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{NTRODUCTION

In Daosmber 1893 the Agenoy for Cultural Resouros
Konsgement (ACRM) was sommissionad by Le Cap Projects 1o
gndertaks &n arohasclogicsl survey of g portion of
poorspring Farm soma 4 kilometers north of the town of
tamberts Bay on the Cape wsst cosgt. he afm of the
gurvey was Lo minimise the negative impaat aof the
propossd Doorspring development on possible important

arohasclogical sites.

The development of the coastal portion of Doorspring is
subject to an Environmental Tppact Assesmment (EIAY. The
BIA forms part of a rezoning sondition impoaed by the
est Commt Regional Servicess Council =snd ths Caps
Provinecial Adminmimtration %o the propesad davelopment of
the site,

Archasologicanl remainm were faund scattered over 8 wide
ares of the propoped development site during the survay.
Prehistoric shell remaing wsrs widely dispersed in sone
aress (pertioularly among erfs 1-8, 12-16 & 25-30), and
lens dizperssd in others. Some pottsry, ostrich eggshell
pleces end & few mtone flakes, =plit sobbles and chunks
waers alsmo Found. A potentislly important and notebly
differsnt shell wmidden 'site’ R locnted olose to the
boundary fence of the faym, on & gandy and vegdetated
swayd behind the proposed vestaurant facility which L
Cap Projsat aims to conmtruct,

ACRM wesommended that B Fisldwork programms be initiasted
to recover sufficient srchaseologissl material in order to
comment on the ipportance and significenoce of the
archeeclogy of Doorgpring =and to wminimise the negative
impact of the development on the archneeclogicnl remains
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axcavation programme commencad on the 22
with a team of five qualifisd archasclogists.
in three teoms, 1-4 meter square excavations wers
smong the exf layout plan of the propowed
O jopment s wnd behind the proposed restaurant famcility
%M‘ﬁum sim of the excavabion was to:

gstoblish the number of sites and their lsastion in
area of the propogsed development;

eatablish  the depth  end thickneas of  the
uwmawaamwmn»nww deposit; .

A wtablish the contents of the =itas and the density of

8 o8 ¢
:nwwm”cws’w waterinl contained and

gstablismh the walative ugs of the =rchasologlesl
;me;ﬁmwwm .
wolve "®ites’ were excavated. numbeved DSP 1-12.

{2 areas cf the propoged davelopment wers sanpled by
excavation, whieh entailed the total or partisl removal
of 18m* and revenlsd the presence of concentretions of
prehistoric human ococsupation debyris, DSP 10 sand DSP 11
proved to be of little interest, whilst D8P 1-8 and DSP
12 merited investigation.

) An initisal 4m® gample srea Uam taken from DSP L,
Z4 in tha mouth of the development, adiecent to the
boundary fence, &nd above the rosd lesding to the oY
park. Although this ares would net be dirsetly inpmocted
by construstion sctivities it was 281t necesgary to
sxonvets hers ans well, so as  to mininize any unforessen
negative impact such as storing of building materisls,
plant squipment, fecilitiem for workers sto. OFf the 12
sites idsntified, DSP 1 yislded by £ar the best sample of
sultural materisl snd food remains, othar than ahall.

The main cccupsation lsvel = thim mite is & lanm of shell,
approximately 1E~ZUom thiek, found jusgt helnu the
surfaos. Ramides marine wshell, this laver also oonteained
the highest sonecentration of bone found at any of the 12
Bites sampled. 0f the terrssirial fauns, the majority of
the bone im that of +tortoise, although the remaina of
Raphicerus, two types of carnivors (one lsrge, one
small), eand snake have mlmo been identified. There is
alaec u strong mering ocomponent, raprasented by mssl,
penguin, albatross, fish and large gquantities of owapfish

mendibles.

The bone deneities at DEP 1 are in etwang contrasmt Lo
those of a&ll the other sites sampled, wherse Vary Tittle
bone snd cultursl materierl was ranovered.
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mvxwﬁxw site is looatsd on the geaward side of the
pack (outside boundary) of the propomed developmant

, " ,
madn s few meters outside erf €. Shell remains up to

wwwma thick in & cutting cloge by was tha reason we
M,wama to sampla this area. A 2o® aren Was excavated up
s depth of ®0cm in square Al, The main level of
wwamW$Nwsm ig a shell lens mﬁwwomwwmwwwm. mmoﬂ- ﬁwmﬁw«
Mm&wmwﬁwm by limpets, with small quantities of nisok
pugsel and whelks, A small hearth with oharcosl was also
gdentified. Approximately i{8em below the prahistorio
ghell deposit, the desposit tukes on the chargnter of
older (7 raissd) beach (mussel dominated and meinly watex
worn ahell) with no oultursl matsrinl present.

cultural paterisl of intsrest found at D8P 2 ipcludes
three unusually iarge ostrich eg@shell beads whoae
dismster is grestasr than B.5nn suggesting that this &ite
pay be herdex in character. Other than the beeds wvery
1ittle cultural waterial was rpoovered; some bone and
charceal and & few pisces of stone, The aroheeclegioal
depoait was likely forwsd somstime after 2000 BP.

w“;v@wa mite wam excaveted in tha prospectors furrow
arfm 11 and 12. A subetentiml megamidden wam
excavated sven though the tep leyers had peen removad. A
im% tmasmt pit was eoxcavated to = depth of &approximmately
{30cm until bedrock. The site is of high significance fop
palaspsnvironmental dinformation and changing shellfish
subsiatence exploitation patterns through  time. This
megamidden could provide information conpareble te  other
megemiddens in the Elsnds Bey/Lamberts Bay redions. The
depogit hazs winimal disturbance in most levels., Host
levele wWers musgcl dominated, Very 1littls cultural
materisl was recoversed. This insluded = large number of
possibly worked mussel, some whelk péndants, stone ahips
and chunks, and some bone and charcosl. A presuned nge of
the depomits is betwesn 4000-2000 BF.

0 the othar gsites ssamplad, Mm; aamwvmawwm -8 & 12) and

DSP 12 (erf 30) are all shallow whsll mniddens, whioch like
DSP | have dspomitc of snvthing up to £ Sam  of overlyind
sterile besch or dune sand, but all only & single or Bt
mosl 2-3 relatively thin mein csoupstion levaels af 4 15-
25em thick found Just bslow the murface. Unlike DBF 1,
however, these sites havs cocupation layers dominated by
bilack mussel shell, with verying percentages of limpet
pregent. Smell amounis of stone wers found in DSP 4-8 and
DsP 12, most of what was zesoovered besn gplit pebblem and
1irhie manuports with some guarte pileces. Three pilscass of
pottery Were recovered from DSP 8 and a sandstone grooved
gtone from the surface of sxf 12, while D8P 7 produced
mre ostrich eggshell besd.
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pgp 11 (wxf 18) was shoun

goatter of shell with no depth at all,
shall, DBP 10 (erf 18) turned

for
prehistoric (Plelstooene)

1ittle archaeologioal wignificancs,

pay be of mome intareast to

tn ba no moye than a sgurfsce
and sterila axoept
out to be a8 caloified
two miltes are of
except that DEP 10

a8 geologist.

basoh., These

pep O (oxf 14) ig interesting in thmt

overlying  deposits nay

gooupation, while thome underlying

rapragent

the snrface and
f Bhnd harday

raflect mors & San

hunter -gatherer occupation. Seversl stone ohips wrel
overlyving units as well as &

shunkas were found in the

amall pisce of pottery. One large bend
sxcavators halieve it Lo be

displaced. The undexlying units contained very denme
volumen of shell (mainly mussel) and ars raflective of &

top of unit 2, but the

gan huntar-gatherer ocoocupation of

mpell amount aof  bone

and informal

gcrapers’ and two onussel spoons  wWere

lavers,

DISCUSSION
fites DEP 1 and DEP 3,

wes found in the

pre~pottary period., A

stone, ‘mussel
found in  these

ivonically outside of the arf

layout plan, erse considered to be of h
st mmounlt of cultural and nan-

ages, including stone, bons,

charcosl, sn ostrich eggahell bend and pleces of ostrich
only meganidden excevated eand

DEP | contained the large

ghell foodwaste assembl

eggshell, DSP % weaa the

J -
¥ megamiddens exomvated in

/

' region, ae well L¥:S

@%u%www@e&ﬁcwxazﬁ@ﬁww and ¢
Y exploitation patterne.

N DSP 2 may reprement the

should provids important

ths Elands
providing
henging shel

ramaing of &

shell frem here im limpet dominsted

siten whioh =are wmuEEel
artefaote being recovered.

dominatad),
Three large

igh significanae.

compeTigons with othar

Bay/Lamberts Bay
infarmation of
14wk mubgistencs

herder site, Tha
(unliks the other
with Faw atons
ostrich heads ware

roaacvered hinting that DSP 2 may bs & Khoi site,

DEP 8 appessrs to contain

fwe  Bmin leve

one later cooupstion by Khai herders
hunter-gathersy cocupation.

Connidering DSP 4~8 and DEP 12, it woul
expleoiting this arar af tha

prahigtoric popunlationws

coastline were vigiting the oomstline

probobly at vregulay intervale,

discréset sites (mainly shellfieh food

along the dune cordon above the ssa.

18 of oooupation;
and  an  earliex

4 appenr that the

in emall numbers,

and lesving behind sapnall,

paroels ) dotted



(gCOMRBNDATIONS

sthor 5 days is conmiderad necessary to complete the
1ing prugranme at Doorspring. Furthar test pits will
««mxwméwﬁwm betusen arfs 21 snd 28. Although psp 1 will
aot D dirsotly impacted by construotion potivities, 1t
18 considersd nscessary 1o extract a larger sampla of
mnawwanmwwa onltural remains from this gits. Thix sita is
py tar the richest in cultural and nen~-mhell feodwhate
aggenblages snd some tims will be scheduled to excavate n
japger sample from hare. Further work on the megamiddsn
will not take place. Tt im felt a sufficlent sample hes
paan excavated fyrom hers wnd that no further work is
neoessEry. A sufficient ameunt of paganidden matarisl
repaine in the prospectors furrow for possible reseaxch

work in the future.

p 0
ganp

CONCLUSIOR
Bezed on the initisl srohascleagical sxcavations at
Doorepring, there 18 no reason why the proposed

davelupment cannot procsad din the epf layant plan so far
archaeclogiocally ssepled and proposed by Le Cap Projeots.
Apart from DBP 1 and DEP 3 the sites avocpvated so far are
not considersd to be of such significance asp to prevant

the development from taking place,
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