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AN ARCHAEOLOGI CAL SURVEY OF THE J ACOBSBAAI 

INTRODUCTION 

AND MAURITZBAAl AREA WEST OF 

VREDENBURG/SALDANHA 

The development of the l~nd around Jacobsbaai and Mauritzba~l for 

housing will have a l~sting impact on the local 1 ..\ndsc .;\pe. 

O>ICi:J.V•tion .Ind building l•lill (;lffoctivalv romad-il thQ 

arch~e~logical I palaeontological or historical ~ites in the area. 

the introduction of more permanent occupants and 

more visitors will inevit~bly lead to casual and thoughtless 

, d~structtan of even those sites not directly destroyed by 

I 
I 
I 

1 

~ 
I 

I 

' . 

I 
I 

e~rthmcving and housing and road construction, For this reason 

we have been asked to prepare a report on the archaeological 

s i t e s a -f f e c t e d by the pr· op o s e J Jc> v 1.1 l u fJ 11' ""1 , L 'd c:1 n d t o s u (;} ~ t.? s l w c:\ y s 

cf mintmi~i~g long term l~~~ of information by th~ir dmstructton. _ 

We should first point out that people have been making use of the 

shoreline and its resources in southern Africa for over 1 l)(l, ()(H) 

yec\r· s, giving the region one of the longest r~cords o-f m~rlne 

e x ploitation anywhere in the world. Unfortunately one of the 

negative effects of our ongoing wish to live by · the sea is that 

new set tl ernent is often located directly on top of older 

settlement, dc1m ilg ing or destr·oyi ng it in the process . Thus 

wrchwc:>ologic,:i.l sites that h.:i.vc:i Y-· ecm~ i ncd mor-•e or• 1 E:G'! int.:1ct for· 

thousands of year·s are des t r·oyC?d in a few 1--Jeeks of moder·n 

earthmoving and large scale trenching. A brief trip up our Wes t 
\ , 
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Coe.st from s~y Ysterfontein to Elandsbaai will convince the 

that the scale of such destruction is vast and that in 

a few decsdes very. little will survive. 

Most of these coastal sites ore 5hell middens - places where 

pr eh i st or· i c strandlopers c~mped, lit their fires and discarded 

bones, 

of infor·mation 

other food debris c1.nd such artefact~ as they no 

For archaeologists this is an invaluable source 

from which ~lone we can try to reconstruct the 

ancient and unwritter history of southern Afric~. All of the 

shell midden~ are protected by law in recognition of their great 

Unlike th€ nc1tura.L resourcC?s thc1.t 

WE:! trec1sur·e, such as anim~ls and plant communities, cul tur·al · 

reso urces are finite - they cannot breed and reproduce. 

we destroy archaeological sites, 

them the information they contain. 

they are gone forever· and with 

Our· e :.: peri C?nce in two decades of excavition ~t Elandsbaai 

along the Verlorenvlei has convinced us that the prehistory 

is written only after considerable effort, lots 

of 

of 

analyses and years of as many sites as possibl~. 

Unfortunately we know as yet ~lmost nothing of the prehistory of 

the Saldanha/Vredenburg area - despite some excavations in rock 

shelters and shell middens. We know that Van Riobeeck r·ef~rred 

ta ~o m~ l'~~ul~r• vi'!!ito1•~ Lu Ll11= '=>ll~ u-f Iii~ -fur · L c.\~ '!5 u ldanhars · 

I or 'Sa 1 d e.nhc?.rnen' bee a1.1se IH? believed they 11 ved near· that bay for 

I 
I 

most of the year, These people were Khoi herders - known in Van 

Riebeeck's time as 'Hottentots' - who moved seasonally about the 

sand v eld c1nd coastal foreland in search of good p~sture for their 

cattle and sheep. But how did they plan their moves, whc1.t were 

I thei r relationships with local hunters - s~n people we call them 

- L\nd how did they cope with the penetrcition of F.uropec1.ns? Going 

I 
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><hoi to i\r r· i ve, perhaps 2 000 years ago, looked and behaved like 

those seen by Van Riebeeck. And how did the hunters who h~d 

lived ther·e previously take to the Appearance of hi:?rding 

thous.?.nds of 

Did hunters live there continuously for tens of 

years or were there times when the r·egion was too 

~ry, too hot or otherwise unattractive? 

The list of questions for which · we as yet have no reliable 

could be e x tended almost indsfinitely , So me of 

.?.n!51-Jer·s lie? bur· ied in the st1ell middens c\nd roc:k shelter·s of ttH? 

western Ci(pe. But like a c:omple ~ Jigsaw puzzle, if we lose a few 

pieces of t h e e- n s 1--1 e: r · , we may never recognise th~ picture. 

Archaeologists a r e not naive enough to ·want to prev~nt the 

d~veloprnent that destroys the sites, they merely seek th~ 

. opportunity to rescue the information before the bulldozers move 

in. 

This re1)ort reflects a thorough survey of the development area In 

Decembe r 1987 and replaces earlier less detailed site maps. Our 

descriptions of the sites are first approxim~tions of 

loc~tions~ sizes, contents c>.nd significc1.nce of the shell mic1dens 

and set the scene for more e x haustive investigation. We Lise th£? 

l.:1bel BCS8 to di~tinguish our sites from the few numbered in 

pre v ious surveys. We conclude by r~comm endinq a course of action 

that will minimise the loss of archaeological information during 

building operations around Jacobsbaai and Mauritzbeai. 

SITE SURVEY 

is a small c\nd still lc1r·gely buried shell midden 

~bout 250m from the rocky shore, about 100m 1-1c,st of the 

fence of the landing strip and about 500m south of 

_..,.... _..,,~ 1-l m .-.,... ♦ • -
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? 
are visible in mole he~ps o v er an are~ of 50 - lQOm- and 

seem to come from a brown gritty soil with lot~ of CBlcr~te 

nodules and s mall granite cobbles. We found som~ stone 

artefacts in association but littl@ hone. Al thm,gh an 

interesting site it is rel~tively distant from likely large 

scale earthmoving. 

is prob~bly the most significant site 

Mau r· i t;,: b a zd , being a very e::tensive and still l Mgel y 

undisturbed s~ell midden south of the de~pest penetration o f 

The shell is VGry dense and outcrops over an area 

of mor·e than 100m by about 20m in a wid~ arc some 80m fr om 

the sc>.r,dy beach. DC?pth of midden is difficult to gauge, but 

may be up to~ metre, and the content is very definttely 

11. mpet-dorninc1ted with fel-1 whelks or mussels, There a r·e 

granite cobbles, probably used as artefacts, anim~l bon es 

and a few stone tools in association, but no potsherds the\t 

we could see. Although the surface is ve r y fragmented the r e 

are signs of a well pres~rved midden of large li mpets below 

the s ur fi\ce. 

may be merely the western e xtension of BCSB 2 in 

that it is sepc1rated fro m it only by an e Kt~nsively trashed 

;:v P.c:'I 

the br ok en g 1 ass and ether· midden r ·ubb i sh r ·emoved 1-1 e 

might con cl ud e that the sites were really one. r~cs8 3 

diffe2r·s from BCS B 2 in that it 11£?s up c?-nd in the sur·fe1.c:e of 

a very p rom inent cobble cordon which backs the very roc~y 

point and b ay south of Mauritzbaai, The shells ar~ patchily 

distributed al l along this cordon, in plac~s achieving some 

depth, in places rGplBced by pavements of fist sized 
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crest of this cordon, nhv1nusly o1. granite cobbles. The 

marine featur-~, is some 5 or 6m above present mean sea level 

and thus the feature must reflect an ancient shoreline whe~ 

the sea stood a few metres higher relativ~ to the land . 

Ag~in unlike BCSB2 1 BCS83 has very prominent concentrations 

of the per· l C?moen - HaU...9li~ - in and 8mong the 11 mpets. 

Mussel~ are likewise rare. Obviously because of the cobble 

substrate these patches are totally undisturbed by mole 

activity. Equivalent to MBl of a previous survey. 

could ug8 in be viewed as mer-el y the ei :: tr·e me 

w~5tern portion of BCSB3 but is spatially discrete and some 

300m from the location of 8CSB2 - justifying in our view its 

It is in effect a large, 40m x 15m, le v el 

scatter of limpet and perlemoen shell ~ituated en top of and 

e :-: t end i n g 1 c'. n d war· d of th t:? c ob b l I? c or d on .?. t t h P. sou t her n en d 

of the very rocky bay southwest of Mauritzb~ai. This is <'.\n 

interesting 5hell midden with potsherds, occi'\si on~. l bone 

fragments but no ston~ tools that we noticed. liJe Sholl 1 c1 

note? that along BCS83 ~nd 4 as others described later, but -

shells from animc:11s collected S?ither as food or-· b,,dt. 

Although we r~cognise a problem of distinguishing old from 

recent she.ill midden there is no question whatever of the 

ant iquity of the bulk of BCSB2, 3 and 4. 

is a very low density shell scatter appearing in 

dunP. mole rat hC?.?.ps e1bout 100m south of BCSF.<4. Most. shells 

c'.\re li mpets "'nd lie in c'.\n c:1rEl.:\ of c1bout 20m by 15m, some 6r)m 

fr·om the? sho1··e and irnmC?diately east of a se1ndy t ur·ning 

c i r·c le. 
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is~ very large but very diffuse scatter of shells 

on top of what might be the slope 

gy or· It ie 

roughly circular with a diameter of about 5r)m 

and perhaps 100m from BCSB2. Shell is highly fragmented and 

may have no real depth. In terms of geoarchaeology the most 

interesting feature may be its association with the slope 

br·ei\k, ~bove which the terrain is a s~nd, hel 01<.J thj s the 

beach. 

is another low density but quite e x ten sive <~ 40~ 

diAmeter) surface shell scatter a few metres north of BCSB6. 

What distinguishes 8CSB2, 6 and 7 from BCS83 and 4 is their 

location vis-a- vis the cobble cordon, 

it, the fo rm e r behind it. 

the latter being on 

is an enormous semi-continuous scatter of shell 

around the long point that lies north of Mauritzbaai. It • 

could easily be reg~rded AS ~~veral discrl!t~ sit~s in th4t 

like BCSB3 it is in effect a set of scatters lying on top of 

or just down behind the cobble cordon that is continuou s 

around this par·t of the coast. As at BCSB3 the shell matrix 

is limpet but there ~re noticeable patche~ of pe rl emoen from 

place to place - not ~11 of them recent! This si te is thus 

long - perhaps 300 metres - bLtt nar r ·ow, 

,;1bout 1~m or so. The mdin problem her e wi 11 be to 

distinguish between shell banks associated with an old beach 

re~ture ~nd shPll midden~ th~t are con temporary but humanly 

derived. 
i S i;\ fl ri r t- 1 C LI l u n 1 ',1 i n t C' 1• I! '! t: i r"l /:i µatcn 

ll n d I? r n C? <?.th th E? t c l<J et- that I i es c1. t the t i p o .f th i. 5 poi n t . 

Equivc:\lent to the M82 of a o r e v inu c:; c; 11rvPv. 

08 
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rocky beach which lie~ between Mauritzbaai and the sm~Jl bay 

with the factory built out from it, In char~cter it is very 

much l i kG Bcsr~e I p 1 ci. c e d i n e :-: a c t 1 y the s c1 me r· e 1 c:1 t i on sh 1 p t o 

the cobble cordon and again dominated by limpets with some 

per-lemogn, The patches of thi~ Eite should bG vory 

interesting as we found potsherds in places, a depth of at 

bone. Equivalent to the MB-JB1 of a previous survey. 

1 <) is .a highly fr·c.grnented 5cc?.tter· of 1 impet shell 1--1r:-st 

cf an outcrop of granite boulder·s south of 8CSB9 and east of 

8CS88. 

l.!. slightly separ.;,.ted fr·om BCS89, is locc'.ted ne;,t to a 

group of l.?lr·ge granite bOL..tlders .;,.t a rocky, poirit just south 

of the facto r y, As iri previous sites, it lies on top of the 

shells and is fragmented at the surface. 

some depth, 

It probi>-bly has 

is a very small patch, about 15~ by 6m
1 of shell 

very similar to BCSB11 in front of a small set of granite 

boulders a f~w metres south of BCS811. The recurrent 

association with granite boulders mBy be of inter-est. 

~!;_SB 1] 
1s a scattEr of shell in a hollow amo n g granite 

Jw~t l <='ndward of the cobble cor·don and about 3(>m 

f 
l 

north of 8CS811. It lies at the southern end of the small 

granite point that runs into the sea immedf.;,.tely south of 

the bay with the factory, This point t-ws pr esumi\bl y 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

l l O i"' UC.. T H ~ : C.. H HI:::,:, 1·11::: T F:!~ 'i-' 

1s a 30m by Sm scatter of shell on top of the 

cobble cordon about 100m north of the? fsctory along the very 

rocky shore. We saw mostly limp~ts with some perlemoen. 

The scatter e xtends toward a set of granite boulders about 

2m hight. 

~.C.S.~ ill is a long, ni'.rr·ow sc:attC?r of limpet with some 

perlemoen on top of the cobble cordon on the south shore of 

Jacobsbaai, The site is about 80m by 10m and probably do~s 

h..i.ve some stone tools - though few - as we found a couple of 

silcr~te flakes. This site seems to be the M8-J83 of a 

pr·evi □\ . .ts sur·vey. 

fil:_S_f;!_ li is .Rbout 6C:>m nor·th of BCSB18, also along the 

southErn shore of Jacobsbaai and amongst a set of low 

gr· i\n i t.e bou l der·s. This is probably c;1.n Lmnamed dot mar l:ed on 

the 1150 000 map by a previous survey and immediately south 

of the first - most southerly - Jacobsbaai structure, 

act~ ~Q is a very ephemer~l SCAtter in the veld about 100m 

south east of the Jacobsbaai iarm buildings. Visible over 

an area of some 30m dia me ter, it may have little o r no 

depth, 

~G.B~ ~J_ is a. small eptH?mer·al scc1t ter of sh~l l south west of 

th~ Jacobsbaai ia rm and immediately inland of the trac~ 

leading south to Mauritzbaai. It is about 100m from the 

f .. r·m. 

veld. 

We s~w a few limpets th rown up in mole he~ps in the 
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DISCUSSION 

The coe.stline of the Vredenburg/Saldanha Peninsul~ is almost 

continuously rocky from south o f Mauritzbaai to the nor ther·n l st1or·e of J~cobsbaai, 

f 
F' r· eh .1 st or· i c she l l f i sh gather er s c1 t t ,.. . c1 ct e d 

1 to 
I 
l 

the rich limpet and perlemoen populations in the intertidal 

! zone of this stretch of coast, 

i of shell midden 

t mPtrP":i inl;rnrl. 

have left cl semi-continuoL1s strip 

refuse parallelling the shore a few tens of 

\. 
Although we h~ve r~~ogniseJ individual patches of 

it would be just as 

l
i midden and given them separ~te numbers, 

accL1rate to speak of a single site broken here and there by areas 

I f whe:r·e shellfish were scarce or the local ter·r~i n unc:ittr-c1c:tive. J. 

! In 

• } 
t h e s i t Es we have r C? co r · de d t h e sh e l l f i sh c om po s 1 t i on 

~ to be relatively monotonous with a clear pr~ference for limp~ts I with occasional concent~ations of perlemoen. It is tempting to 

I thinl,: of the per·lemoen pi:\tches as low spr·in!) tide ii!pisodci:; wh~n 

5tr~ndloper·s could get lower down the shore to the perlemoen beds 

t•t the infratldal fringe, 

j . 

1 Ther·e does 
f. ~ppear to be some bone in the middens - though not 

f V&ilr \' much •· .!.r,d l1ta-r-1::" and t:here we found a sm.111 number· of stone 

!tool 

t 
fla kes of silcrete. Although all of the midden is in t.he 

iopen, some of it is quite definitely banked up ag8inst or 

:}d.istributP.d in e.nd c'.mongst l.;.r·ge gr~nite boL1lder-s which woL1ld 

lhave ~fforded some ~hade and shelter. Our guess, but this needs 
~ 
·,f:iome substc1n

1

tiation
1 i 

~epresents very short visits to the shore by sets of family 

:Oro u ps intent on shellfish gathi,r-ing and little else. 

1two of the sites implies some occupation after about 1800 yea r s 
l' 

F'ottery at 

~go, when herders br·ought pot ter·y into the westc;,r•n bLlt 

no pottery predate that time is 

n need of r~search. 
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beci"-me clec1.r very qL1ickly dL1ring OLtr SLlr·vey is the close 

relationship between shell midden refuse ~nd a prominent cobble 

corcJon which r·1.1ns c1lmost continuously through the c?.r·ec?. 1-,e 

se,:\r ched. 

level, c:1.nd 

This cordon crests ~t about 5m above modern mean sea 

the lichen covert ng on much of the llf1fH•r· p.:1r•t r:, r ll,t= 

ridge illustrates beyond doubt thc?.t this is an ancient fe.::1tur-e 

not r·elated to modern tide levels. Our e ~perienc~ elsewhere 

encourages us to suggest that this cobble beach cordon was thrown 

up and maintained by a sea level 3m or so above that nf 
t.od.:1-,•, 

from which the sea has now regressed. We have good reason to 

suppose that sea levels were at about +3m som~ 5000 to 8000 years 

ag ._-, o.nd we see no reason to doubt th<?.t the Mc>.ur i b:bc1,;d /Jac:obsbc:1i.1i 

cobble cordon dates from such 2 time. 
A high pr·iority of f l1t ur e 

. wor·k in this .?.rea would be to investigate the stratigraphic 

rPl.itionchip 

There is no reason, 

middan and the ancient shoreline. 

of coursei why the middons must also be 5000 

years old - inde~d those with pottery can hardly be th2t old. 

What we need to do is d~te both shEll midden and be ~c: h shells by 
' 

C i 4 t . da 1ng. 

the Vr·edenbur g /Sal dc>.nha shor·e line c1r C:hc\E•Ol og 1 cc1,l d eb ris 

tends to be ve r y notably concentrated .;.rnongst large gr.mite 

bould e rs at sites on, 

l"'i t I Ii p. Some of these sites may have been occc,p I ed by l '.hoi 

lpa£t or ~l groups of the kind termed 'Saldanh~rs' by Van Ricbeeck, 

tbut others could have been used as camps by surviving gro u ps of 

San - Van Ri€a?beeck would have term(a-d them Soaqu.;i. or· lc>.ter· 

K~steelberg, He un ingklip and 

'E<osjE?s men ', 
As yet we do not know how the coastc:11 middens of 

pl~ces such as Jacobsbaai relate to the inland sites, 
l·J h i C h cl l S 0 

ha v e substantial shell deposits. Nc:,r do we know whether· all o-f 

he sites 1-1e -foun d ar·e contempor·8r·y 1-.., i th one c1.noth£?r, 
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they were all left b~hind by the same people, or whether they 

used seasonally or situationally. In short we 

the sit~s ar·e and we know roughly how big they are; but we dont 

knc. w htm cl d _t hP)L,3f 1w. now much information 

they hold nor haw they relate to one another 

sites. 

and to other known 

point, the South African Museum and UCT An~tomy 

Dr~p::1rtmr.mt c-ollec:tions c1r·e ric:h in human skeletons recovered c1t 

varipus timas and i n various ways from prehistoric sites in the 

Althou~~ we JlJ not notice any signs of human 

r·c;, m.;,.i n~ eroding 01..1t of the shell mi dd£?ns, we believe it ?-l mas t 

cert.:dn that the very considerable volume of Jacobsbaai and 

deposit houses a large number of 

~ c: .:\ l e e ~ r th mo v i n g w i 1 l rev ea 1 and d i st u r · b t he ~ e i n h urn c1 t i on s 

wa must plan for th~ o rder ly and respectful ~ttention 

probc?,bility. 

RECOMMENDATION 

ta this 

We h.:\Ve no doubt that the proposed devel oprnent ~1 ong thC? shon:>s 

of Mc\urit:-:be.c1.i anc1 Jacobsbaai will destroy lc\r·ge qL1~ntities of 

•: ~' 1:..•ldstor1c: shell :"I; 
midden - perhaps ~B much as 2000m~ of as yet 

, unr~searched information on the prehistory of the area. On the 
oth~r 

h~nd we have no doubt that new areas need to be developed, 

that housing ~lonJ Bttractive coastlin~s-will continue to be in 

demand and that some ~ccommodation between cultural resources and 

-fLiture sp,;1r:e r(?quire mEn ts needs to be r-ec?.c-hed, 
The shP.11 middens 

endangered are not only s u bstantial in si:;:e, they canted n 

irruplc\Ce~ble information protected by law and rightly considered 

part of our national common heritage. 

i!.llQ_ 1-2 ~L,g !.iN~_Q.t:t"'r.t ;.1rc:haeolocical 
..,-- I · -. - ·--



2 0-DEC-'91 1 1 : 0 9 UCT . ~- =nt-1ETR ~<' 
ARCH H-'--c---~---------· 

p. 1 4 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

2.Quther n Af r- 1 Cr:\n pr ehi stpr-'6_ 

o{ 
.!:!.G..t.JJ. e ;< ca v a ti 011 s 

fur·thec_ 

!-!!'.:.d)_rlc>O .LQ.aiE . .?. hc\ve e;, tr-il.cted .t_lJ.._~ .l.Qform£-..tJ..Q£1 .t.b.~Y. f:.Q!J_.,tato , 

!,/_Q 1_1:, c 1•~'>!'.E r e c omm fil' d !!'..9 s 1 !e_k_Q.QQ].Y. 1 h aj; .!;t,.g 9J2"-=l;J,w lie< l;> e 

;, ff.Qr-'1 o.Q to arch a eo.l_p_m_,,_ ts to car LI'. OLt t l n ve s ti~.• t i cm_s i.n .to tb.g 

investigc1tion should include the following r 

I 
i ) 

a dating pr-ogramme should be initiated, 

i'SSOCiotion 
with Or J C Vogel of 

prefC?r<Ably in 

laboratory of the CS!R in Pr etoc! ■, so ■ s to est•bllsh the age of 

the radiocorbon dating 

al I sites, 

samples of shellfish, 

j i ) 
t'.\n e:~cavat ion programme is n eed C?d so e1.s to 

;.n c.1 !?l(!di mcn ts for cl.i1c1lysis and interpr·etat1on. 

faunol remains , stone ~rte/acts, 

g 12ner·e1. t e 

th ■ t this would allow us to reconstruct the subsistence patterns, 
soc i al 

organisation and technology of the hunter gathcrC?rs and 

p~storalists who lived in the Saldanha area before the a r rival of 
EuropC?an coloni5ts . 

Ther·e is no daub t 

1 i i > 

a geo-archeeologicaJ programme should be initiated so as 

to in vestigate the relationship between geomor phological feat u,es 

- p ar ticularly old marine features - and archaeologic a l rem~ins. 

In our view this Will shed valuable light on the question of past 

Climates and now ■ lt ■,ed l ■ndsc ■pes of the region - effectJ•eJy 

the en•lronmental fra mewor f; in ,.,hich p, ddscor1c people opera tecJ. 

i V) 

urCJcinc y 

of nn 

a 'hot-line' 

· so that building cont r" ctors cc1n call upon the 

shou ld be established as a matter of 

s~r·vi ces 

unantictp~ted sites or b ur ials. 
C?n c: oun t er· 
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v> finally some thought should be given to th~ 

publicis~tion of the sensitivity of archaeological sites to 

damDge by even small sc~le digging or levelling. Th~re is no 

doubt that most people in South Africa are not particularly aware 

of the fragility of our cultural resources or of the alarming 

rate ~t which they are being destroyed. The establishment of a 

site museum at Jacobsbaai and the provision of educational 

information would help to protect sites generally in the region. 

Report prepared by 

JOHN F'ARt(I NG TON 

C€DRIC POGGENPOEL 

SpBti~l Ar ch~eology Research Unit, Univesity of CBpe Town 

Dece mber 1987, 

,., _, ___ ,,, l : .. •" ... I 
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Mauri o :baai 

Fig. 1. I..ccaticn of archaeol0;rical sites in the Jacobsbaai 
and Maritzbaai area . 
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