Ref: HWC 2501 1405

BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT TO NOTICE OF INTENT TO DEVELOP (NID) IN TERMS OF
SECTION 38(8) OF THE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT, 1999 (ACT 25 OF 1999)

EXISTING AND PROPOSED WORKS TO THE GEORGE MUNICIPAL WATER DEPOT ON A PORTION OF
THE REMAINDER OF ERF 464 & ERF 13448 (GEORGE INDUSTRIA), GEORGE DISTRICT AND
MUNICIPALITY

ON BEHALF OF: GEORGE MUNICIPALITY

JANUARY 2025

COPYRIGHT RESERVED

STEFAN DE KOCK
PERCEPTION Planning
7 Imelda Court, 103 Meade Street, George

Cell: 082 568 4719
Fax: 086 510 8357

1
. . . . 1
E-mail: perceptionplanning@gmail.com
www.behance.net/perceptionplanningSA /— -\

PERCEPTION YNNI}

PERCEPTION Planning

URBAN & REGIONAL PLANNING- ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING- HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT & MANAGEMENT


mailto:perceptionplanning@gmail.com
http://www.behance.net/perceptionplanningSA

BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT GEORGE MUNICIPAL WATER DEPOT

CONTENTS

1. INTRODUCTION

2. DESCRIPTION OF STUDY AREA

3. DEVELOPMENT DESCRIPTION

4. HISTORIC BACKGROUND

5. HERITAGE RESOURCES AND ISSUES
5.1 Cultural landscape context

5.2 Archaeology

5.3 Palaeontology

54 Built environment

5.5 Conclusion

6. RECOMMENDATION

ANNEXURES

1. Power of Attorney/ Mandate, SG Diagrams, Title deeds
2. Photographs

3. Site development plan

FIGURES

Locality, sub-regional context
Surrounding context
Topography, cadastral

Site context

Extract from SDP

1919 SG diagram

1936 aerial imagery

1957 aerial imagery

©ONOo Uk WN

ABBREVIATIONS

DEADP -Department of Environmental Affairs & Development Planning (WCG)
DOI - Department of Infrastructure (WCG)

EA — Environmental Authorization

HIA — Heritage Impact Assessment

HWC - Heritage Western Cape

NGSI — National Geo-Spatial Information, Department of Rural Development and Land Reform, Mowlbray
NHRA - National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act 25 of 1999)

PHS — Provincial Heritage Site

SAHRIS — South African Heritage Resources Information System

VIA - Visual Impact Assessment

WCG - Western Cape Government

TSSO NOOALON

- Qe

COVER: Collage of images of the study areaq, surrounds (Author, 2024)

PERCEPTION Planning



BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT GEORGE MUNICIPAL WATER DEPOT

1. INTRODUCTION

PERCEPTION Planning was appointed by Johannes Franciscus Koegelenberg (SA ID 790608 5048 081), on
behalf of George Municipality (being the registered landowner and developer) to submit to Heritage Western
Cape (HWC) a Notice of Intent to Develop (NID) in terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources
Act, 1999 (Act 25 of 1999) in relation to existing and proposed construction and expansion of the George
Water Works Depot on portions of the subject properties. Copies of the Power of Aftorney, Title Deeds and SG
Diagrams are attached as part of Annexure 1.

The cadastral land units subject to this application are as follows:

. Remainder of Erf 464, George, measuring 800 DUM!, registered to George Municipality, held under Title
Deed No. T39662/2001, and situated within the George District and Municipality, Western Cape.

. Erf 13448 (George Industria), measuring 867m?, registered to George Municipality, held under title deed
no. T 55190/1987, and situated within the George District and Municipality, Western Cape?. (Unregistered
erven, copy of title deed not available as erf never transferred).

2. DESCRIPTION OF STUDY AREA

The broader study area forms part of the George Municipality Civil Engineering Services Water Depot and is
situated +2.1km southeast of the George historic fown centre, £2km north of the N2 National Road and within
the established George Industria area (Figure 1). The broader study area includes a largely undeveloped
(albeit formerly transformed) river corridor, completely hemmed in by established industrial areas (Figure 2).
The topography of the areais illustrated through Figure 3.
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IEigure 1: Broader study area location within sub-regional context (GoogleEarth, 2024 as edited).
The proposed development area (+ 8,042m? in extent)? (Figure 4) is located on the northern portion of the
broader study area and forms part of a levelled and highly transformed urban (industrial) landscape, having
been utilised for a range of municipal services over several decades. Gradual expansion (e.g. additional
clearing, earthworks and development activities) since £2006. More recent, rapid expansion of George has
led to the need for further expansion of existing municipal facilities, including development of a water depot
(storerooms, workshops, office building and associated services), thus leading to a voluntary rectification/

! Deeds.gov.za. (2023).
2 Deeds Office records accessed 291 November 2024

3 Gross Building Area, Schenk Architects, 2024
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approval process in terms of $24 of the NEMA for existing and proposed works as outlined in further details
below.

3l

, as edited).
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Figure 3: Existing fopography (Elsenburg.com, 2023)

Existing vehicular accesses to the proposed development area are via Clay Road (from the west) and Brick
Road/ Nywerheid Street (from the north) and the entire study area is zoned “Undetermined” in terms of the
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George Zoning Scheme Bylaw (2023). During fieldwork undertaken on 15t November 2024 it was noted that
substantial construction works are underway, some of which have been completed. The entire surface area of
the proposed development area has already been transformed, contains no buildings older than 60 years (or
any other structures that may be considered of cultural significance), mature frees or other significant
vegetation. Open areas directly south of the proposed development areaq, surrounded by perimeter fencing,

used for storage of euimer];r%ond infrastructure (Fi‘/preé .

< B
A

~
~
Yoo
~
s
~
-

~

amEey
- S

U legend .
* 'Broader Study area N
Propose lopment ar
rgpo:gg ieve opmfn qref;. /- ) .
_j. Watercourse'(approx) YR o mae \ D 8
G2 I ‘Eik

A : -~ " RN, A ‘ NS P \ P
Figure 4: Proposed development site in relation to the broader study area (GoogleEarth, 2024 as edited).

Photographs of the study area and its direct environs are attached to this report as Annexure 2.

3. DEVELOPMENT DESCRIPTION

According to information made available the subject study area, being a portion of the Remainder of Erf 464,
George (i.e. original George Commonage) is approximately 462,985 m2in size. It is proposed that this portion of
land (i.e. the study area) would be subdivided from the Remainder of Erf 464 and consolidated with Erf 13448,
George to create a new erf, the land use planning application of which will follow in due course.

George Municipality’s Civil Engineering Services Depot is located on the above portion of Erf 464 as well as Erf
13448, George. Existing buildings on the subject portion of Erf 464 and Erf 13448, accrues to a total coverage of
approximately 6,067m? with an additional 1,809m?2 currently under construction. According to a site
development plan prepared by Schenk Architects (DWG M002 dated 28t June 2024) (Annexure 3, Figure 5),
existing and proposed development includes eight separate buildings (two buildings of which are currently
under construction), together with association engineering services and infrastructure (see Table 1).

Building Description of use Constructed | Extent (m?)
No.
1 Offices Yes 208
2 Offices Yes 280
3 Offices, Covered store area Yes 731
4 Offices, Covered store area Yes 797
5 Offices Yes 1,147
6 Proposed Offices Underway 375
7 Proposed new GM Water Depot Underway 1,434
8 Existing Electro-Technical Department Yes 2,904
Total Gross Building Area 8,042

Table 1: Summary of GBA (Schenk Architects, 2024 as edited).
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AREA SCHEDULE

PORTION OF ERF 464

TR e

Figure 5 Extract from cropped Site Development Plan (Schenk Architects, 2024 as edited).

From the information available, proposed new paved areas, parking, yard space, stormwater attenuation
pond and other landscaped areas are not included in the stated Gross Building Area of 8,042m? and the total
development footprint would therefore exceed this area. The current size of the disturbed area on the portion
of Erf 464, as indicated on the Site Development Plan, is approximately 96,531 m2. The maximum size of the
disturbed area, including any future development, is £136,945 m?2.

4. HISTORIC BACKGROUND

George Town was established on land registered as a loan farm in 1760 named *‘Post Rivier' in favour of Koert
Grobbelaart. Jan Coetsee (Koert Grobbelaar's stepson) extended the lease until 1782 at which fime Jan
Coetsee died®. In 1777 the Dutch East India Company (DEIC) had decided to establish a new Company Post
to monitor the felling of indigenous woods. The DEIC annexed the farm Post Rivier to further establish the
boundaries of the woodcutter’s post. Though George was established as a fown in 1811, the first freeholds
within the town were only granted in 1814 by which time the initial town grid had been laid out. It has not been
established which surveyor was responsible for the layout of the town but appears to have been Sgt. Petersen.
The basic layout of the town, possibly drafted with some assistance from Van Kervel, is similar to the town of
Uitenhage although with various improvements. The layout consisted of two parallel streets, namely York Street
(£60m wide but increasing to £100m width at the top end) and a second, being the narrower Meade Street.

York and Meade Streets run info a cross street (Courtenay Street) in which the main public buildings dating
back to the early Colonial Period were situated. Systematic expansion of this early grid only followed much
later (c. 1850's) and included further street blocks added to the east and south of Meade Street. Note that
Albert Street (now Nelson Mandela Boulevard) was originally named “Adderley Street” in the earliest (1812,
1875) town layouts and diagrams.

From a colonial perspective, the entire study area forms part of the original George Town Commonage,
surveyed and framed during August 1919¢ by surveyor Dumbleton. The location of the broader study area
within the context of an extract from the original 1919 diagram is reflected in Figure 6.

4 Cape Archives (CAJRLR 15/2 pg 511
5> CA MOOC8/18.4%a
6 SG Diagram 4467/1919
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Figure 6: Location of broader study area within context of 1919 survey diagram for the beorge Commonage (SGO, as

edited).

From a colonial perspective, basic historical background research did not identify or highlight significant
heritage-related themes pertinent to the subject study area that would be impacted through the proposal
and/ or necessitate further detailed archival research.

5. HERITAGE RESOURCES AND ISSUES

5.1 Cultural landscape context
Analysis of the earliest available high resolution aerial photography (1936 and 1957) for the area was found
useful fo identify and provide a basic understanding of traditional (Pre-Modern) landscape patterns on and
within the direct environs of the study area as summarised below (Figures 7 and 8).

Aerial survey 114 of 1936:

The early, sparsely developed urban grid (present George South) noted to the northwest.

Early alignment of the Sandkraal road noted northeast of the study area.

First industrial development noted north of the study area - bound by the railway line and Sandkraal
road.

Fichat Street and former Adderley Street (later renamed Sandkraal Road, now Nelson Mandela
Boulevard) connected the urban grid and developing industrial area east of the railway line.

Significant disturbance of northern section of the subject proposed development area already evident.
No early sfructures noted within proposed development area. A single building occurred along the
eastern periphery of the broader study area

Image predates construction of Union Street.

Aerial survey 403 of 1957:

Housing development dominates the eastern periphery of the urban grid (both sides of Hope Street
corridor) just northwest of the study area.

Alignment of Sandkraal Road (presently Nelson Mandela Blvd) prominent consistent with its role as
primary movement system connecting the town and Sandkraal farms to the south.

Some expansion of the industrial development noted north of the study area — bound by the railway line
and along Sandkraal Road.

Several buildings evident within the study area as well as the proposed development site. The single
building noted in the 1936 along the eastern periphery of the broader study area remains.
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Figure 8: Study area within context of 1957 aerial imagery. (403_07_3268, NGSI as edited).

Early municipal sewage treatment facility (2) noted along the southwest boundary of the study area with

access via a railway crossing at present day Union Street (This image also predates construction of Union
Street though the alignment of an informal road is evident).
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. Substantial iregular earthworks and fairly deep excavations evident across the proposed development
site and its direct proximity.

. Fichat Street railway line crossing closed.

. Significant disturbance of northern section of the subject proposed development area already evident.

. No early sfructures noted within proposed development area. A single building occurred along the
eastern periphery of the broader study area.

Given the extent of urban industrial development on and around the proximity of the study area, no early
fraditional landscape patterns of cultural significance remain.

Archaeology

Pre-colonial archaeology: The closest Provincial Heritage Site (Grade ll) to the study area is Herold's Bay Cave,
some 6.7km to the south-west. It was gazefted in 1979 because of its palaeontological significance,
anthropogenic sediments, remains of a speleothem and remnants of a Last Interglacial Beach. Various
archaeologists (Kaplan 2005; Dreyer 2006 & Nilssen 2009) have commented on the steep cliffs along the coast
between Mossel Bay and George and numerous caves, some with significant MSA material, have been
reported. The CTS Heritage Screener (2019) repeats the importance of the coastal strip, noting the stone tools
found at the Blougat River mouth. However, these caves are difficult to reach, and Kaplan (2007) has
commented that most significant sites occur within 300m of the high-water mark.

In general, archaeological studies which have been conducted in the interior around George, have reported
scattered surface distributions of ESA artefacts as well as smaller numbers of MSA stone artefacts. No
observations were made of LSA sites in the area. Kaplan (2007) commented that artefact density is very low
away from the coastal margin. No artefacts were observed at the George Country Club (Kaplan 2002), or at
Buffelsfontein near Herold's Bay (Kaplan 2007).

Scatters of ESA and MSA artefacts were observed on the farm Hooge Kraal and the catchment of the
Maalgate River (i.e. Lagoon Lifestyle Estate) (Kaplan 2005) and at Oubaai Golf estate and the ‘Brink’ (a
residential development) near Herold's Bay. Artefacts were made on local quartzite, included side-struck
flakes, prepared flakes, large chunks, flaked cobbles, hammerstones, a cleaver and at least two bifacial
flaked handaxes. They occurred in disturbed and degraded areas. Nilssen (2009) too surveyed a portion of
Hooge Kraal 238 (8km to the south-west) noting the impenetrable vegetation. He noted that the remains are
dominated by ESA material located in and under ancient dune sands. These included handaxes, cleavers,
cores, hammerstones, choppers, etc. The steeper slopes to the south were dominated by a range of Middle
Stone Age (MSA) artefacts on quartzite and quartz.

Dreyer (2006) surveyed Ballots Bay on the Farm Sand Kraal 197, and he reported on a collection of ESA hand
axes (from the illustration there are at least 8 handaxes) and a smaller assemblage of flaked tools which
resemble MSA artefacts (from the illustrations these include broken blades and flakes) from the same source.
The source of the raw material is likely the locally derived quartzite from the beach. A study in the Pacaltsdorp
area by Webley (2022), has confirmed the presence of caves and rock shelters in the Skaapkop River, some
with rock art.

Historical Archaeology: No historical archaeology has been undertaken in the area, but Orton & Hart (2011)
did develop a conservation management plan for some late 18t /early 19t century ruined buildings at Tyolora,
to the south-east of George.

Graves: During an archaeological survey around Blanco for a new substation and powerlines, (ACO
Associates for Vidamemoria 2015) recorded two graveyards and more are likely to occur around small
settlements. No burial grounds are known to occur within the study area or its proximity.

Comments on Potential Archaeological Impacts:

It seems unlikely that any significant artefact material will be identified in the study area. Scatters of ESA and/or
MSA material are possible but are likely to be of low significance. Caves/rock shelters do occur in rock
outcrops along the lower reaches of the Gwayang River, near the coast and it is possible that some may be
found higher up the river valleys as well. However, the study area is well removed from these sites. Historic
aerial imagery shows extensive and fairly deep earthworks and excavations across much of the proposed
development site, which would have destroyed any archaeological occurrence, if any existed. No further
archaeological investigation is therefore recommended in this instance.

If any human remains or significant archaeological materials are exposed during development activities, then
the find should be protected from further disturbance and work in the immediate area should be halted and
Heritage Western Cape must be notified immediately. These heritage resources are protected by Section
36(3)(a) and Section 35(4) of the NHRA (Act 25 of 1999) respectively and may not be damaged or disturbed in
any way without a permit from the heritage authorities. Any work in mitigation, if deemed appropriate, should

PERCEPTION Planning



BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT GEORGE MUNICIPAL WATER DEPOT

53

54

5.5

be commissioned, and completed before construction continues in the affected area and will be at the
expense of the developer. The above recommendations should be included in the Environmental
Management Program (EMPr) for the proposed development.

Palaeontology

According fo SAHRIS Palaeontological sensitivity mapping the entfire study area forms part of an area
highlighted as being of no palaeontological sensitivity (grey) where “no further palaeontological studies are
required”.

Built environment
No historic or any other structures of cultural significance were noted during fieldwork.

Conclusion

The proposal relates to existing and proposed construction of crucial municipal engineering infrastructure,
which is urgently required to effectively and proactively support increasing demands for engineering services
as a result of rapid urban development with George. The study area forms part of the original George
Commonage, substantial portions of which have been used for municipal service delivery over many
decades. It is presently surrounded by established industrial development. Furthermore, much of the proposed
development site had been disturbed through substantial earthworks and excavations in the past.

From the assessment it is evident that the study area and its surrounds have been completely fransformed
through modern human settlement and that no heritage resources of cultural significance are likely to be
negatively impacted through implementation of the proposal.

RECOMMENDATION

Having regard to the above assessment it is our view that the proposal would not impact on any heritage
resource of cultural significance and that no further heritage-related studies would be warranted in this
instance.

PERCEPTION Planning
15t January 2025

STEFAN DE KOCK
Hons: TRP(SA) EIA Mgmt (IRL) Pr PIn PHP
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APPLICATION FORM
NOTIFICATION FOR INTENT TO DEVELOP (NID)

Section38(1)-and-Section 38(8)

Completion of this form is required by Heritage Western Cape for the initiation of all impact assessment processes
under Section 38 (1) & (8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA).

As per Section 38(1)(e) of the NHRA, submission of the NID must be initiated at the earliest stage of development.
Should the development trigger any other legislation, practitioners may submit the NID without formal submission
to other statutory bodies in order to comply with the NHRA.

This form is to be read in conjunction with the HWC Notification of Intent to Develop, Heritage Impact Assessment,
(Pre-Application), Basic Assessment Reports, Scoping Reports and Environmental Impact Assessments.

All sections of the form must be completed in order to deem the application to be complete.

Making an incorrect statement or providing incorrect information may result in all or part of the application having
to be reconsidered by HWC in the future, or submission of a new application.

HERITAGE WESTERN CAPE REFERENCE NO., AS PROVIDED DURING SCRUTINY:

HWC 2501 1405

SECTION A

APPLICATION MADE IN TERMS OF:

Section 38(1) of the NHRA (This development will not require a NEMA application)
Section 38(8) of the NHRA (This development requires an application with another authority)

Amendment of approved Site Development Plan (SDP) for endorsement. Endorsements are only reviewed
upon submission of an assessment by the heritage practitioner confirming heritage design indicators as
approved are not compromised by the revision

Advice in terms of Section 38(1)

APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LEGISLATION:

Specify the authorised department that makes the final decision in terms of NEMA (National Environmental Act.),
i.e. Department of Mineral Resources, Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning Western

Cape, Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment etc.: DEADP
Reference number of authority / government department: Not yet avdilable
Present phase at which the process with that authority stands: Application to be submitted

Form B - Section 38 Notification of Intent to Develop (NID) - April 2023 Page 1 of 6



PREVIOUS HWC APPLICATIONS APPLICABLE TO THE SITE AND OR DEVELOPMENT

Provide detdils of any previous applications submitted to HWC on the site.

\ 1/
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HWC Reference No. NHBA Summary of Proposal
Section

Application Status
(Approved, Not
Approved, Pending)

Permit /
Record of
Decision

Date

N/A

SECTION B

DETAILS OF SITE, PROPERTY OR PLACE

Physical address or Location (e.g., of the R44): off Rand Street/ Foundry Street, George Industria

Erf or Farm Name and No. (including the name of the site): __Portion of Remainder of Erf 464, George (¥136,948m?)

Coordinates for logical center point (WGS84): 33° 58'43.36" S; 22°27' 48.14" E

Town: George District / Municipality: George District and Municipality

Property Extent: _as per above Current land Use: __Industrial

Current zoning: Undetermined Zone

Predominant land uses of surrounding properties: __Industrial, Public Open Space

SECTION C

APPLICANT / AUTHORISED AGENT - Detdails of person to receive Record of Decision

Name: Stéfan de Kock

Company: Perception Planning (duly appointed agent pise see Power of Attorney attached)

Address and postal code: PO Box 9995, George, 6530

Cellular phone number: 082 568 4719
E-maiil: perceptionplanning@gmail.com

Signature: 7@ i Date:

15th January 2025

Form B - Section 38 Notification of Intent to Develop (NID) - April 2023

Page 2 of 6
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REGISTERED OWNER OF PROPERTY

Name: _ Johannes Franciscus Koegelenberg, on behalf of George Municipality (being the registered land
owner)

Identity number of applicant: (SA 790608 5048 081)
Address and postal code: N/A
Cellular phone number: N/A
E-mail: N/A

PLEASE SEE POWER OF ATTORNEY ATTACHED HERETO.

Declaration: |, am fully aware of this application and accept its
contents and declare that | intend to undertake the actions as proposed in this application.

Signature: Date:

SECTION D

DETAIL OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Provide a full description of the nature and extent of the proposed development.

Existing and Proposed expansion works to George Municipality Water Depot. Kindly refer to Background
Information Document for comprehensive description.

DEVELOPMENT DETAILS - Indicate which sections of the NHRA, or other legislation which requires a NID

PLEASE TICK THE APPROPRIATE BOX

\ Section 38(1)(a) Construction of a road, wall, powerline, pipeline, canal or other similar form of linear
development or barrier over 300m in length.

Section 38(1)(b) Construction of a bridge or similar structure exceeding 50m in length.

Section 38(1)(c) Any development or activity that will change the character of a site:

V| (i) exceeding 5 000m? in extent.

(ii) involving three or more existing erven or subdivisions thereof.

(i) involving three or more erven or divisions thereof which have been consolidated within the past five
years.

Form B - Section 38 Notification of Intent to Develop (NID) - April 2023 Page 3 of 6
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*If (i), (i) and/or (iii) are marked above, describe how the development will change the character of the

site

Section 38(1)(d) Rezoning of a site exceeding 10 000m? in exftent.

Other triggers e.g., in terms of other legislation (NEMA, etc.) — Describe the details:

Existing works triggered a Sec 24G NEMA process and further (proposed) works are incorporated into

said NEMA process, which is currently underway

ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST AND/ OR VALUE OF DEVELOPMENT UPON COMPLETION: R

SECTION E

PROVIDE A SHORT HISTORY OF THE SITE, PROPERTY OR PLACE - Include sources where applicable

Kindly refer to Background Information Document for comprehensive description.

ANTICIPATED IMPACTS ON HERITAGE RESOURCES

Section 3 of the NHRA sefs out the following categories of heritage resources as forming part of the national
estate. Please indicate the known presence of any of these by checking the box alongside and then providing a
description of each occurrence, including nature, location, size, type

Failure to provide sufficient detail or to anticipate the likely presence of heritage resources on the site may lead to
a request for more detailed specialist information.

IDENTIFICATION OF ALL HERITAGE RESOURCES ON THE SITE, PROPERTY OR PLACE AND ITS ENVIRONMENTS

Please indicate where applicable:

Places, buildings, structures, and equipment of cultural significance:
Descriptfion of Heritage Resource: None

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: No impact

Places to which oral traditions are attached or which are associated with living heritage:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Places to which oral traditions are attached or which are associated with living heritage:

Form B - Section 38 Notification of Intent to Develop (NID) - April 2023 Page 4 of 6
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Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Historical settlements and townscapes:
Description of Heritage Resource: None

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Landscapes and natural features of cultural significance:
Description of Heritage Resource: None

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Geological resources of scientific or cultural significance:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Archaeological resources - Incl. archaeological sites and material, rock art, battlefields, and wrecks etc.:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Palaeontological resources - i.e., fossils, geological formations etc.:
Description of Heritage Resource: None

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Graves and burial grounds - e.g.: ancestral graves, graves of victims of conflict, historical graves, cemeteries
etc.:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Sites of significance relating to the history of slavery in South Africa:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None

Other heritage resources:
Description of Heritage Resource: None known

Descriptions of Heritage Impact: None
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PROVIDE A SUMMARY OF THE ANTICIPATED IMPACTS ON HERITAGE RESOURCES

Kindly refer to Background Information Document for comprehensive description

L

SECTION F

RECOMMENDATION

In your opinion, do you believe that a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) is required?

Yes v No

Specialist studies to be provided as part of the HIA:

Architectural (i.e., fabric analysis, historical analysis, material analysis etc.)

Archaeological Impact Assessment

Paleontological Impact Assessment

Townscape Assessment

Cultural Assessment

Social Historical Study

Visual Impact Assessment

Other:

Recommendations made by: Stéfan de Kock

Capacity: Heritage Practitioner

PLEASE NOTE

Any further studies which HWC requires should be submitted in the form of a single, consolidated report with a
single set of recommendations. Specialist studies must be incorporated in full, either as chapters of the report, or
as annexures thereto.

Please refer to the Guidelines for Heritage Impact Assessments required in terms of Section 38 of the National
Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999).

Applications are considered to be public documents and are open to public scrutiny. Should you wish for your
application to be kept confidential, please motivate your request on a separate sheet attached to your
application form.

For applications that are granted confidentiality, this confidentiality will be limited to one year (12 months).

applications that are granted confidentiality, this confidentiality will be limited to one year (12 months).
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