map depicted below depicts Quadrant D of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 

surveyed in 1943. This quadrant represents the south-western end of the study area. The following observations can 

be made from the map: 

 

 A hut is depicted on Portion 13 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307 (Feature 1).  

 A cluster of three buildings is depicted here on Portion 12 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307 (Feature 2). It is 

evident that these three buildings represent a farmstead on the property. During the fieldwork an old horse 

stables (Site 1) was identified here. It is evident that one of the three buildings depicted on the map 

represent the stables that was identified in the field.  

Feature 19 Feature 20 Feature 21 Feature 22 

Feature 23 

Feature 25 

Feature 24 

Feature 29 

Feature 31 

Feature 30 Feature 28 Feature 32 

Feature 27 

Feature 26 
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 A hut is depicted on Portion 20 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 3).  

 A hut is depicted on Portion 9 of the farm Platterug 303 (Feature 4).  

 

Table 12- List of features depicted on Quadrant D of the 1943 Topographical Sheet. 

FEATURE NUMBER (B) DESCRIPTION COORDINATES 

Feature 33 Hut S 33°39'40.35" 

E 25°58'25.70" 

Feature 34 Buildings (x 3) S 33°40'12.21" 

E 25°58'30.06" 

Feature 35 Hut S 33°39'49.06" 

E 25°56'15.75" 

Feature 36 Hut S 33°39'41.74" 

E 25°56'10.57" 

 

 

 

Figure 24 – Detail view of a section (Quadrant D) of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was 
surveyed in 1943. The features discussed in the text are marked. Please note that the blue lines shown here represent 

the vertical and horizontal parameters of the four quadrants.  

Feature 33 

Feature 34 

Feature 35 

Feature 36 
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7.2 Examination of Google Earth Satellite Imagery 

A copy of the locality plan of the study area was overlaid on Google Earth satellite images to compare and verify the 

presence of potential heritage sites, and specifically built structures. Apart from buildings older than 100 years no 

indications of possible archaeological sites were visible, which is probably due to the use of extensive portions of the 

land for agriculture which requires extensive vegetation clearing over the years. This usually disturbs the visibility of 

any above surface archaeological remains. It is also worthwhile to note that the archaeological sites typically 

associated with the landscape within which the study area is situated would be considered as sites of low tangible 

visibility including shell middens, graves without stone dressings and Late Iron Age settlements built of plant 

materials rather than stone. However, this does not mean that such sites do not necessarily exist within the study 

area.  

  

7.3 Previous Archaeological and Heritage Research undertaken within the Study Area 

7.3.1 Previous Studies and Research from within the Study Area  

 

As far as could be established, no known archaeological or heritage research has ever been undertaken within the 

study area. The South African Heritage Resources Information System (SAHRIS) contains no information on previous 

studies and reports with regard to this area.  

 

7.3.2 Previous Studies and Research from the General Vicinity  

 

In terms of the surroundings of the study area, an assessment of the SAHRA APM Report Mapping Project records 

and the SAHRIS online database has shown that a number of previous archaeological studies have been undertaken 

in the general vicinity of the study area. A selection of such previous studies from the general vicinity will be 

provided below. 

 

 Binneman, J. 2010. A Phase 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment of the Greater Coega Industrial 

Development Zone (Idz), Near Port Elizabeth, Nelson Mandela Bay Municipality, Eastern Cape Province. 

 

 Killian, K. & Rump, N. 2015. Final Basic Assessment Report: Wycombevale Farm Vegetation Clearing, 

Alexandria Area, Eastern Province. File no: 483740/3. 

 

 Mtongana, N. 2009. Consultation in Terms of Section 40 of the Mineral and Petroleum Resources 

Development Act of 2002: Sand (General) Mining on the Remainder of Portion 1 of the Farm the Gorah No. 

398. Division of Bathurst, Eastern Cape. File no: 30/5/1/3/3/2/1/0357. 
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 Van Der Ryst, M. & Küsel, S. 2013. Phase 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment Proposed Upgrading of Road 

R72: Section Port Alfred to Keiskamma. Case ID: 4535. 

 

 Van Ryneveld, K. 2008. Phase 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment for the Albany Regional Water Supply 

Scheme, Eastern Cape, South Africa. 

 

 Van Schalkwyk, L. 2008. Heritage Impact Assessment of Four Borrow Pits, Ndlambe and Makana 

Municipalities, Greater Cacadu Region, Eastern Cape. File No. 9/2/003/0001 & 9/2/009/0001. 

 

 Van Schalkwyk, L. 2010. Heritage Impact Assessment for the Proposed Development on the Portions of the 

Farm Nanaga Hoogte 299, Port Elizabeth, Eastern Cape. Case ID: 5880. 

 

 Webley, L. 2003. Phase 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment Addo Elephant National Park: Upgrading of 

Existing Tourist Road Network and Construction of Southern Access Road near Colchester. File no. 

9/2/051/1. 

 

 Webley, L. 2007. Phase 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment on the Construction of 50 km of Loop roads on 

the Farms Addo Heights (209), Lismore (208), Zoutefontein (210), Nieu Jaars Kop (300) and Oliphants Plaat 

(214) within the Southern section of the Addo Elephant National Park, Eastern Cape. File No. 9/2/051/0001. 

 

 Webley, L. 2007. Archaeological and Historical Assessment of the proposed La Repose Resort. File no: 

9/2/005/0001. 

 

A number of Early Stone Age and Middle Stone Age sites are known from the general surroundings of the study area, 

including low density sites containing flakes and flaked cobbles identified in the Addo Elephant National Park (see 

Webley, 2007). A similar site was also identified during the present fieldwork (see Site 15). A Middle Stone Age site is 

known from the farm Bosrijk just north of Alexandria, with Early Stone Age and Middle Stone Age scatters known to 

be located on the banks of the Sundays River (Webley, 2007). Further afield, one of the more significant Early Stone 

Age sites is located at Amanzi, roughly 36 km to the west of the present study area.    

 

The Later Stone Age is also well presented in the general vicinity of the study area, with large numbers of shell 

middens known to be located along the coastline from the Sundays River in the west to Woody Cape in the east. 

Although these sites are not unique to this specific area, their continued preservation within coastal conservation 

areas such as the Woody Cape Nature Reserve and the Alexandria Forest Reserve means that their archaeological 

potential for further research is significant (see for example Van Reyneveld, 2008 & Webley, 2007) These shell 

middens are open-air or sheltered sites which resulted from human occupation and utilisation of the coastline of 

southern Africa and can be dated to between 300 years and 12 000 years ago. While the coastline would certainly 
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have been utilised and occupied before this time, it is only in the Present Interglacial that shell  middens have not 

been covered by rising seas (Deacon & Deacon, 1999). Shell middens are sometimes mistakenly referred to as 

“Strandloper” middens, a deragorary term originating from Dutch colonists who established the Table Bay trading 

post in 1652 to describe the Khoekhoe community living in that vicinity (see Deacon & Deacon, 1999). It is however 

known that the people who formed these groups were scattered and discreet communities that represented a class 

rather than a race and where a collective ethnicity existed, it was due to a similarity in the way of life (Wilson 1989). 

These shell middens were occopied by both hunter–gatherers (San)  and pastoralists (Khoekhoe) with shell middens 

older than 2 000 years usually associated with the former and those from before this relative date with the 

Khoekhoe. See for example Webley (2007).    

 

Later Stone Age shell middens are known from the southern bank of the Sundays River Mouth, in the dunes roughly 

6 km south of the Congoskraal farmstead and from the dune slopes to the south of the farm Springmount (Rudner, 

1968) (Kaplan, 1993). While the Sundays River Mouth is located roughly 4.6 km west of the south-western corner of 

the study area and the Springmount finds roughly 5 km south-east of the south-eastern corner of the study area, the 

Congoskraal site is located roughly 1.2 km south by south-east of the south-eastern corner of the study area. It must 

be noted that the positions of the last two sites are approximations only as they were recorded by an amateur 

archaeologist and never subsequently revisited. See Rudner (1968) for information on these sites. 

 

The association of human burials with shell middens has been noted by a number of authors (see for example 

Binneman, 2010). Binneman (2001 & 2005) indicates that shell middens from the Cape St. Francis area have been 

found as far inland as 5 km from the sea. Webley (2007) also mentions this distance as the extent within which shell 

middens are found. This said, both authors indicate that the majority of shell middens are found in areas closer to 

the sea.   

 

Additional to the Later Stone Age and Early Historic Period, authors such as Webley (2007) also point to the fact that 

many of the place names from the surrounding landscape are derived from the Khoekhoe language including Kaba, 

Coerney, Boknes and Nanaga. These names are enduring reminders of the early presence and settlement of the 

Gonaqua Khoekhoe and Gqunukhwebe in this area. As mentioned elsewhere, although the Gqunukhwebe formed 

part of the Xhosa political and social structure, it had strong links with the Khoekhoe as well (see for example Peires, 

1982). 

 

The next phase in the archaeological history of the study area and surroundings is what is known as the Iron Age. 

While no Early or Middle Iron Age sites are known from this area, the Later Iron Age should be well represented due 

to the long association of the Xhosa with the general surroundings of the study area. However, as indicated by 

Webley (2007), very little information with regard to archaeological sites relating to the Xhosa is known. It can be 

assumed that this is the result of the low visibility of such Nguni settlements which were made primarily from plant 
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materials such as reeds, branches and grass. From historical information it is known that the Gqunukhwebe chief 

known as Chungwa (mistakenly referred to as Conga or Congo) had one of his winter residences a short distance 

south-east of the present study area.   

 

The study conducted by Van Schalkwyk (2010) on Portions of the Farm Nanaga Hoogte 299, represents the closest 

known archaeological and heritage impact assessment study to the present study area. The findings of his report all 

relate to the Historic Period, and include two informal cemeteries, and old farmhouse, two stable complexes as well 

as a section of the old road alignment. These sites are all located directly adjacent to the present study area.  

The study conducted by Anderson (2011) also resulted in the identification of a number of historic sites including a 

historic farmhouse, a small rectangular pit found near the farmhouse as well as a historical shed with two silos. The 

author also raises the possibility of subsurface human remains, ephemeral European campsites and shell middens in 

this general area. 

 

7.3.3 Shell Middens and the Study Area  

 

As shown above, the desktop study has revealed that archaeological shell middens are found in significant numbers 

along the coast between the Sundays River and Cape Padrone. Although they are mostly found in areas close to the 

sea, significant numbers of shell middens were identified at a distance of 5 km from the shoreline (see for example 

Binneman 2001, Binneman 2005 and Webley 2007).  

 

In specific terms, Later Stone Age shell middens are known from the southern bank of the Sundays River Mouth, in 

the dunes roughly 6 km south of the Congoskraal farmstead and from the dune slopes to the south of the farm 

Springmount (Rudner, 1968) (Kaplan, 1993). While the Sundays River Mouth is located roughly 4.6 km west of the 

south-western corner of the study area and the Springmount finds roughly 5 km south-east of the south-eastern 

corner of the study area, the Congoskraal site is located roughly 1.2 km south by south-east of the south-eastern 

corner of the study area. It must be noted that the positions of the last two sites are approximations only as they 

were recorded by an amateur archaeologist and never subsequently revisited. See Rudner (1968) for information on 

these sites. 

 

With this as background it is evident that the possibility exists for shell middens to be located within the study area. 

As a means of differentiating between the higher potential for shell middens to be located in areas closer to the sea 

and the relatively speaking lower potential (though still a potential) of such sites to be located at distances further 

away from the sea (albeit still within the maximum extent of 5 km), the section of land stretching from the sea 

northward into the study area was divided into the following three sensitivity zones.   
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 A Very High Sensitivity Area for the presence of shell middens was defined at distances between 0 and 1.5 

km from the sea. It is assumed that the majority of shell middens from the study area and immediate 

surroundings would be located within this area. The present study area boundaries do not include any of 

these sections. 

 

 A High Sensitivity Area for the presence of shell middens was defined at distances between 1.5 km and 3 km. 

It is assumed that less shell middens would be located in this area when compared with the High Sensitivity 

area, but more than in the Low Sensitivity area. 

 

 A Medium Sensitivity Area for the presence of shell middens was defined at distances between 3 and 5 km. 

It is assumed that less shell middens would be located in this area when compared with the Medium 

Sensitivity area, but more than in the areas of Low Sensitivity further inland. 

 

Three different approaches and measures are required for the three different sensitivity areas. These required 

measures are as follows: 

 

 Very High Sensitivity Areas 

 

No development should be allowed in this area. 

 

 High Sensitivity Areas 

 

Any proposed development footprint in the High Sensitivity Area must also be assessed by a specialist in 

shell midden archaeology coupled by archaeological monitoring conducted by the shell midden specialist 

during construction. 

 

 Medium Sensitivity Areas 

 

 Any proposed development footprint in the Medium Sensitivity Area must also be assessed by a specialist in 

 shell midden archaeology. 

 

The different sensitivity areas are depicted on a sensitivity map of the study area below. 

 

 

 

 



70 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

 

 

Fi
g

u
re

 2
7

 –
 T

h
e 

a
re

a
s 

o
f 

re
la

ti
ve

 s
en

si
ti

vi
ty

 f
or

 t
he

 p
o

te
n

ti
a

l p
re

se
n

ce
 o

f 
sh

el
l m

id
d

en
 s

it
es

.  

 



71 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

7.4 Archival Research in terms of the Study Area 

The findings of the archival research undertaken at the National Archives in Pretoria have been integrated into the 

historic overview and discussion on archival and historic map sections of the report.  Aspects relating to the general 

history of the study area, its early landowners and the age of identified sites such as farmsteads could be determined 

as a result of the archival research. 

However, one archival diagram found in the National Archives has not been discussed elsewhere. This diagram will 

be discussed here as it provides insight into landowners of certain portions of the farms Zoekamma and Platurg in 

1947. 

 

The diagram was found in an archival file from 1947 dealing with proposed fencing of the Alexandria Coastal Reserve 

along sections of the farms Vetmaakvlakte, Zoekamma and Platterug (National Archives, BB, 1945, L3110/302 (47)). 

The archival document indicates that the owners of these coastal farms were dependant on water holes located 

against the sand dunes to the south of the study area. In a letter dated 15 July 1950, the Director of Forestry JJ Kotze 

writes as follows on the matter “…it has undoubtedly been the practice of the farmers to water their cattle in the 

Coastal Reserve for a very long period, probably since these farms were first occupied.”  

 

This historic utilization of water holes along the sand dunes on the southern end of the study area by local farmers 

was mentioned during the meeting with Mr JR du Preez as well. (Du Preez, pers. comm.)  

 

Although the diagram which accompanies this archival file does not depict any potential heritage sites or features 

such as farmhouses, cemeteries or buildings, it does provide valuable information on the landowners of certain 

portions of the farms Platterug and Zoekamma. 

 

By utilizing the diagram it is possible to provide the following information on earlier landowners of portions of the 

farms Zoekamma and Platterug forming part of the present study area.  

 

 Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302 known as Spes Bona was owned by HJ Grassman. 

 Portion 6 of the farm Zoekamma 302 known as Doornrug was owned by WJ Potgieter. 

 Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303 known as Klipvlei was owned by WJ Potgieter. 

 Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 303 known as Ramona was owned by RR Jones. 
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Figure 28 – This archival diagram depicts sections of the south-western end of the study area was compiled in c. 
1947. It shows the names of landowners of portions of the farms Zoekamma and Platterug.  
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7.5 Palaeontological Desktop Study 

PGS Heritage commissioned Dr. Gideon Groenewald to undertake a desktop survey, assessing the palaeontological 

sensitivity of the study area. In preparing a palaeontological desktop study the potential fossiliferous rock units 

(groups, formations etc.) represented within the study area are determined from geological maps. The known fossil 

heritage within each rock unit is inventoried from the published scientific literature and previous palaeontological 

impact studies in the same region. The likely impact of the proposed development on local fossil heritage is 

determined on the basis of the palaeontological sensitivity of the rock units concerned and the nature and scale of 

the development itself, most notably the extent of fresh bedrock excavation envisaged.  

 

The report has found that the study area is underlain by Cretaceous aged Sundays River Formation mudstone, 

Tertiary aged Alexandria Formation calcareous sandstone, conglomerates and coquinite, Tertiary aged Kinkelbos silt 

sand and calc-tufa and Tertiary to Quaternary aged calcareous sandstone and sandy limestone of the Nanaga 

Formation, all belonging to the Algoa Group. The project aims specifically at the exploration of petroleum products 

from deep seated formations of the Uitenhage Group. The project will therefore have an impact on geological 

formations that do not outcrop on site. Mico-fossils associated with deep seated geological formations must 

therefore be included in this impact assessment. 

 

All of the geological formations that underlie the study area, all belonging to the Uitenhage Group and the Algoa 

Group (Johnson et al, 2009) are highly sensitive for Palaeontological Heritage, and include the remains of rich marine 

and estuarine invertebrate fauna, including diverse molluscs, plus corals, bryozoans, brachiopods, echinoids, 

crustaceans, microfossils, sharks’ teeth, trace fossils (including human & other mammal tracks) and land snails. Mico-

fossils are of critical importance in the identification and aging of petroleum bearing rock strata and the information 

gathered during the exploration of boreholes for petroleum research must be recorded and reported as part of the 

project planning. A professional palaeontologist must be appointed to record fossil finds and report these to SAHRA 

as well as to the Eastern Cape Heritage Authority. 

 

The Sundays River, Alexandria and Kinkelbos Formations have very limited outcrops, with small areas affected in the 

most eastern part. These formations will however be penetrated during drilling operations and all fossils, including 

micro-fossils must be recorded during the exploration phase of the project. The nature of the development, namely 

the extraction of petroleum products from a well system, will not have any impact on areas that are not within the 

footprint of the well-fields. For this reason, the Nanaga Formation is the only geological formation that will be 

affected by infrastructure development on the surface. The Nanaga Formation consists mainly of semi consolidated 

calcareous sandstone with aeolian cross-bedding and, unlike the more productive, fossil rich, underlying Alexandria 

Formation, relatively few fossils have been recorded from this Formation. Any fossils recorded from the Formation 

will however provide significant information on the palaeo-environments of the region and must be recorded. 
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The entire study area has a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and the recording of fossils from it will significantly 

improve the interpretation of palaeo-environments from this area. The following recommendations are made: 

 

 The EAP as well as the ECO for this project must be made aware of the fact that the Sundays River Formation 

and the Algoa Group sediments contain significant fossil remains. The Nanaga Formation underlies the larger 

part of the site and will be affected by surface infrastructure development. Exploration drilling will however 

penetrate all the formations of the Uitenhage and Algoa Groups and the recording of micro-fossils during 

exploration drilling will provide highly significant information on the palaeo-environments of this region. 

 The entire site is allocated a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and specifically where deep excavation 

(1.5m and more) is envisaged (following the geotechnical investigation), or where fossils are recorded during 

the geotechnical investigations, or with the recording of micro-fossils during exploration drilling, a qualified 

palaeontologist must be appointed to assess and record fossils at specific footprints of infrastructure 

developments and during drilling phases (Phase 1 and Phase 2 PIA’s). This will also specifically refer to the 

recording of micro-fossils from drilling cores and chips during exploration for petroleum products. 

 These recommendations should form part of the EMP of the project. 

 

 

Figure 29–Depiction of the study area’s palaeontological sensitivity.   
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8. FIELDWORK FINDINGS 

This section deals with the findings of the site visit that was undertaken from Monday, 25 May 2015 to Friday, 29 

May 2015. The heritage sites identified during the site visit represent the only heritage sites identified thus far which 

can be considered as confirmed. This said the list of heritage resources provided here does not represent the full 

heritage inventory of the study area. This will only be achieved once detailed fieldwork in the form of walkthroughs 

of the any proposed development footprint areas are conducted.  

The methodology utilised during the site visit was to first of all meet each individual landowner to obtain information 

regarding known heritage sites within the landowner’s portion of land as well as the general history of the study area 

and surrounding landscape. During the meeting permission was also sought to access the landowner’s property.  

It is important to note that notwithstanding their respective views on the proposed development, the friendly 

assistance provided by the landowners proved invaluable in collecting this database of heritage sites. This is largely 

due to the dense vegetation found across huge sections of the study area as well as the very large extent of the 

study area in general. The landowners are thanked for their assistance in this matter. The table below provides an 

indication of the meetings held with the individual landowners. 

 Table 13- Details of Landowner Meetings 

DATE LANDOWNER NAME RELEVANT PROPERTIES 

25 May 2015 Mr. J.R. du Preez  Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 and Portion 14 of the farm 
Conga’s Kraal 307. 

25 May 2015 Mr. D.R. Steyn Portions 12 and 13 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307. 

26 May 2015 Mr. G. Broadbent Portions 10, 18 and 20 of the farm Platterug 303. 

27 May 2015 Mr. C.P. Lemmer Portions 1, 5, 6 and 13 of the farm Oak Hill 305 and on behalf of his 
son Portions 4, 5, 6, 7 and the Remainder of the farm Zoekamma 
302. 

27 May 2015 Mr. C. van den Berg  Portions 1, 9, 12, 15, 16 and 19 of the farm Platterug 303. 

27 May 2015 Dr. D. Raubenheimer  Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303. 

29 May 2015 Ms. S. Moolman Portion 19 and the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303. 

On 28 May 2015 a telephone discussion was held with Mr. Malcolm Mackenzie, the owner of Portion 12 and the 

Remainder of Portion 13 of the farm Nanaga Hoogte 299 as well as the Remainder of the farm 306.    

This work was augmented by limited walkthroughs in areas where the potential for archaeological sites was deemed 

to be high. Such areas of high potential included the southern end of the study area closest to the beach due to the 
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potential of this area containing shell middens. Other areas of high potential included exposed gravels found along 

river banks. While no sites such as shell middens were identified within the area closest to the beach, an Early Stone 

Age site was identified in proximity to exposed gravels on Portion 13 of the farm Oak Hill 305 (see Site 15). 

For the purposes of this report, twenty-nine heritage sites have been confirmed. They are summarised in the table 

below, after which a detailed description of each heritage site is provided. 

 

Table 14- List of identified heritage sites with coordinates and a short description for each. 

SITE NUMBER COORDINATES DESCRIPTION 

SITE 1 S 33° 40’ 13.2”                    
E 25° 58’ 30.8”  

Old horse stables that was a stopover along an old wagon 
road. 

SITE 2 S 33° 38’ 40.2”                    
E 25° 57’ 52.3” 

Grave of an unknown individual who died when an ox 
wagon ran over him. 

SITE 3 S 33° 38’ 41.4”                    
E 25° 57’ 51.9” 

Possible old wagon road. 

SITE 4 S 33° 38’ 20.2”                    
E 25° 58’ 12.8” 

The position where a stone dagga pipe was exposed 
during surface clearing activities.  

SITE 5 S 33° 39’ 00.2”                    
E 25° 58’ 07.5” 

Old milking shed and water reservoir.   

SITE 6 S 33° 40’ 28.4”                    
E 25° 57’ 01.0” 

A so-called “elephant hole” as an example of these 
features within the landscape. 

SITE 7 S 33° 40’ 20.62”                     
E 25° 55’ 39.76” 

Old milking shed and associated structures. 

SITE 8 S 33° 40’ 21.5”                    
E 25° 55’ 40.9” 

Old farmhouse for the property known at the time as 
Ramona.   

SITE 9 S 33° 41’ 06.8”                    
E 25° 55’ 39.4” 

Old farmhouse for the property known at the time as 
Klipvlei. 

SITE 10 S 33° 40’ 12.4”                     
E 25 ° 55’ 52.7” 

Old farmhouse for the property known at the time as 
Bona Vista. 

SITE 11 S 33° 40’ 14.4”                     
E 25° 55’ 59.0” 

Potgieter family cemetery containing approximately 20 
graves. 

SITE 12 S 33° 40’ 33.8”                     
E 25° 53’ 15.4” 

Grave possibly associated with the South African War. 

SITE 13 S 33° 40’ 34.1”                     
E 25° 53’ 13.5” 

Lemmer family cemetery containing four graves. 
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SITE 14 S 33° 40’ 34.7”                     
E 25° 53’ 19.3” 

Old Farmhouse for the property known at the time as 
Sandwich. 

SITE 15 S 33° 40’ 26.8”                     
E 25° 53’ 27.7” 

Early Stone Age site. 

SITE 16 S 33° 40’ 08.8”                     
E 25° 53’ 06.5” 

Unconfirmed cemetery containing pauper graves.  

SITE 17 S 33° 40’ 28.3”                     
E 25° 54’ 24.1” 

Remains of old farmstead of Grassman on property at the 
time known as Spes Bona. 

SITE 18 S 33° 40’ 12.8”                     
E 25° 54’ 59.3” 

Vogel family cemetery containing three graves. 

SITE 19 S 33° 37’ 08.4”                     
E 25° 55’ 05.0” 

Farm worker cemetery containing approximately 26 
graves. 

SITE 20 S 33° 38’ 08.7”                     
E 25° 56’ 10.5” 

Reed family cemetery containing approximately 18 graves. 

SITE 21 S 33° 38’ 09.4”                     
E 25° 56’ 14.1” 

Old farm shed 

SITE 22 S 33° 38’ 09.9”                     
E 25° 56’15.8 ” 

Old farmhouse   

SITE 23 S 33° 38’ 29.1”                     
E 25° 56’ 05.8” 

Gqunda family cemetery containing 3 graves. 

SITE 24 S 33° 38’ 11.4”                     
E 25° 56’ 18.7” 

Old milking shed 

SITE 25 S 33° 38’ 21.3”                     
E 25° 56’ 35.5” 

Old farmhouse and outbuildings 

SITE 26 S 33° 38’ 19.5”                     
E 25° 56’ 33.5” 

Old stone shed where Voortrekker Karel Landman slept on 
journeys between Port Elizabeth and his farm. 

SITE 27 S 33° 38’ 20.0”                     
E 25° 56’ 33.5” 

Old milking shed 

SITE 28 S 33° 38’ 30.3”                     
E 25° 56’ 28.8” 

Farm worker cemetery containing approximately 20 
graves. 

SITE 29 S 33° 38’ 53.4”                     
E 25° 59’ 23.0” 

Old building utilised as a shop and police station. 
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8.1 SITE 1 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 13.2”  

E 25° 58’ 30.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the remains of an old rectangular gabled stable building which is oriented along the east-west 

axis. According to the landowner of Portion 12 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307 on which the building is located, Mr. 

D.R. Steyn, the building is believed to have been part of an overnight stop along the old wagon route from Port 

Elizabeth to East London. Horses used to pull carriages and coaches along this road would have been replaced or 

rested here. A large White Milkwood Tree (Sideroxylon inerme) is associated with the building. 

 

The building contains two adjacent stables and as an open-ended passageway that runs in front of the stable doors. 

The carriage storage room is located beyond the passage. The passage has an arched entrance both ends (i.e. it 

northern and southern ends) with cement floors. Ceilings, door and window frames are of wood. The roof is pitched, 

with corrugated iron sheets and the sidewalls can be described as triangular gables with segmental pediments. The 

brick laying style is an old English technique known as British Bond, where by the bricks are laid in alternating rows 

end-to-end and then side-to-side.  

 

An old wagon road is depicted on an early survey diagram for the farm Conga’s Kraal that was compiled on 1 

November 1833. Although the stables is not depicted on this diagram, a Google Earth overlay of the position of the 

stables over this early diagram has shown that the two features are no more than 40 m apart and are clearly 

associated. The earliest depiction of the stables on any of the available maps and diagrams is on the First Edition of 

the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. It is therefore clear that the stables was built between 

1833 and 1943, and as a result is between 182 and 72 years old. Based on the association of the building with the old 

wagon road, the building can certainly be classified as older than 100 years. 

 

A farm dwelling is located a short distance west of the stables and although it has significantly been altered over the 

years, it may very well also be older than 60 years. No archaeological artefacts or material could be observed on the 

surface of the site. It is of course possible for such material to be still located in the direct proximity of the site.  

 

Site size: while the building is only 10 m x 4 m in extent, the entire farmstead is roughly 100 m x 50 m in extent 
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Current Protection Status: 

 

In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts older 

than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such archaeological 

sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from the South 

African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic, scientific and emotional significance. A shed has been added to the one end of the 

stables, but other than little major modification to the building has taken place over time.  As a result the site is of Medium 

to High Significance. 

 
 

 

Figure 33–General view of the site showing the northern facade of the stables with its open-ended arched passage 
which leads between the stables and the carriage storage room. The old White Milkwood tree can be seen on the 

right.    
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Figure 34–View of the two entrance doors on the right of the passage providing access to the horse stables. 
 

 

Figure 35–View of the western gable of the building. 
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8.2 SITE 2 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 40.2”  

E 25° 57’ 52.3”  

 

Site Description: 

 

Local oral history relates that a grave of a man accidentally killed by a wagon is located here. The wagon had been 

stuck in the mud and in the process of freeing it the person was killed. According to oral history the old wagon road 

passes a short distance from this spot and that is where the accident occurred (Du Preez, pers. comm.). 

 

No surface evidence for a grave exists and as a result its exact location is presently not known. The current 

landowner Mr Du Preez indicated that many years ago he had chanced upon a small piece of metal trellising similar 

to the type used to demarcate old graves in this area. At the time he had placed the trellising in the nearby White 

Milkwood tree. 

 

The possible grave is located on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 owned by Mr J.R. du Preez. 

 

Site size: as the exact position of the grave is not known, the site extent for the moment must be defined as 

approximately 100 m x 100 m. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Until such time that the presence of grave here has been confirmed or disproved, the site must be viewed as 

containing a grave.  All graves have high levels of emotional, religious and in some cases historical significance. As 

such the site is of Medium to High Significance.  
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Figure 36–View of the tree where the near which the fragment of metal trellising was located by the present farmer. 
According to oral history the grave was located in proximity to this tree.  
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8.3 SITE 3 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 41.4”  

E 25° 57’ 51.9”  

 

Site Description: 

 

According to local oral history the old wagon road between Port Elizabeth and Port Alfred passed through this area 

(Du Preez, pers. comm.). It is also along this section of the old wagon road that the person mentioned in Site 2 was 

killed. The remains of a two track road can still be seen and while its eastern end near the recorded coordinates turn 

back towards the existing gravel road, it seems to extent for some distance parallel to the gravel road to the west of 

the recorded coordinates. The site is located on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 owned by Mr J.R. du Preez. 

 

An overlay was made of the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet and the site position. It has revealed the 

gravel road providing access to the farms throughout the study area made a wider turn in 1943 than what it does 

today. This wider turn of the road is then what can still be seen in the landscape. Although the age of this gravel road 

is not known, it would certainly have existed at the time that the railway line was built in c. 1908.  

 

Site size: the remains of the road extend for approximately 1,000 m along the northern end of the existing gravel 

road. It is roughly 5 m wide. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site is of Low to Medium Significance.  
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Figure 37–View of what is believed to be a section of the old wagon road from Port Elizabeth to Port Alfred. 
 
 

 

Figure 38–View of the inclines on the sides of the old wagon road. The tree in proximity to the position of the possible 
grave at Site 2 can be seen on the left. 



88 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

8.4 SITE 4 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 20.2”  

E 25° 58’ 12.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the location were a stone dagga pipe was found by Mr. J.R. du Preez on Portion 6 of the farm 

Milner Vale 295. Mr Du Preez took the pipe to the Albany Museum in Grahamstown where it was confirmed an 

archaeological artefact (Du Preez, pers. comm.).  

 

Mr. Du Preez indicated the position where the pipe was found. Although the entire surroundings of this find spot 

was covered on foot, not further artefacts could be identified.  

 

Site size: unknown 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts older 

than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such archaeological 

sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from the South 

African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA).  

 

Site Significance: 

 

While the pipe itself is of high archaeological, scientific and historical value, no associated cultural matrix for it could be 

identified. As a result the site where the pipe was discovered is given a Low to Medium Significance. 
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Figure 39–General view of the location where the stone dagga pipe was found by Mr Du Preez. The pipe was 
discovered to the front left of the tree visible in this image. 

 

 

Figure 40–The stone dagga pipe found on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295. Scale in one centimetre increments. 
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8.5 SITE 5 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 39’ 00.2”  

E 25° 58’ 07.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site is comprised of an old rectangular milking shed and a square water reservoir with rectangular trough on its 

western side. These structures are located on Portion 6 of the farm Milner Vale 295 owned by Mr. J.R. du Preez.  

 

The milking shed comprise three main sections namely a calf enclosure (western end of the structure), an open 

milking shed (centre) as well as small storeroom (eastern end). While the calf enclosure and milking shed have a 

slight forward slopping corrugated roof, the storeroom has a pitched corrugated iron roof. All the doors and window 

frames are of wood and the windows on the storeroom are small and rectangular in appearance. The entire 

structure has brick walls which had been plastered and painted. A small section of the actual brickwork was visible 

on the western end of the milking shed and this clearly indicated that the British Bond was used in building at least 

the milking shed.  

 

A water reservoir and trough are associated with the milking shed. The reservoir is square shaped with external 

buttresses for support whereas the drinking trough is rectangular. Both have stone foundations. 

 

The First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943 show a building as well as a water 

point in this locality. It is therefore quite clear that the buildings forming part of the site are for the most part at least 

72 years old. It is of course likely for these buildings to be older than 72 years as well.  

 

This map also indicates another building roughly 70 m to the south of the shed which may have been the farmhouse 

at the time.  

 

Site size: approximately 30 m x 10 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 
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older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance and provides insight into historical farming activities in 

this area. The site is of Medium Significance. 

 

 

 

Figure 41–General view of the site as seen from the north. 
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Figure 42 - The British Bond brick laying style is clearly evident from this image. 

 

 

Figure 43 - The storage room with pitched roof is visible on the right. 
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Figure 44 - The western and southern facades of the building can be seen. The storage room is visible on the left with 
the milking shed on the right.  

 

 

Figure 45 - Water reservoir and drinking trough associated with the milking shed. 
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8.6 SITE 6 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 28.4”  

E 25° 57’ 01.0”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site consists of what is locally referred as an “elephant hole” in that oral history relates that these holes were 

made by elephants in their search for water.  This site is located on portion 14 of the farm Conga’s Kraal 307 owned 

by Mr Du Preez. It is approximately 7 m across, roughly three meters deep with very steep sides that give it a conical 

appearance. While this “elephant hole” was the only one visited during the fieldwork, local landowners such as Mr. 

J.R. du Preez and Dr. D. Raubenheimer refer to more “elephant holes” on their respective properties. The following 

section from the book Historical Incidence of the Larger Land Mammals in the Broader Eastern Cape by C.J. Skead 

(2007:44) may provide some insight into these features: “From Langebos eastwards to the Bushmans River, deep 

circular waterholes occur every now and then along shallow valleys thought to have been the beds of past water-

courses but now blocked from entry to the river or the sea, and well grassed. Local opinion considers these hollows to 

have been old elephant wallows, an opinion based on the numbers of tusks, teeth and bones that have been found at 

the bottom of these vleis. However, in conversation with Professors ED Mountain and HV Eales of the Department of 

Geology, Rhodes University Grahamstown, the author learnt that these hollows always occur over a limestone base 

that subsides, and leaves open surface sinkholes. Elephants and buffaloes doubtless wallowed there and might have 

caused some enlargement in so doing, but the depths of some of the holes and the steepness of the slopes as seen 

today would have been beyond the possibility of this happening by animal action.”  

 

Site size: approximately 7 m in diameter. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Although the National Heritage Resources Act of 1999 includes “geological sites of scientific or cultural importance” 

in its definition of the National Estate, the feature representing this site is not believed to be so unique or of such 

significance that it can be declared as part of the National Estate.  

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site is of Low Significance. 
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Figure 46–General view depicting the depth and steepness of the sides of the “elephant hole”. 
 

 

Figure 47–View from inside the “elephant hole”.  
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8.7 SITE 7 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 20.6”  

E 25° 55’ 39.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old rectangular shed complex located to the north of the farmhouse on a property that used 

to be known as Ramona. The structure includes a meat processing room, milking shed, rooms, storage room, garage 

and reservoir and is located on Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 303 that is owned by Mr Broadbend. 

 

The south-eastern end of the structure has a room of which the walls were built in such a way that ventilation holes 

are created throughout. The room has an external entrance as well as an entrance into the room to the back. All 

doors and windows of this room are of wood.  

 

The building on the north-eastern side of the structure and adjoining the cool room is the only part of the entire 

structure with a pitched corrugated roof. It has a small loft window on the side, possibly for ventilation in the attic 

and two wooden windows as well as a wooden door, with three steps leading to the door. The building also has a 

stone foundation. A door provides access between this room and the adjoining milking shed.  

 

The old milking shed is the largest single component of the entire structure and consists of fourteen stalls. An old 

installed water basin and tap used to wash hands and equipment during the milking process is still visible.  

 

A number of rooms are located to the west of the cool room on the southern side of the structure. These rooms are 

not interlinked and the only access to them is through separate doors. Both rooms have recessed walling. Next to 

the second room but clearly added at a later stage is a storage room and a garage, as a window from the second 

room looks into the storage room. The storage room and garage were also built using different bricks, further 

indicating that they were erected at a later stage. 

 

With the exception of the garage and storage room on the south-western end of the structure, all the walls are of 

bricks laid in the British Bond style.  

 

Site size: approximately 20 m x 6 m 
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Neither this structure nor the associated farmhouse is depicted on a survey diagram compiled in March 1910. 

However, both are shown on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. Based 

on this it would appear that the structure under discussion is between 105 and 72 years old, with an age closer to 

the latter figure more likely.    

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance and provides insight into historical farming activities in 

this area. The site is of Medium Significance. 

 

 

 

Figure 48–The eastern facade of the structure with the meat processing room visible on the left and the pitched 
roofed section shown on the right. The stone foundation on the latter feature is just visible..  
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Figure 49–The northern facade of the  pitched roofed room adjoining the cool room and milking shed. 

 

 

Figure 50–Inside view of the pitched roofed room. 
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Figure 51–The remains of the milking shed component of the structure. 

 

 

Figure 52–The two rooms on the southern end of the shed complex next to the cool room. 
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8.8 SITE 8 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 21.5”  

E 25° 55’ 40.9”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the remains of the farmhouse on the property historically known as Ramona and presently 

described as Portion 18 of the farm Platterug 303 that is owned by Mr Broadbend. It consists of a farmhouse and 

shed. 

 

The farmhouse is rectangular in shape with a hipped corrugated iron roof. It has a gabled wing on its south-western 

end and is built on a stone foundation. Although more modern steel framed windows are also present on the later 

additions of the house, the original components of the building all still have wooden sash windows.  

 

At its core the building has a large rectangular living room surrounding which a number of rooms are found. 

Bedrooms are located on the western and northern ends, with a bathroom located on the western end of the 

building which is accessed by way of a short passage. The kitchen is located on the north-western side and has a 

pantry to its east. It is evident from the shape of the dwelling that the bathroom, kitchen and pantry were all added 

at a later stage. A closed-off veranda is located on the eastern and southern ends of the dwelling. Originally the 

veranda was “L” shaped, spanning the entire front section of the house and the living room extent on the southern 

side of the house, where it joined the larger bedroom. It had a corner entrance on the south-eastern corner of the 

house; the curved step and columns are still evident. The veranda was however later enclosed, and the entrance was 

moved to the east, with the veranda area divided into three rooms. The columns and small veranda wall are 

however still visible in the enclosed design, so too is the original small diamond shaped window placed in the closed 

wall at the end of the closed-off veranda on the northern side. A second partially enclosed veranda leads off the 

kitchen and pantry on the northern side of the house.  

 

The entire house has wooden floors, large wooden skirting boards and ceilings and architectural details such as the 

old light fittings and switches are still evident. The doorframes are also wooden, but only the sash windows of the 

living room remain.  Other than the sash windows and the wooden windows on the veranda, all the other windows 

have steel frames and art deco burglar proofing. An old built-in cool box is still located on the veranda at its entrance 

to the larger bedroom.  
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The dwelling’s reservoir is located at the front of the house on the northern corner and also has a stone foundation. 

 

The house is plastered with a course plaster finish that is made by adding small pieces of gravel to cement that is 

smeared over the brick walls. The window and doorframes are finished with a decorative technique known as 

pargeting or moulding.  

 

A rectangular shed which is linked to the house with an adjoining wall, is located on its south-western end. The 

entrance to the shed is on its western side and it has one large rectangular room with four smaller rooms leading 

from it to the south. The four smaller rooms are equal in size. All the doorframes, windows and doors are of wood 

and the brick walls of the building were erected in the British Bond style.  

 

The dwelling is not depicted on a survey diagram compiled in March 1910. However, it is shown on the First Edition 

of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. Based on this it would appear that the building under 

discussion is between 105 and 72 years old.  

 

Site size: approximately 30 m x 30 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance. Although sections have been modified over the years, 

the remainder of the original dwelling has remained largely preserved.  Even though the building is currently uninhabited, 

its condition is fair. The site is of Medium Significance. 
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Figure 53 - Southern facade of the house showing the gabled wing and hipped roof. A modern addition in the form of a brick 
pizza oven and chimney can be seen on the right. 

 

 

Figure 54–General view of the northern side of the house, showing the partially closed veranda leading off the 
kitchen. It is clear from this image that the kitchen on the right forms part of a more recent addition to the house. 
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Figure 55 - Back of house showing the adjoining shed on its south-western end. 

 

 

Figure 56–Closer view of the shed on the south-western end of the house. 
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Figure 57–The eastern facade of the house with the veranda now enclosed. 

 

 

Figure 58–View of the central living room. Note the wooden floors, skirting boards and ceilings.  
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Figure 59–The larger bedroom on the western side of the house. The wooden floors, skirting boards and ceiling are evident. 

 

 

Figure 60–View of decorative plastering influences evident on the outside walls of the homestead. 
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8.9 SITE 9 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 41’ 06.8”  

E 25° 55’ 39.4” 

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old rectangular shaped farmstead on Portion 10 of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Mr 

Broadbend. The building was the original farmhouse for a portion of the farm known in historic times as Klipvlei. The 

homestead consists of four rooms and a partially enclosed veranda. It has a corrugated iron roof sloping towards the 

south. The window and doorframes are wooden. The foundation of the house is of stone and extends past the walls 

of the home, a building method used to strengthen the walls and foundation. 

 

The layout of the house is such that three rooms are located on its northern side, with a fourth room situated on the 

building’s south-western end and the remainder of the southern and south-eastern space made up by a veranda.  

Each of the three northern rooms has a separate external access door to the north. The room on the north-eastern 

side has a window on its eastern end and a second access door to the south onto the veranda. The middle room on 

the northern end of the house has a window on the southern side overlooking the veranda. The room on the north-

western side has no windows with the only opening being the door to the north. The fourth room on the south-

western side has a door on its eastern end leading onto the veranda. This room appears to have been what was 

colloquially referred to as a stoepkamer (veranda room), as it normally represented a second phase alteration of the 

original building by enclosing a section of the veranda to create an additional room and was the result of an 

increasing need in space as a result of the growth of a family. It has two windows, one to the west and one on its 

southern side. These stoepkamers were usually used as sleeping quarters by the boys and young men of the 

household. The veranda is closed off on its eastern side and has one step at the entrance onto the veranda.  

 

The remnants of an old windmill are located on the western side of the house. The house has not been maintained 

and based on the fact that trees are shrubs are growing from all ends of it, the building has not been occupied for a 

very long time.  

 

The dwelling is not depicted on a survey diagram compiled in March 1910. However, it is shown on the First Edition 

of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. Based on this it would appear that the building under 

discussion is between 105 and 72 years old.  
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Site size: Approximately 10m x 10m. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site represents another example of early 20th century farm architecture in the coastal area of the Southern Cape. 

Although it is in a poor condition, the building still possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance. It is of 

Medium Significance. 

 

 

Figure 61–View of the southern and eastern facades of the old farmhouse at Klipvlei. 



108 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

8.10 SITE 10 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 12.4”  

E 25° 55’ 52.7”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site is comprised of an old farmhouse located on Portion 9 of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Mr C. van Den 

Berg. The building was the original farmhouse for a portion of the farm known since historic times as Bona Vista. It is 

a square building with a hipped corrugated iron roof and has a calcrete stone foundation.  

 

The house has been modified over the years with a section added to the rear or southern side of the house. The 

veranda was also enclosed and the original sash windows replaced. The wooden floors were replaced with tiles and 

the old milk room of the homestead has been converted into a scullery. A large bathroom is located at the rear of 

the home and access to it was via the back veranda, which has now been enclosed. 

 

The wooden ceilings were retained as well as the original coal stove. The framed door and windows is indicative of 

an earlier (possible Edwardian) influence in architectural design, making use of a decorative plastering technique 

known a pargeting and moulding, with the simpler version of theses designs adopted by the English Settler 

architecture of the Eastern Cape.  

 

 The original outhouse or privy is still visible and is located behind the house on its southern side.  

 

The eastern and southern ends of the farmhouse is enclosed by a lane of old trees, with even older trees located a 

short distance to the east. 

 

According to Mr Van den Berg, this house is mentioned from the beginning of the 20th century in the old police 

records that used to be stored in the old shop and police station at Site 29 (Van den Berg, pers. comm.). 

 

The earliest depiction of the building which could be found was on a survey diagram compiled in March 1910. This 

indicates that the original core of the building is at least 105 years old. 

 

Site size: approximately 30 m x 15 m 
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Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

Although the site has been significantly altered over the years, it still contains considerable sections of the original fabric of 

the building. The house has high levels of historic and emotional significance and provides insight into the early 20th century 

occupation and utilisation of these farms located along the coast. The site is of Medium Significance. 

 

 

 

Figure 62–The northern facade of the dwelling. 
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8.11 SITE 11 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 14.4”  

E 25° 55’ 59.0”  

 

Site Description: 

 
A cemetery consisting of approximately 20 graves is located here. It is situated on Portion 9 of the farm Platterug 

303 owned by Mr C van den Berg and is located approximately 190 m south-east of the farmhouse at Site 10. 

According to oral history, members of the Potgieter family are buried in this cemetery (Lemmer, pers. comm.) (Van 

den Berg, pers. comm.). Mr Carel Lemmer, the owner of certain portions of the farm Oak Hill and who has been 

living in this general area for the past 70 years, indicates that over the years he has personally attended the funerals 

of two members of the Potgieter family at this cemetery.  

 

The cemetery is fenced with bonox wire, approximately 20 m x 10 m in extent and is densely overgrown. The 

landowner Mr Van Den Berg was most helpful and instructed a staff member to clear the vegetation from the site to 

allow for better assessment and identification. Once this was done it was possible to establish that at least five of the 

graves are covered by joined brick and mortar enclosed dressings with the remainder comprising rudimentary stone 

heaps. An interesting observation to be made from the orientation of the joined grave dressings is that they are 

aligned to the north-south axis and not along the east-west axis as is the usual practice. 

 

The five joined graves share inner brick and cement walls and have the same rudimentary headstone consisting of a 

pyramid of bricks covered in cement. Each of these joined grave dressings is roughly 180 cm long and 340 cm wide, 

and although this is unusually large for adult grave dressings, the dressings are not large enough to be for double 

graves. No names or dates of life are indicated on any of these dressings. 

 

A number of shells were observed on and in proximity to the graves. It appears that these shells were placed on the 

graves by family members. 

 

Site size: Approximately 20 m x 10 m. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 
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Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of 

Medium to High Significance. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 63–View of three of the joined graves at the cemetery. 
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Figure 64–View from the south of the joined graves. 

 

 

Figure 65–Close-up of the pyramid shaped headstones forming part of the joined grave dressings. 
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8.12 SITE 12 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 33.8”  

E 25° 53’ 15.4”  

 

Site Description: 

 
According to oral history a grave associated with the South African War is located here (Lemmer, pers. comm.). The 

grave is located on Portion 3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 which is owned by Mr Lemmer.  

 

The grave is located on the edge of the ravine roughly 100 m north-west of the Mr Lemmer’s homestead. No surface 

evidence for a grave is located here and its location is only known as a result of oral history which had been passed 

down through the generations.   

 

Site size: approximately 50 m x 30 m due to the fact that the exact location of the grave is not known. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Until such time that the presence of grave here has been confirmed or disproved, the site must be viewed as 

containing a grave.  All graves have high levels of emotional, religious and in some cases historical significance. As 

such the site is of Medium to High Significance.  
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Figure 66–General view of the site of the unmarked grave believed to be associated with the South African War.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



115 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

8.13 SITE 13 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 34.1”  

E 25° 53’ 13.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 
The site is comprised of a cemetery containing four graves of the Lemmer family. The cemetery is located on Portion 

3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 which is owned by Mr Lemmer. It is located roughly 150 m to the north-west of Mr 

Lemmer’s homestead. All the graves are orientated along the east-west axis, with their headstones on the western 

end.  

 

The cemetery is enclosed with a wooden pole fence, approximately 10 m x 5 m in extent and is well maintained. The 

buried individuals include the parents and in-laws of the current landowner Mr Lemmer’s.   

 

All the graves have granite headstones of which three the headstones represent the grave dressings as a whole. One 

grave has an upright granite dressing with a rectangular granite lined dressing which had been filled with gravel. 

 

Site size: Approximately 10 m x 5 m. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of 

Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 67–General view of the cemetery. 

 

      

      

Figure 68–Close-up views of the four headstones from the cemetery. . 
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8.14 SITE 14 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 34.7”  

E 25° 53’ 19.3”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old farmhouse located on Portion 3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 which is owned by Mr Lemmer. 

The original farmhouse is rectangular in shape with a corrugated hipped roof and a wrap-around veranda. Evidence 

for the original wrap-around veranda was found in the presence of columns in the exterior walls all around the 

house. It is therefore evident that the original wrap-around veranda was enclosed with only a small section on the 

northern end of the building unclosed. The original wooden floors and ceilings are still intact with some of the 

interior walls of wood as well. While several sash windows remain, the majority have been replaced over the years 

with metal window frames. 

 

The earliest definite depiction of a building here was found to be on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical 

Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. However, the ruin of a building is depicted here on an early survey diagram 

compiled in December 1889. With no evidence for an old ruin in proximity to the Lemmer farmstead, it is possible 

for the present farmhouse to have been erected on the same foundation of the 1889 ruin. However, this can of 

course not be said for certain. What is certain is that the building is at least 72 years old and quite likely older as well. 

The presence of a ruin in proximity to the farmstead as early as 1889 indicates that an archaeological midden may be 

located here. While no archaeological midden material was observed in proximity to the farmstead, reasonably old 

material was observed between the farmhouse and ravine.   

 

Site size: approximately 150 m x 150 m to allow for the inclusion of possible archaeological midden material. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

It would appear that the modified components of the farmhouse are older than 60 years and thus falls under the 

protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999. The original core of the home would 

in all likelihood fall under Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) which states that man-

made features and artefacts older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act 

also states that such archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a 

suitable permit from the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 
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Site Significance: 

 

It is possible for this farmhouse to be one of the oldest farm dwellings identified anywhere within the study area. As a result 

the site possesses high levels of historic, emotional and scientific significance. The house has however been modified. As a 

result the site is of Medium Significance. 

 

 

 

Figure 69–These two images depict the northern and western facades of the dwelling. The columns from the original wrap-
around veranda can be seen on both images.   
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8.15 SITE 15 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 26.8”  

E 25° 53’ 27.7”  

 

Site Description: 

 

A low density Early Stone Age / Middle Stone Age site was identified on Portion 3 of the farm Oak Hill 305 owned by 

Mr Lemmer. The site is located roughly 330 m north-east of the farmhouse at Site 14. 

 

The stone tools were identified against the steep slope of the ravine below Mr Lemmer’s farmstead, and especially 

so in close proximity to the farm’s access road which at the time of its construction had exposed gravels. No in situ 

lithics were observed in these exposed profiles, and the density of the surface material found in surface areas in 

proximity to the access road was only roughly seven lithics for every 10 m x 10 m grid. The lithics were for the most 

part undiagnostic and comprised flaked cobbles and some flakes. An ESA hand-axe was however identified. 

 

In appearance and general characteristics, this site seems similar to the ESA / MSA sites identified during various 

archaeological impact assessments in the Addo Elephant National Park during 2003 and 2007. These sites were 

mostly identified within the top 30 cm and in the top red gravels of the Kinkelbos Formation (Webley, 2007). The 

same seems true for the site under discussion as well.  

 

Site size: approximately 50 m x 50 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts older 

than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such archaeological 

sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from the South 

African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA).  

 

Site Significance: 

 

Due to the low density of lithics found at the site, it is deemed to be of Low Significance. 
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Figure 70 - Examples of some of the lithics observed on the surface of the site.Scale is in one centimeter increments. 

 

 

Figure 71 - These gravel beds were exposed during the construction of the farm access road. No in situ lithics were identified 
in these profiles. 
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8.16 SITE 16 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 08.8”  

E 25° 53’ 06.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 
According to Mr Lemmer a cemetery is located on Portion 1 of the farm Oak Hill 305. The cemetery is located near 

the southern bank of the northern ravine crossing through these properties. According to Mr Lemmer the cemetery 

is the result of the burial by a local funeral undertaker of significant numbers of pauper graves. These graves are 

apparently not marked in any way on the surface and as a result the site was not visited in the field and no 

photographs were taken. The approximate position of the graves was indicated by Mr Lemmer from his farmstead 

some distance to the south.  

 

Site size: Due to the unknown extent of the site an approximation area of 300 m x 150 m is estimated. 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site has a 

Medium to High Significance. 
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8.17 SITE 17 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 28.3”  

E 25° 54’ 24.1”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The poorly preserved remains of a farmstead is located on Portion 4 of the farm Zoekamma 302 owned by Mr G. 

Lemmer. According to Mr CL Lemmer, the farmstead was occupied by a ‘Mr Grasman’. During the archival research a 

diagram was located which indicates that in 1947 this property was owned by a HJ Grossman. A farmhouse is also 

depicted on a survey diagram compiled in March 1915. It is therefore evident that the original farmhouse would 

have been at least 100 years old. 

 

Apart from two reservoirs, very little of the farmstead still remains. With the house being at least 100 years old, it is 

possible for archaeological middens to have been associated with the building. No evidence for such middens was 

found although the dense vegetation covering the site may have attributed to this finding.  

 

Site size: approximately 75 m x 75 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

Although no evidence for the original farmhouse could be found, the potential for archaeological middens to be located on 

the site remains. As a result the site has a Low to Medium Significance. 
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Figure 72- General view at the site. 

 

 

Figure 73 - One of the water reservoirs visible at the site. 
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8.18 SITE 18 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 40’ 12.8”  

E 25° 54’ 59.3”  

 

Site Description: 

 
A cemetery comprising three graves is located on the Remainder of the farm Zoekamma owned by Mr G Lemmer. 

The site is densely overgrown and was pointed out by Mr CL Lemmer. According to oral history the three graves 

located here are all members of the Vogel family (father, mother and child) who all contracted the Spanish Flu in 

1918 and passes away within days of each other (Lemmer, pers. comm.). The two adult graves from the cemetery 

have stone mounds for dressings with only one upright stone as a headstone on the western ends. The third grave is 

evidently that of a child and consists of two levels of bricks packed in the shape of a grave for its grave dressing. The 

graves are not fenced or maintained. 

 

During the desktop study research for the present study, information was obtained on a genealogical website 

(www.geni.com) which appears to identify the two adults buried in this cemetery. It would therefore appear that the 

father was Theunis Jacobus Theodorus Vogel, born in 1875 and died at Zoekamma on 17 November 1918 (aged 43) 

and his wife Paterson Isabella Jacoba Wilhelmina Vogel (nee Scheepers) born 1895 and died at Zoekamma on 19 

November 1918 (aged 23). The child’s name is at this stage still unknown. 

 

Site size: approximately 8 m x 5 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of 

Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 74 – General view of a section of the cemetery. The overgrown condition of the cemetery can clearly be seen.  

 

 

Figure 75 – This brick dressing is located on the grave of a child. 
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8.19 SITE 19 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 37’ 08.4”  

E 25° 55’ 05.0”  

 

Site Description: 

 
A cemetery containing approximately 26 graves is located on the Remainder of Portion 3 of the farm Nanaga Hoogte 

299 which is owned by Mr M Mackenzie. The cemetery is not fenced and only certain graves are well maintained. 

Due to the dense vegetation surrounding the graves there may be more graves. The oldest visible grave dates to 

1976. It is evident that the cemetery is used as a place of burial by the farm workers and their families living and 

working on the property.  

 

The graves observed in the cemetery are grouped according to families. Five of the graves can be associated with the 

Mpendu family, two with the Mtati family, six of the graves with the Magwadi family, eight with the Hesha family, 

two with the Menemene family. The remainder of the visible graves do not have any names appearing on them. 

Most of the graves have metal plaques as headstones with only one containing a granite headstone. Six of the graves 

observed here had inscribed concrete crosses as headstones. Many of the remaining graves have upright stone for 

headstones. The dressings on all the graves are sand mounds. While some of the grave dressings are orientated 

along the east-west axis, others are orientated along north-south axis. 

 

Site size: approximately 50 m x 50 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of 

Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 76 – General view of the cemetery. 

 

 

Figure 77 – Another view showing the dense vegetation surrounding the graves. 
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Figure 78 – The graves of the Mpendu family are shown in this image. 

 

 

Figure 79 – The graves of the Mtati family are shown in this image. 



129 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

 

Figure 80 – Close-up view of the metal plaque on the grave of Nosipho Magwadi.  

 

 

Figure 81 – Close-up view of the metal plaque on the grave of Blackie Menemene.  
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8.20 SITE 20 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 08.7”  

E 25° 56’ 10.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 
A cemetery comprising approximately 18 graves is located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303, owned by 

Ms S Moolman. The cemetery is for the most part overgrown by dense vegetation. As a result it is reasonably certain 

that not all the graves from the cemetery were counted. The only inscribed graves at the cemetery are those of the 

Reed Family. According to Mr CL Lemmer, his grandmother is also buried in this cemetery. The remainder of the 

graves do not have names on them.  

 

Various different grave dressings were identified here, including soil mounds with just a stone or metal pin to 

indicate the presence of graves, stone packed mounds, a fenced stone packed mound, double and single cement 

lined graves with cement headstones that are not inscribed, joined brick and cement grave dressings each with a 

small granite headstone inscribed with the names Ruby, Stanley and Jimmy and another inscription providing the 

surname Reed as well as a brick and cement dressing on a double grave with a large upright granite headstone. This 

latter headstone indicates that James Joseph Reed and his wife Judith Elizabeth Basson are buried here.  

 

From desktop study work it is clear that James Joseph Reed was born in Port Elizabeth on 26 May 1870, the great-

grandson of 1820 Settler William Reed (www.1820settlers.com). It is not presently known exactly when he married 

his wife Judith Elizabeth Basson nor is it exactly certain when the couple moved to the farm Platterug.  

 

The desktop study work on the same website has indicated that the following individuals are also buried in the 

cemetery: 

 

 Judith Elaine Reed (born Copeman) (May 1937 – April 1970), the wife of Michael Anthony Reed, the 

grandson of James Joseph and Judith Elizabeth Reed. Her grave could not be identified.  

 James Elliot Reed (September 1935 – 6 April 1938), another grandson of James Joseph and Judith Elizabeth 

Reed. It is possible that the child grave marked “Jimmy” referred to above may be the grave of James Elliot 

Reed.    

 

Site size: approximately 30 m x 30 m 
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Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of 

Medium to High Significance. 

 

 

 

Figure 82 – General view of the cemetery. The dense vegetation covering sections of the cemetery can be seen. 
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Figure 83 – One of the cement headstones from the cemetery containing no inscriptions.   

 

 

Figure 84 – Further examples of grave dressing types found at the site. No inscriptions were found on these graves as well.   
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Figure 85 – The joined grave dressings for three children of the Reed family. 

 

 

Figure 86 – The granite headstone on the double graves of James Jospeh and Judith Elizabeth Reed.  
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8.21 SITE 21 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 09.4”  

E 25° 56’ 14.1”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old farm shed located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303, owned by Ms S Moolman. 

 

The shed has a stone foundation with mud brick walls which had been laid in the British Bond style. It has a 

corrugated pitched roof with a rectangular wood-covered window in the loft area at the back for ventilation and 

access to the attic. It has a double door entrance. 

 

The building is depicted on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. As a 

result it is at least 72 years old and quite likely much older than this date. 

 

Site size: approximately 6 m x 8 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance, but is in a reasonably poor condition. The site is 

deemed to be of Medium Significance. 
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Figure 87 – The eastern and northern facades of the shed. 

 

 

Figure 88 – The southern facade of the shed showing the exposed mud brick section. 
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8.22 SITE 22 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 09.9”  

E 25° 56’ 15.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the old farmhouse on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Ms S Moolman. The 

house is rectangular in shape with a pitched corrugated roof. Although sections of the house such as the columns on 

its veranda and an old reservoir located adjacent to the building indicate that an older farmhouse once stood here, 

this original building has been significantly modified over the years with very little of the original house still 

remaining today.  

 

The house is depicted on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943 and as a 

result its original components are at least 72 years old. The current landowner Ms S Moolman also mentioned that 

she was informed that the house was ninety years old. 

 

The proximal location of the Reed family cemetery (Site 20) to this farmhouse suggests that at least some members 

of the Reed family used to live here.  

 

Site size: approximately 20 m x 15 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses high levels of historic and emotional significance, but has been modified to such an extent that very little 

of the original building is visible. As a result the site is of Low to Medium Significance. 
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Figure 89 – The modified homestead on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303. 
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8.23 SITE 23 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 29.1”  

E 25° 56’ 05.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site is comprised of a cemetery consisting of three graves belonging to the Gqunda family. The cemetery is 

located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Ms S Moolman.  

 

According to Mr Elvis Joni (pers. comm.) who indicated the position of the cemetery to the fieldwork team, the three 

graves located at this cemetery belong to the Gqunda family and are that of a grandfather, father and sister of Mr 

Xolisile Gqunda, who works on a neighbouring property.  

 

Although all three graves have metal plaques on their western ends, these plaques do not contain any readable 

inscriptions anymore. The remainder of the grave dressings comprise oval gravel mounds.  All the graves are 

orientated along the east-west axis. The cemetery had been planted with flowering bushes.  

 

Site size: aproximately 8 m x 4 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of a 

Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 90 – General view of the cemetery at Site 23. The graves are located behind the flowering bushes visible in this 
photograph.  
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8.24 SITE 24 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 11.4”  

E 25° 56’ 18.7”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the remains of an old milking shed located on the Remainder of the farm Platterug owned by Ms. 

S Moolman.   

 

The milking shed building has recently undergone its third phase of renovations, thus very little of the original shed 

still remains. The only tangible elements of the original building that could be seen include brick wall sections on the 

original building’s southern end as well as an old reservoir located next to the shed. . 

 

Site size: approximately 15 m x 10 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

Very little of the original shed remains today. As a result the site is of Low Significance. 
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Figure 91 – Eastern view of the old milking shed at Site 24. 
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8.25 SITE 25 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 21.3”  

E 25° 56’ 35.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old homestead located on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Dr D Raubenheimer.  

The house comprises a double-gabled structure with a gutter in-between. A veranda is located on the southern, 

western and partial northern ends of the dwelling. Originally this veranda appears to have wrapped around the 

entire core, but at some point in the building’s history its eastern veranda was closed to create additional space in 

the form of a long rectangular flat-roofed structure which is certainly subdivided into different rooms.  

 

The building has stone foundations with brick walls. Exposed brickwork sections have revealed the use of British 

Bond in the bricklaying process. Many of the windows are wooden sash windows. Although the inside of the building 

could not be accessed due to the presence of a number of bee hives, it would appear that the interior has wooden 

ceilings. The windows, doors and corners of the original core of the building are framed by a decorative plastering 

technique called quoining. However, in this case the quoining was not created through the construction process 

itself but rather represent concrete moulds made purely for decorative purposes.  

 

The veranda wall also has decorative design, slightly arched and finished with a decorative moulding. The stairs 

leading onto the veranda on the western and southern sides are curved and the southern stairs have a decorative 

concrete banisters and a metal gate at the top of the stairs. The remains of a demarcated garden path leading to the 

western stairs in the shape of a “T” were also found.   

 

More recent additions to the house can be found in a small room at the back of the house on its north-eastern side 

and another room on the northern side. This latter room can be described as a stoepkamer. These additions were 

added much later and have none of the decorative plastering of the older sections of the house.  

 

An old circular reservoir is located on the south-western end of the house and a rondavel on its north-western end. 

A number of very old trees are located in the general vicinity of the farmhouse. A pigsty and privy of unknown age 

are located at the back of the house.  
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With this as background it seems likely that a single rectangular gabled structure was built first. When the need for 

additional space increased, a second adjoining gabled structure was added. The wrap around veranda was in all 

likelihood added at the same time that the second adjoining gabled structure was built. The third phase 

development of the building was the closing off of its eastern end to create additional space. The addition of two 

rooms on the north-eastern side of the building represents the fourth and last phase in the development history of 

the building.  

  

According to Dr Raubenheimer the house was the home of Mr Basil Reed (Raubenheimer, pers. comm.). According 

to information obtained from the internet, Mr Basil Arnold Reed (15 December 1906 – 2 July 1989) was the son of 

James Joseph Reed who lies buried in the cemetery at Site 22 (www.1820settlers.com). Based on this information it 

is clear that although Mr Basil Reed lived in the farmhouse and may have made at least some of the changes in its 

history as outlined above, he was not its original builder or occupant. With the house in all likelihood built during the 

latter stages of the 19th century, it is possible that his parents, namely James Joseph and Judith Elizabeth Reed, built 

the house before moving to the farmhouse at Site 22.  

 

Site size: approximately 130 m x 80 m to allow for the inclusion of the old trees  

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The house under discussion is in all likelihood the oldest dwelling identified within the study area. As a result it possesses 

high levels of historic, scientific, architectural and emotional significance. It is in a reasonable condition and contains rare 

architectural features such as the double gabled core and the extensive use of quioning.  

 

The site is of a Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 92 – The western facade of the homestead at Site 25. 

 

 

Figure 93 – The southern facade of the homestead, with the double gabled core clearly visible. The second phase closure of 
the wrap around veranda to create additional space can be seen on the right.  



145 

 

 

PGS Heritage 

 

Figure 94 – The northern facade of the homestead, with the fourth phase stoepkamer visible on the left and the rondavel on 
the right.  

 

 

Figure 95 – This photograph shows quoining on the original house (left) and the simpler moulding on the second phase 
addition visible in the back. 
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Figure 96 – Arched veranda walls and curved decorative steps on the southern side of the house. 

 

 

Figure 97 – Examples of the old massive trees found in proximity to the farmhouse. 
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8.26 SITE 26 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 19.5”  

E 25° 56’ 33.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises a stone shed located on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Dr D Raubenheimer. The 

shed is located approximately 65 meters north-west of the homestead discussed in Site 25. The stone shed is square 

in shape and has a pitched corrugated roof. The door is located on the shed’s eastern side and it has a wooden 

doorframe. The shed has a window on the northern side, which is boxed up. The shed is constructed from local stone 

and sand. A structured overhang on the northern side of the stone shed was added at a much later date. 

 

According to local oral history, Voortrekkerl leader Karel Landman slept in this shed on a number of occasions en 

route per ox wagon from Port Elizabeth to his farm Melkhoutboom (Raubenheimer, pers. comm.). During the Great 

Trek, Kommandant  Karel Landman was the second in command at the Battle of Blood River. A monument to 

memorialise his life was erected near Alexandria in 1939.   

 

Site size: approximately 5 m x 5 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts older 

than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such archaeological 

sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from the South 

African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

Oral history associates the site with a historic figure from the Great Trek. If this association is correct, the shed would date 

to the period before 1837. This would make it the oldest building identified anywhere in the study area. As a result the site 

has a High Significance. 
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Figure 98 – General view of the western and southern facades of the old stone shed at Site 26. 

 

 

Figure 99 – The southern facade of the old stone shed.  
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8.27 SITE 27 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 20.0”  

E 25° 56’ 33.5”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises an old milking shed located on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 303 owned by Dr D Raubenheimer. 

The milking shed is located approximately 60 m from the homestead discussed in Site 25.  

 

The milking shed is rectangular structure with a pitched corrugated roof. Roughly along the middle of the eastern 

end of the roof, its gradient becomes less steep. As a result the shed wall on the eastern side of the structure is 

higher than on its western side. The change in roof gradient allows for a structured overhang on the eastern side of 

the shed. The ends of the structured overhang were closed off at a later stage. The milking shed is attached to the 

old stone shed at Site 26 and utilises the stone shed’s southern wall to form the adjoining wall.  

 

The milking shed has rough walls, a wooden “A” frame at it entrance on its southern side with an attic window for 

ventilation. It has large double doors on the southern side; they are however not from the time period of the original 

shed. There are two small windows on the western side. 

 

Site size: approximately 8 m x 5 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 

older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

 

Site Significance: 

 

The site possesses reasonable levels of historic and emotional significance, but is only in a fair condition.  As a result the site 

is of Medium Significance. 
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Figure 100 – Old milking shed at Site 27. 

 

 

Figure 101 – View of a section of the shed’s southern facade. 
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8.28 SITE 28 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 30.3”  

E 25° 56’ 28.8”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site is comprised of a cemetery  consisting of approximately 20 graves located on Portion 3 of the farm Platterug 

303 owned by Dr D Raubenheimer. The cemetery is located approximately 240 m south-west of the homestead 

discussed in Site 25.  

 

The site was pointed out to the fieldwork team by Mr Xolisile Gqunda, who is employed on the property.  The 

cemetery is located in a densely overgrown grazing camp. Of the roughly 20 graves that Mr Gqunda believes are 

located here, only two were clearly visible at the time of the fieldwork. These included a graves dressing consisting 

of a metal plague only as well as one with a stone concentration. A rusted cast iron metal pot was observed in close 

proximity to the graves. The cemetery is not fenced. 

 

Site size: aproximately 50 m x 50 m 

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Graves and burial grounds fall under various legislative protections, depending on factors such as where the graves 

are located as well as their age. Such legislation may include the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 1999, the 

Removal of Graves and Dead Bodies Ordinance (Ordinance no. 7 of 1925), the Human Tissue Act 65 of 1983, the 

Ordinance on Excavations (Ordinance no. 12 of 1980) as well as any local and regional provisions, laws and by-laws 

that may be in place.   

 

Site Significance: 

 

Graves and burial grounds have high levels of emotional, religious and historical significance. As a result the site is of a 

Medium to High Significance. 
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Figure 102 – This grave has a metal plaque. 

 

 

Figure 103 –The only other grave that could clearly be seen was this one consisting of a stone concentration.  
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8.29 SITE 29 

Site Coordinates: 

 

S 33° 38’ 53.4”  

E 25° 59’ 23.0”  

 

Site Description: 

 

The site comprises the old police station and shop at Conga’s Kraal. It is located directly adjacent to the main gravel 

road.  

 

The building used as a police station and shop is rectangular in shape, with the shop portion on the eastern side and 

the small police station on the western side. The shop section has a pitched corrugated roof, with and extra room 

added on the east with a sloping roof. It has a veranda on its southern end, which is the main entrance.  This veranda 

is enclosed with a half wall and door at the entrance, the remaining space is enclosed with chicken wire. 

 

The police station component has a hipped roof, with the small room on its northern side with a sloping roof. 

 

The ceilings are wooden and the buildings are built with red clay bricks. The police station has awning windows, and 

both buildings have burglar proofing. 

 

Based information provided by Mr C. van den Berg, this police station has records dating back to the early 1900s.  

Another landowner from the area, Mr CL Lemmer indicates that for years the police station was manned by only one 

police officer, with an assistant provided later. The two policemen conducted regular patrols on horseback and used 

the horses to sniff out illegal brewing of honey beer as the horses loved to drink beer (Lemmer, pers. comm.). 

 

The site is depicted on the First Edition of the 3325DB Topographical Sheet that was surveyed in 1943. It is evident 

that the building is therefore at least 72 years old. 

 

Site size: approximately 20 m x 10 m  

 

Current Protection Status: 

 

Structures older than 60 years fall under the protection of Section 34(1) of the National Heritage Resources Act 25 of 

1999. In terms of Section 35(4) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999) man-made features and artefacts 
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older than 100 years are defined as being archaeological. In the same section the act also states that such 

archaeological sites and objects may not be disturbed, altered, modified or destroyed without a suitable permit from 

the South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA). 

Site Significance: 

 

The site is older than 72 years and played a significant role as a shop and police station in the community.  

 

As a result the site is deemed to be of Medium Significance. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 104 – General view of the site. 
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Figure 105 – The entrance to the veranda of the building. 

 

 

Figure 106 – General view inside of the shop. The door visible on the right is the entrance to the Police Station. 
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9. DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS 

9.1 Potential Fatal Flaws 

Fatal flaws would constitute environmental characteristics which cannot or may not interact with the proposed 

development. From a heritage point of view, fatal flaws can be seen as a heritage resource/s present on the site that 

will halt the project and that cannot be mitigated due to site constraints such as limited space to implement buffer 

or no-go zones.  In most case the implementation of buffer zones and extensive conservation management plans can 

change possible fatal flaws as noted in Table 15. 

 

Table 15—Examples of heritage resources are provided below that could constitute a fatal flaw on a development 
site where buffer zones and exclusion zones are impossible to implement 

 

Heritage Resource Example 

Rock Art Rock art, in the form of paintings or engravings situated within a 
development area are seen as immovable resources and can 
only be moved under exceptional circumstances 

National or Provincial Heritage Sites Site specific monuments like battles or major sites or structures 
with considerable significance 

Sacred Sites Immovable sites associated with religion or cultural groupings, 
such as sacred pools, historic initiation school sites, etc. 

Archaeological sites of National Significance Sites such as Mapungubwe Hill or an archaeological landscape 
such as the Limpopo Valley or The Cradle of Humankind 

Cultural Landscapes of significance Landscapes such as valleys and vistas held as being of national or 
international importance 

 

9.2 Identified Non-Fatal Flaws 

i. Within the study area, the main heritage sites identified at the desktop level are various built structures, 

some of which are likely to be of historical date. However, the significance of these built structures can only 

be assessed at the ground verification stage.  A heritage architect would probably need to be appointed to 

provide specialist input on these structures. It is also important to note that the presence of historical 

structures is often associated with individual graves or cemeteries. The possible presence of graves can only 

be verified at the ground verification stage. Furthermore, and as indicated elsewhere, experience has shown 

that graves of small children were traditionally buried in close proximity to the house of the parents. This 

feature should be addressed as part of the social consultation process of the project. 

ii. During the site visit a total of 29 sites were identified comprising 15 buildings and structures, 10 cemeteries, 

one historic road, one Stone Age site, the place where a farmer had discovered a stone dagga pipe as well as 

a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’. 
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9.3 Identification of Areas for Further Specific Fieldwork 

As noted previously, various structures and areas have been identified from historic map analysis. Further potential 

sites were also identified during the archival research undertaken for the study. The structures and sites will be 

evaluated during the field verification stage and incorporated into the HIR. This said, it is also important to note that 

the entire study area as defined during the impact assessment phase will have to be covered by detailed fieldwork. 

9.4 Identification of Areas of Heritage Sensitivity 

All the relevant sources of heritage information used in this study was summarised in a heritage sensitivity map. This 

map provides a zoned depiction of the study area wherein areas of varying heritage sensitivity are indicated. This 

map will be used in conjunction with the other sensitivity maps produced by the specialists to assess the feasibility of 

the proposed development and to allow the planning of the layout of the proposed development in such a way that 

the least possible impact is generated.   

 

 

Figure 107 – Map depicting the combined heritage sensitivity areas. 
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10. DETAILED PLAN OF STUDY FOR THE EIA AND EMP 

The following will be required to develop a final HIA to manage the heritage resources within the proposed mining area. 

10.1 Methodology 

10.1.1 Physical Surveying 

 

The fieldwork component will consist of a detailed walk through of the proposed mining area and is aimed at locating 

heritage resources falling within (and directly adjacent to) the proposed study area.  The locations of all heritage resources 

that are recorded during the survey will be documented using a hand-held GPS.  Furthermore, the documentation will 

reflect a brief qualitative description and statement of significance for each site and include a photographic record of all the 

sites. 

It is important to also note that informal social consultation (i.e. with local community members, residents and 

knowledgeable individuals) will be undertaken during the fieldwork component.  The aim of social consultation is to identify 

any tangible and intangible resources (i.e. sacred places, myths and indigenous knowledge resources) that may exist. 

10.1.2 Deliverables 

 

A report will be written which would include the following components: 

 The identification and mapping of all heritage resources in the affected area; 

 An assessment of the significance of such resources in terms of the heritage assessment criteria; 

 An assessment of the impact of the development of such heritage resources; 

 If heritage resources will be adversely affected by the proposed development, consideration of the alternatives; 

 Proposed mitigation of any adverse effects during and after the completion of the proposed development. 

 

11. POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND FURTHER WORK FOR EIA PHASE 

The desktop evaluation of the study area and surrounds has shown that the possibility exists of finding various 

heritage resources in the proposed study area, including historical structures, graves and cemeteries as well as shell 

middens. A site visit was undertaken during which the findings of the desktop study was confirmed in that 29 sites 

were identified comprising 15 buildings and structures, 10 cemeteries, one historic road, one Stone Age site, the 

place where a farmer had discovered a stone dagga pipe as well as a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’. 

Once the final study area has been defined, this will have to be assessed by way of detailed walkthroughs during the 

HIA phase of the project. This will allow for an assessment of the actual impact of the proposed development on any 

heritage sites located there i.e. a footprint area specific heritage impact assessment.  
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Table 16- Potential Impacts to Consider for EIA and EMP Phase 

 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION As seen from the archival work and discussion, 

the possibility of archaeological finds has been 

identified and thus further fieldwork is required 

to develop a comprehensive Heritage 

Management Plan for the construction activities. 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified archaeological sites can seriously 

hamper construction and development activities 

and timelines. Destruction or damage of such 

sites requires a permit from the responsible 

heritage authority (NHRA, section 35).  

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

such sites in the study area and provide timeous 

management of such sites through various 

mitigation measures, including the realignment 

of the construction activities, if necessary. 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Archaeological and heritage field survey of the 

entire development footprint area with a focus 

placed on areas identified in the desktop study 

as heritage sensitive. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 

Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the archaeological excavation of sites must 

be planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON SHELL MIDDENS CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION As revealed during the desktop study, shell 

middens are known from the immediate 
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surroundings of the study area and have been 

recorded as far inland as 5 km from the sea.  

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified shell middens can seriously hamper 

construction and development activities and 

timelines. Destruction or damage of such sites 

requires a permit from the responsible heritage 

authority (NHRA, section 35).  

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

such sites in the study area and provide timeous 

management of such sites through various 

mitigation measures, including the realignment 

of the construction activities, if necessary. 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

The study area has been divided into three zones 

reflecting the relative potential for shell middens 

to be located there, ranging from a Very High 

Sensitivity area located in an area up to 1.5 km 

from the sea, a High Sensitivity area situated 

between 1.5 km and 3 km and a Medium 

Sensitivity area between 3 km and 5 km inland. 

Three different approaches and measures are 

required for the three different sensitivity areas 

namely a) no development should be allowed in 

the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity 

area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell 

midden archaeology coupled by archaeological 

monitoring during construction conducted by a 

specialist in shell midden archaeology and c) any 

proposed development footprint in the Medium 

Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a 

specialist in shell midden archaeology. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 
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Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the archaeological excavation of sites must 

be planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON HISTORICAL STRUCTURES CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION 

DISCUSSION As seen from the archival work and discussion, 

the possible presence of historical structures has 

been identified as being high and thus fieldwork 

is required to develop a comprehensive Heritage 

Management Plan for the development 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Damage/destruction of historical structures 

either directly (during construction of 

infrastructure or mining) or indirectly (i.e. 

blasting and vibration). Destruction or damage 

of such sites requires a permit from the 

responsible heritage authority (NHRA, section 

34). 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Field survey of selected sites within the study 

area will confirm possible impacted sites and 

provide timeous management of such sites 

through various mitigation measures. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction,  

- Baseline assessment of structures 

- Permitting and controlled 

destruction of sites 

Operational 

- Evaluation of structures during 

mining against baseline data 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON GRAVES AND CEMETERIES SITES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION The existence of graves and cemeteries has been 

confirmed during the site visit. . 

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  
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PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified graves and cemeteries and the 

discovery of such sites can seriously hamper 

construction and development timelines. 

Damage, destruction or removal of such sites 

requires a permit from various responsible 

authorities, including the Heritage Authority 

(NHRA, section 36), Provincial Health 

Department and the SA Police Service.  Such a 

process can take up to 12 months to finalise. 

 

Fieldwork can provide valuable information on 

the presence of such sites in the study area and 

provide timeous management of such sites, 

which may include the realignment of the 

proposed development activities. 

 

In the event that identified graves and 

cemeteries cannot be avoided, a grave 

relocation process needs to be initiated, bearing 

in mind that such a process impacts on the 

spiritual and social fabric of the next of kin and 

associated communities. 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure  

 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

Archaeological field survey of the EIA study area 

will identify grave sites. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction no-

go areas need to be demarcated. 

Alternatively, mitigation measures such as 

the physical relocation of the graves in 

question (including aspects such as 

detailed social consultation) needs to be 

planned and scheduled to fit within the 

timing of the project phases. It must be 

understood that such a process impacts on 

the spiritual and social fabric of the next of 

kin and associated communities. 
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 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON UNMARKED GRAVES CONSTRUCTION 

DISCUSSION From experience on similar sites and the 

knowledge of cultural customs and traditions, it 

is known that stillborn babies and deceased 

infants occasionally were buried within the 

homesteads of black rural communities. These 

children were sometimes buried underneath the 

floors and walls of houses and huts and the 

burials were not marked, but were known to the 

immediate family. Furthermore, it is known that 

graves in general had not always been 

significantly marked on the surface in this area. 

Thirdly, it is known that unmarked human 

remains are sometimes found in association with 

shell middens.   

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified graves and the discovery of such 

sites can seriously hamper construction and 

development timelines. Damage, destruction or 

removal of such sites requires a permit from 

various responsible authorities, including the 

Heritage Authority (NHRA, section 36), Provincial 

Health Department and the SA Police Service.  

Such a process can take up to 12 months to 

finalise. 

 

Social consultation with present and former 

residents of the  can provide valuable 

information on the presence of such sites in the 

study area and provide timeous management of 

such sites, which may include the realignment of 

the proposed development activities.  

 

Archaeological monitoring of the development 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure 
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footprint areas will identify any unmarked 

human skeletal remains. 

 

In the event that such graves cannot be avoided, 

a grave relocation process needs to be initiated, 

bearing in mind that such a process impacts on 

the spiritual and social fabric of the next of kin 

and associated communities. 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

A social consultation process with current and 

former residents of the study area can assess 

whether such sites are located within the study 

area. Archaeological monitoring during 

construction will also identify any human 

skeletal remains. 

 

 IMPACT STAGE OF PROJECT 

 ISSUE IMPACT ON PALAEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES CONSTRUCTION, OPERATIONAL 

DISCUSSION A palaeontological desktop study was 

undertaken by Dr. Gideon Groenewald. The 

study revealed that the entire study area has a 

High Palaeontological Sensitivity.   

 

EXISTING IMPACT None known.  

PREDICTED IMPACT Unidentified palaeontological resources and the 

discovery of such resources can seriously 

hamper construction and development 

timelines. Damage, destruction or removal of 

such sites requires a permit from the responsible 

heritage authority (NHRA, section 35). 

 

 

Destruction or damage during 

construction of surface features such site 

offices and infrastructure  

 

 

EIA INVESTIGATION 

REQUIRED 

The mitigation measures recommended in the 

palaeontological desktop study must be 

undertaken. 

 

WHEN IS MITIGATION REQUIRED During design and before construction, the 

three mitigation measures outlined in the 

palaeontological desktop study will have 
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to be undertaken. These are as follows: a) 

The EAP as well as the ECO for this project 

must be made aware of the fact that the 

Sundays River Formation and the Algoa 

Group sediments contain significant fossil 

remains. The Nanaga Formation underlies 

the larger part of the development site 

and will be affected by surface 

infrastructure development. Exploration 

drilling will however penetrate all the 

formations of the Uitenhage and Algoa 

Groups and the recording of micro-fossils 

during exploration drilling will provide 

highly significant information on the 

palaeo-environments of this region. b) The 

entire development site is allocated a Very 

High Palaeontological Sensitivity and 

specifically where deep excavation (1.5m 

and more) is envisaged (following the 

geotechnical investigation), or where 

fossils are recorded during the 

geotechnical investigations, or with the 

recording of micro-fossils during 

exploration drilling, a qualified 

palaeontologist must be appointed to 

assess and record fossils at specific 

footprints of infrastructure developments 

and during drilling phases (Phase 1 and 

Phase 2 PIA’s). This will also specifically 

refer to the recording of micro-fossils from 

drilling cores and chips during exploration 

for petroleum products. C) These 

recommendations should form part of the 

EMP of the project. 
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12. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
The desktop research for the Heritage Scoping Report has revealed that the study area and surrounding landscape 

have a long and diverse historical and archaeological history and that significant potential exists for archaeological 

and historical sites and material to be located within the study area. The initial research has also identified specific 

possible heritage sensitive areas within the study area that will need further investigation during the HIA/EIA phase. 

A site visit was undertaken of the overall study area which identified a total of 29 sites comprising 15 buildings and 

structures, 10 cemeteries, one historic road, one Stone Age site, the place where a farmer had discovered a stone 

dagga pipe as well as a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’.  

 

The Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) phase will consist of a physical walkthrough of the study area, focussing on 

the areas and sites that were identified during the desktop research phase. This should confirm the presence or 

absence of sites/areas with heritage significance identified from the scoping assessment. Based on the results of the 

HIA report, recommendations for mitigation (destruction, recording and/or avoidance) of the confirmed heritage 

resources will be made for incorporation into the EMP for the project. 

 

Palaeontology 

A palaeontological desktop study was undertaken by Dr. Gideon Groenewald. The report has found that the study 

area is underlain by Cretaceous aged Sundays River Formation mudstone, Tertiary aged Alexandria Formation 

calcareous sandstone, conglomerates and coquinite, Tertiary aged Kinkelbos silt sand and calc-tufa and Tertiary to 

Quaternary aged calcareous sandstone and sandy limestone of the Nanaga Formation, all belonging to the Algoa 

Group. All of the geological formations that underlie the study area are highly sensitive for Palaeontological 

Heritage. As a result the entire study area has a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and the recording of fossils 

from the site will significantly improve the interpretation of palaeo-environments from this area. The following 

recommendations are made a) The EAP as well as the ECO for this project must be made aware of the fact that the 

Sundays River Formation and the Algoa Group sediments contain significant fossil remains. The Nanaga Formation 

underlies the larger part of the development site and will be affected by surface infrastructure development. 

Exploration drilling will however penetrate all the formations of the Uitenhage and Algoa Groups and the recording 

of micro-fossils during exploration drilling will provide highly significant information on the palaeo-environments of 

this region. b) The entire development site is allocated a Very High Palaeontological Sensitivity and specifically where 

deep excavation (1.5m and more) is envisaged (following the geotechnical investigation), or where fossils are 

recorded during the geotechnical investigations, or with the recording of micro-fossils during exploration drilling, a 

qualified palaeontologist must be appointed to assess and record fossils at specific footprints of infrastructure 

developments and during drilling phases (Phase 1 and Phase 2 PIA’s). This will also specifically refer to the recording 

of micro-fossils from drilling cores and chips during exploration for petroleum products. C) These recommendations 

should form part of the EMP of the project. 
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Archaeological Sites 

The desktop study has revealed the potential for archaeological sites such as Later Stone Age shell middens as well 

as Late Iron Age settlements to be located within the study area.  While no such sites were identified during the site 

visit, it would be important for an archaeological field survey of the final mining development footprint to be 

undertaken during the EIA Phase of the project to identify the presence of such sites within these areas. Should such 

sites be identified within the development footprint areas, mitigation measures such as archaeological excavations 

may be required.  

 

Furthermore, during the desktop study it was revealed that although the majority of shell midden sites are located 

close to the sea, significant numbers of shell middens have also been identified 5 km inland (Binneman, 2001) 

(Binneman, 2005). As a result the study area has been divided into three zones reflecting the relative potential for 

shell middens to be located there, ranging from a Very High Sensitivity area located in an area up to 1.5 km from the 

sea, a High Sensitivity area situated between 1.5 km and 3 km and a Medium Sensitivity area between 3 km and 5 

km inland. Different measures are proposed in the report for the different sensitivity areas to address the possible 

presence of shell middens here.  Three different approaches and measures are required for the three different 

sensitivity areas namely a) no development should be allowed in the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden archaeology 

coupled by archaeological monitoring conducted by the shell midden specialist during construction and c) any 

proposed development footprint in the Medium Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden 

archaeology. 

 

Historical Sites and Structures 

Evaluation of archival and historic maps and satellite imagery have indicated the presence of a number of historic 

farmsteads and farm related buildings and structures within the study area. While many of these have been visited 

during the site visit and included in the site inventory contained in this report, a number of such farmsteads and 

historic buildings and structures have not yet been visited in the field. Archaeological field surveys will identify such 

features within proposed development footprint areas, while an assessment by an architectural historian of each 

historic building and structure located within or near such footprint areas will have to be undertaken. These studies 

will be required to determine significance of each building or structure and will assess the possible development 

impacts on each of them during the detailed EIA phase. At the same time appropriate mitigation measures will also 

be outlined. 

 

Graves and Cemeteries 

The site visit identified 10 cemeteries. It is likely that even more cemeteries and grave sites are located within the 

study area. Any marked graves and cemeteries located within future development footprint areas will be identified 

during the archaeological walkthroughs of those footprint areas. Cemeteries and grave sites are protected by various 
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legislations and the best option would be the in situ preservation of the sites. Should this not be possible, a standard 

grave relocation process (including a detailed social consultation process) must be undertaken. 

 

Unmarked Graves in Homesteads 

During the fieldwork a local landowner who has been living in this area for the past 70 years has indicated that the 

residents of this area have not always significantly marked the surface of grave sites. Furthermore, it is also known 

that unmarked burials may be associated with shell middens. Thirdly, in terms of black African tradition stillborn 

babies were often buried in unmarked graves underneath or adjacent to the homesteads of their parents. 

Cemeteries and grave sites are protected by various legislations and the best option would be social consultation 

with the former (or present) residents of this area to assess whether any such unmarked graves are located within 

the study area for the HIA coupled by archaeological monitoring of the development activities.  

 

The data on the different types of heritage resources identified from the field work will be compiled in a final HIA 

report. This report will utilise the Plan of Study for the EIA/HIA (Section 8) as well as the significance rating 

(ANNEXURES A and B) to identify and rank the impacts on the heritage resources into the final detailed EIA 

investigation. 

 

Potential impacts to be identified and evaluated during the EIA include: 

 Disturbance/destruction of archaeological sites or material – Archaeological survey of the impacted area 

 Disturbance/destruction of shell middens – Three activities are required for the three different sensitivity 

areas namely a) no development should be allowed in the Very High Sensitivity area b) any proposed 

development footprint in the High Sensitivity area must also be assessed by a specialist in shell midden 

archaeology whereas archaeological monitoring by a shell midden specialist must be conducted during 

construction and c) any proposed development footprint in the Medium Sensitivity area must also be 

assessed by a specialist in shell midden archaeology. 

 Disturbance/destruction of palaeontological material – Recommendations from the palaeontological 

desktop study must be outlined in the EIA and EMP and must be undertaken as mitigation measures. 

 Destruction/damage/removal of unidentified cemeteries and graves - Archaeological survey of the impacted 

area, social consultation and archaeological monitoring during construction. 

 Destruction/damage of historical structures – Physical survey of the impacted area 

 Destruction/alteration of cultural landscape – Visual Impact Assessment to address this issue 

 

The desktop evaluation of the study area and surrounds has shown that the possibility exists of finding various 

heritage resources in the proposed study area, including historical structures as well as graves and cemeteries. A site 

visit was undertaken during which the findings of the desktop study was confirmed in that a total of 29 sites were 

identified comprising 15 buildings and structures, 10 cemeteries, one historic road, one Stone Age site, the place 
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where a farmer had discovered a stone dagga pipe as well as a feature locally referred to as an ‘elephant hole’. Once 

the final study area has been defined, it will have to be assessed by way of detailed walkthroughs during the HIA 

phase of the project. This will allow for an assessment of the actual impact of the proposed development on any 

heritage sites located there i.e. a footprint area specific impact assessment can as a result be undertaken 
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ANNEXURE A 

HERITAGE ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

 

The section below outlines the assessment methodologies to be utilised in the HIA. 

 

The Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) report to be compiled by PGS Heritage and Grave Relocation Consultants 

(PGS) for the proposed project will assess the heritage resources found on site. This report will contain the applicable 

maps, tables and figures as stipulated in the National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA) (no 25 of 1999), the National 

Environmental Management Act (NEMA) (no 107 of 1998) and the Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development 

Act (MPRDA) (28 of 2002). The HIA process consisted of three steps: 

 

 Step I – Literature Review: The background information to the field survey leans greatly on the Heritage 

Scoping Report completed by PGS for this site. 

 

 Step II – Physical Survey: A physical survey will be conducted on foot through the proposed project area by 

qualified archaeologists‘, aimed at locating and documenting sites falling within and adjacent to the 

proposed development footprint. 

 

 Step III – The final step involves the recording and documentation of relevant archaeological resources, as 

well as the assessment of resources in terms of the heritage impact assessment criteria and report writing, 

as well as mapping and constructive recommendations 

 

The significance of heritage sites is based on four main criteria:  

 

 site integrity (i.e. primary vs. secondary context),  

 amount of deposit, range of features (e.g., stonewalling, stone tools and enclosures),  

 Density of scatter (dispersed scatter) 

 Low - <10/50m2 

 Medium - 10-50/50m2 

 High - >50/50m2 

 uniqueness and  

 potential to answer present research questions.  
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Management actions and recommended mitigation, which will result in a reduction in the impact on the sites, will be 

expressed as follows: 

 

A - No further action necessary; 

B - Mapping of the site and controlled sampling required; 

C - No-go or relocate pylon position 

D - Preserve site, or extensive data collection and mapping of the site; and 

E - Preserve site 

 

Site Significance 

Site significance classification standards prescribed by the South African Heritage Resources Agency (2006) and 

approved by the Association for Southern African Professional Archaeologists (ASAPA) for the Southern African 

Development Community (SADC) region, will be used for the purpose of this report. 

 

Table 17: Site significance classification standards as prescribed by SAHRA 

 

FIELD RATING GRADE SIGNIFICANCE RECOMMENDED MITIGATION 

National Significance 

(NS) 

Grade 1 - Conservation; National Site nomination 

Provincial Significance 

(PS) 

Grade 2 - Conservation; Provincial Site nomination 

Local Significance (LS) Grade 3A High Significance Conservation; Mitigation not advised 

Local Significance (LS) Grade 3B High Significance Mitigation (Part of site should be retained) 

Generally Protected A 

(GP.A) 

- High / Medium 

Significance 

Mitigation before destruction 

Generally Protected B 

(GP.B) 

- Medium Significance Recording before destruction 

Generally Protected C 

(GP.C) 

- Low Significance Destruction 
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ANNEXURE B 

THE SIGNIFICANCE RATING SCALES FOR THE EIA 

Method of Assessing Impacts 

The impact assessment methodology is guided by the requirements of the NEMA EIA Regulations (2010). The broad 
approach to the significance rating methodology is to determine the environmental risk (ER) by considering the 
consequence (C) of each impact (comprising Nature, Extent, Duration, Magnitude, and Reversibility) and relate this 
to the probability/ likelihood (P) of the impact occurring. This determines the environmental risk. In addition other 
factors, including cumulative impacts, public concern, and potential for irreplaceable loss of resources, are used to 
determine a prioritisation factor (PF) which is applied to the ER to determine the overall significance (S).  

Determination of Environmental Risk: 

The significance (S) of an impact is determined by applying a prioritisation factor (PF) to the environmental risk (ER).  

The environmental risk is dependent on the consequence (C) of the particular impact and the probability (P) of the 
impact occurring. Consequence is determined through the consideration of the Nature (N), Extent (E), Duration (D), 
Magnitude (M), and Reversibility (R) applicable to the specific impact.  

For the purpose of this methodology the consequence of the impact is represented by:  

C= (E+D+M+R) x N 

4 

Each individual aspect in the determination of the consequence is represented by a rating scale as defined in Table 
18:  

Table 18: Criteria for determination of impact consequence. 

Aspect Score Definition 

Nature - 1 Likely to result in a negative/ detrimental impact 

+1 Likely to result in a positive/ beneficial impact 

Extent 1 Activity (i.e. limited to the area applicable to the specific activity) 

2 Site (i.e. within the development property boundary), 

3 Local (i.e. the area within 5 km of the site), 

4 Regional (i.e. extends between 5 and 50 km from the site 

5 Provincial / National (i.e. extends beyond 50 km from the site) 

Duration 1 Immediate (<1 year) 

2 Short term (1-5 years), 

3 Medium term (6-15 years), 

4 Long term (the impact will cease after the operational life span of the 
project), 

5 Permanent (no mitigation measure of natural process will reduce the 
impact after construction). 

Magnitude/ 
Intensity 

1 Minor (where the impact affects the environment in such a way that 
natural, cultural and social functions and processes are not affected), 

2 Low (where the impact affects the environment in such a way that 
natural, cultural and social functions and processes are slightly 
affected), 

3 Moderate (where the affected environment is altered but natural, 
cultural and social functions and processes continue albeit in a 
modified way), 
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4 High (where natural, cultural or social functions or processes are 
altered to the extent that it will temporarily cease), or 

5 Very high / don’t know (where natural, cultural or social functions or 
processes are altered to the extent that it will permanently cease). 

Reversibility 1 Impact is reversible without any time and cost.  

2 Impact is reversible without incurring significant time and cost.  

3 Impact is reversible only by incurring significant time and cost.  

4 Impact is reversible only by incurring prohibitively high time and cost.  

5 Irreversible Impact 

Once the C has been determined the ER is determined in accordance with the standard risk assessment relationship 
by multiplying the C and the P. Probability is rated/scored as per Table 19. 

Table 19: Probability scoring. 

Probability 1 Improbable (the possibility of the impact materialising is very low as a 
result of design, historic experience, or implementation of adequate 
corrective actions; <25%),  

2 Low probability (there is a possibility that the impact will occur; >25% 
and <50%), 

3 Medium probability (the impact may occur; >50% and <75%), 

4 High probability (it is most likely that the impact will occur- > 75% 
probability), or 

5 Definite (the impact will occur),  

The result is a qualitative representation of relative ER associated with the impact. ER is therefore calculated as 
follows:  

ER= C x P 
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The outcome of the environmental risk assessment will result in a range of scores, ranging from 1 through to 25. 
These ER scores are then grouped into respective classes as described in Table 20.  

Table 20: Significance classes. 

Environmental Risk Score 

Value Description 

< 9  Low (i.e. where this impact is unlikely to be a significant environmental risk), 

≥9; 
<17 

Medium (i.e. where the impact could have a significant environmental risk), 

≥ 17 High (i.e. where the impact will have a significant environmental risk). 

 

The impact ER will be determined for each impact without relevant management and mitigation measures (pre-
mitigation), as well as post implementation of relevant management and mitigation measures (post-mitigation). This 
allows for a prediction in the degree to which the impact can be managed/ mitigated.  

Impact Prioritisation 

In accordance with the requirements of Regulation 31 (2)(l) of the EIA Regulations (GNR 543), and further to the 
assessment criteria presented in Section 0 it is necessary to assess each potentially significant impact in terms of:  

o Cumulative impacts; and  

o The degree to which the impact may cause irreplaceable loss of resources.  

In addition it is important that the public opinion and sentiment regarding a prospective development and 
consequent potential impacts is considered in the decision making process.  

In an effort to ensure that these factors are considered, an impact prioritisation factor (PF) will be applied to each 
impact ER (post-mitigation). This prioritisation factor does not aim to detract from the risk ratings but rather to focus 
the attention of the decision-making authority on the higher priority / significance issues and impacts. The PF will be 
applied to the ER score based on the assumption that relevant suggested management/ mitigation impacts are 
implemented.   

Table 21: Criteria for the determination of prioritisation. 

Public 
response 

(PR) 

Low (1) Not raised as a concern by the I&AP’s 

Medium 
(2) 

Issue/ impact raised by the I&AP’s 

High (3) Significant and meaningful response from the I&AP’s 

Cumulative 
Impact (CI) 

Low (1) Considering the potential incremental, interactive, sequential, 
and synergistic cumulative impacts, it is unlikely that the 

impact will result in spatial and temporal cumulative change. 

Medium 
(2) 

Considering the potential incremental, interactive, sequential, 
and synergistic cumulative impacts, it is probable that the 

impact will result in spatial and temporal cumulative change. 
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High (3) Considering the potential incremental, interactive, sequential, 
and synergistic cumulative impacts, it is highly 

probable/definite that the impact will result in spatial and 
temporal cumulative change. 

Irreplaceable 
loss of 

resources 
(LR) 

Low (1) Where the impact is unlikely to result in irreplaceable loss of 
resources. 

Medium 
(2) 

Where the impact may result in the irreplaceable loss (cannot 
be replaced or substituted) of resources but the value 

(services and/or functions) of these resources is limited. 

High (3) Where the impact may result in the irreplaceable loss of 
resources of high value (services and/or functions). 

The value for the final impact priority is represented as a single consolidated priority, determined as the sum of each 
individual criteria represented in Table 21. The impact priority is therefore determined as follows:  

Priority = PR + CI + LR 

The result is a priority score which ranges from 3 to 9 and a consequent PF ranging from 1 to 2 (refer to Table 22 ).  

Table 22: Determination of prioritisation factor. 

Priority Ranking Prioritisation Factor 

= 3 Low 1 

3 > 9  Medium 1.5 

= 9 High 2 

In order to determine the final impact significance the PF is multiplied by the ER of the post mitigation scoring. The 
ultimate aim of the PF is to be able to increase the post mitigation environmental risk rating by a full ranking class, if 
all the priority attributes are high (i.e. if an impact comes out with a medium environmental risk after the 
conventional impact rating, but there is significant cumulative impact potential, significant public response, and 
significant potential for irreplaceable loss of resources, then the net result would be to upscale the impact to a high 
significance).  

Environmental Significance Rating 

Value Description 

< 9  Low (i.e. where this impact would not have a direct influence on the decision to 
develop in the area), 

≥9; 
<17 

Medium (i.e. where the impact could influence the decision to develop in the 
area), 

≥ 17 High (i.e. where the impact must have an influence on the decision process to 
develop in the area). 

For ease of use a template impact assessment form has been drafted which will need to be completed by each 
specialist for each relevant impact, and where necessary for each alternative. The significance ratings and additional 
considerations applied to each impact will be used to provide a quantitative comparative assessment of the 
alternatives being considered. In addition, professional expertise and opinion of the specialists and the 
environmental consultants will be applied to provide a qualitative comparison of the alternatives under 
consideration.  This process will identify the best alternative for the proposed project.  
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ANNEXURES C 

POSSIBLE HERITAGE SENSITIVE AREAS 
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ANNEXURES D 

PALAEONTOLOGICAL DESKTOP STUDY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


