Heritage impact Assessmant N1 Upgrads

) EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED UPGRADE OF A
SECTION OF THE N11 NATIONAL ROUTE NORTH OF MOKOPANE, LIMPOPO
PROVINCE

SANRAL to underiake the Basic Assessment for the rehabilitation of the M11 Section 13
from Mokopane (KM 0.0) to (KM 24.1}, ground.

In accordance with Section 38 of the NHRA, an independent heritage consultant was
appointed by $SI Environmental Consultants te conduct a Heritage Impaci Assessment
(HIA) fo determine if any sites, features or objects of cultural heritage significance ocour within
the houndaries of the area where it is planned to upgrade ihe section of the road, as weli as
the various bomow pit areas, to evaluate the potential impacts of the proposed development
on these resources and to recommend mitigation measures to ameliorate any negative
impacts. .

Based on current knowledge, the sites, features and objects known to exist or that are
expected to exist in the study area, are judged to have Grade Il significance and therefore
would not prevent the project from continuing.

However, the following recommendations are made:

¢ One large cemstery was identified to occur adjacent to the road servitude. it therefore
would not be impacted on directly. It is recommended that the area facing the M11 is
demarcated with danger tape in order that accidental damage can be minirised.

« The four identifled bridges show no interesting or unigue technological or engineering
features and no significant event or person could be |inked to them. As they will soon be
60 years old, they will enjoy general protection status under the Heritage Act. 1t is
therefore recommended that they are documented (mapped and photographed) by a
heritage specialist before they are upgraded.

Therefore, from a heritage point of view it is recommended that the proposed development be
allowed to continue. Ii is requested that should archaeclogical sites or graves be exposed
during construction work, it must immediately be reported to a heritage practitioner so that an
investigation and evaluation of the finds can be made.
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+ Infrastructure and industrial heritage

Four bridges were identified along the section of the road that is to be upgraded. All of tham
date to the early 1950s, and would therefore soon have general protection under the Heritage
Act.

NHRA Category | Buildings, structures, places and equipment of cultural significance
Protection status
General Protection - Section 34: Structures older than 60 years

Location [ Mo. 1 - Dorpsrivier [ S24.17251 | E 28.88650
Description

A single span bridge of cast concrete. The bridge deck is supported by a single concrete
column. The abutment and wing walls are all of concrete. The original raillings are still in
place and are now supported by Armco barriers. According to @ panei on the bridge it
dates to 1958,

[ Significance | Medium on a regional level — Grade |l

Mitigation ‘
This bridge shows no interesting or unique technological or engineering features and no
significant event or person could be linked to it. However, as it will soon be 60 years old, it
wilt enjoy_general protection status under the Heritage Act. 1i is therefore recommended
that it is documented {(mapped and photographed) by a heritage specialist before it is
upgraded.

Location [ No. 2 - Rooisloot | S24.23650 | E 28.96373
Description

A single span bridge of cast concrete. The bridge deck is supported by a five concrete
columns. The abutment and wing walls are all of concrete, although the upstream sids of
the walls have been strengthened with stone revetments that were cemented in. The
railings are of prefabricated cement and were probably added at a later date. A date of
1953 was found on cne of the pylons of the bridge.

Significance | High on a regional level — Grade ill

Mitigation
This bridge shows no interesting or unique technological or engineering features and no
significant event or person could be linked to it. However, as it will soon be 60 years od, it
will enjoy general protection status under the Heritage Act. It is therefore recommended
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that it is documented (mapped and photographed)} by a heritage specialist before it is

upgraded.

Location | No. 3 - Dithokeng | S 24.06501 | E 28.97309

Description

A single span bridge of cast concrete. The bridge deck is supporied by two concrete
columns. The abutment and wing walts are all of concrete and some stone revetments
were added to protect them from erosion. The origingl railings are still in place and are
now supported by Armco barriers. A date of 1852 is painted on one of the abutment walls.

Significance | High on a regional level — Grade Il

Mitigation

This bridge shows no interesting or unique techneolegical or engineering features and no
significant event or person could be linked to it. However, as it will soon be B0 years old, it
will enjoy general protection status under the Heritage Act. It is therefore recommended
that it is documented {mapped and photographed} by a heritage specialist before it is
upgraded.

Location | No. 4 - Groot Sandsloof | § 23.99312 | E 28.85990

Description

A single span bridge of cast concrets. The bridge deck is supported by a single concrete
colurnn. The abutment and wing walls are all of concrete. The criginal railings are still in
place and are now supported by Armco barriers. Mo date could be found on this bridge,
but it is assumed fo be in the same time-frame {1950s) as that of the other bridges.
However, it was extensively repaired in the recent past by the adding of large sections of
gabions as revetments. In addition a very large crack was noted on the north-eastern wing
wall.

Significance | High on a regicnal level — Grade Il

Mitigation

This bridge shows no interesting or unique technological or engineering features and no
significant event or person could be linked to it. Howswver, as it will soon be 60 vears oid, it
will enjoy general protection status under the Heritage Act. It is therefore recommended
that it is documented {mapped and photographed) by a heritage specialist before it is
upgraded.
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Fig. 9. The four bridges (clockwise from top left}.

6. SITE SIGNIFICANCE AND ASSESSMENT

6.1 Heritage assessment criteria and grading

The NHRA stpulates the assessment criteria and
following categories are distinguished in Section 7 of #ie Act:

« Grade I: Heritage resources with qualities so, xceptional fhat they are of special national
significance,;

+ Grade |I; Heritage resources which, althgligh forming part of the national estate, can be
considered to have special gualities wiich make them significant within the context of a
province or & region; and

« Grade Ik, Other heritage resourcesvorthy of ¢ ervation on a local authority level.

ade | sigpfficance will demand that the development
der to retaifd these sites in their original state. For Grade
_J-H miiation measures would aliow the development

A\

A matrix was devel the above criteria, as set out in Sections 3{3} and 7 of the
MHRA, No. 25 of /999, pplied for each identified site (see Appendix 1). This allowed
some form of e application of similar values for similar sites. Three categaries
of significan wed: low, medium and high.

The occurrence of sites with 2
activities be drastically altered in
and Grade |l sites, the appli
activities o continue.

‘K\m::mmn i:.mmm resources
nmumm__gﬁ\ according fo NHRA Identification/Description
_u_.._:._wnA protactions (NHRA) .

v_mﬁma:m_ heritage site {Section 27) Mone
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