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BANNA BA PIFHU PART 2 AMENDMENT: REVIEW OF EXISTING SPECIALIST WORK AND CONSIDERATION OF 
OTHER HERITAGE RESOURCES 
 
Dear Aneesah 
 
This letter is compiled in support of a Part 2 Amendment, and complies with the requirements of Appendix 
6 of the NEMA, 1998 as amended, for the authorised Banna ba Pifhu Wind Farm (BWF) and Grid Connection, 
located 3 km south of Humansdorp, Eastern Cape (Figure 1). The facility was originally authorised on 21 July 
2014 (DFFE Reference No. 12/12/20/2289) but the Environmental Authorisation (EA) has since been 
amended (DFFE Reference No. 12/12/20/2289/AM1 and 12/12/20/2289/AM2). The grid connection was 
originally authorised on 21 July 2014 (DEFF Reference No. 12/12/20/2289/1) with its EA also having been 
subsequently amended (DFFE Reference No. 12/12/20/2289/1/AM1 and 12/12/20/2289/1/AM2). 
 
Due to improvements in technology and the need to include a battery energy storage system, the applicant, 
Banna ba Pifhu Wind Farm (RF) (Pty) Ltd, is now applying to amend the project description and the 
environmental authorisation. The table below shows the existing specifications and the proposed changes. 
 

Aspect Authorised Specification Proposed Specification 

Wind Farm 

Maximum Generation Capacity 30.6 MW Up to 40,5 MW 

Hub Height 80 m - 105 m Up to 150 m 

Rotor Diameter 90 m - 117 m Up to 190 m 

Blade Length Not specified in EA but can be cal-
culated as 45 m – 58.5 m 

 

Number of Turbines 13 Up to 8 to be authorised and up to 7 to be 
constructed 

Substation location  On-site - connection via existing 66 
kV Melkhout / St Francis overhead 
powerline, passes through the site 

New location: On-site - connection via ex-
isting 66 kV Melkhout / St Francis over-
head powerline, passes through the site  

Grid connection length Approximately 1 km Approximately 1.2 km 

Grid connection substation 100 m x 100 m New location: 100 m x 100 m 

Site Boundary Portion 1 of Farm No. 868  
Portion 2 of Diep Rivier No. 689  
Portion 15 of Diep Rivier No. 689  

No change 

mailto:AneesahA@arcusconsulting.co.za


 
ASHA Consulting (Pty) Ltd 
Reg. no.: 2013/220482/07 | Directors: Jayson Orton & Carol Orton 
40 Brassie Street, Lakeside, 7945 | T: 021 788 1025 | C: 083 272 3225 
Jayson@asha-consulting.co.za | Carol@asha-consulting.co.za | www.asha-consulting.co.za 

Aspect Authorised Specification Proposed Specification 

Wind Farm 

Remainder of Geelhouteboom No. 
688 

Size of Site (ha) 1140 ha No change 

Gravel Access Roads Wider than 4 m Approximately 12 m wide during construc-
tion and rehabilitated to approximately 6 
m wide during operations 

Concrete Foundations Approximately 20 m x 20 m at a 
maximum depth of 3 m 

Approximately 1500 square meters in to-
tal and will be reinforced concrete foun-
dations to support the turbine towers 

BESS - Approximately 100m x 100m  

 
The author 
 
Dr Jayson Orton has an MA (UCT, 2004) and a D.Phil (Oxford, UK, 2013), both in archaeology, and has been 
conducting Heritage Impact Assessments and archaeological specialist studies in South Africa (primarily in 
the Western Cape and Northern Cape provinces) since 2004 (please see curriculum vitae included as 
Appendix 1). He has also conducted research on aspects of the Later Stone Age in these provinces and 
published widely on the topic. He is an accredited heritage practitioner with the Association of Professional 
Heritage Practitioners (APHP; Member #43) and also holds archaeological accreditation with the Association 
of Southern African Professional Archaeologists (ASAPA) CRM section (Member #233) as follows: 

• Principal Investigator: Stone Age, Shell Middens & Grave Relocation; and 
• Field Director:  Colonial Period & Rock Art. 

 
Heritage process to date 
 
After previously commencing the amendment process the client elected to alter the project description 
further (the abovementioned changes reflect the latest project description for which authorisation is sought). 
The new archaeological study had already been completed (Binneman 2019) but, for reasons unknown, the 
consultant was unable to continue the project and alter the report to assess the most recent project update. 
The original report Binneman, 2012 was conducted by the same specialist. A palaeontological assessment 
was also carried out for the original assessment (Almond 2012) and has not been updated. These three 
reports were made available to the current specialist for review and are as follows: 
 
Binneman, J. 2012. Environmental Impact Assessment for the proposed Banna ba Pifhu Wind Energy Project 

near Humansdorp, Eastern Cape: draft environmental impact assessment. Impact on Archaeology. 
Unpublished report prepared for CSIR. Jeffreys Bay: Eastern Cape Heritage Consultants. 

Almond, J. 2012. Environmental Impact Assessment for the proposed Banna ba Pifhu Wind Energy Project 
near Humansdorp, Eastern Cape: draft environmental impact assessment. Impact on Palaeontology. 
Unpublished report prepared for CSIR. Cape Town: Natura Viva cc. 

Binneman, J. 2019. An archaeological assessment of the proposed amendments to turbine specifications and 
the updated layout of turbine locations of the Banna ba Pifhu Wind Energy Facility near Humansdorp 
in the Kouga Local Municipality of the Eastern Cape Province. Jeffreys Bay: Eastern Cape Heritage 
Consultants. 

 
The original assessment was based on a field survey, but no further fieldwork was undertaken during 
compilation of the 2019 amendment report. The survey methodology was described as follows 
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(Binneman 2012:11-3) “The proposed Banna Ba Pifhu Wind Energy site has been investigated by two people 
both by vehicle and on foot. It was not feasible to do a complete survey due to the very large size of the 
property and the dense grass cover. A layout map for the proposed locations was available at the start of the 
survey. This enabled us to follow the well-developed network of farm tracks throughout the area in a vehicle 
and to survey transects on foot from the tracks. In this way most of the area and proposed locations were 
investigated.” 
 
However, no GPS tracks were provided in the reporting so the actual extent of the survey is unknown. The 
restriction posed by dense grass cover was emphasised. Such restrictions are typical of surveys along the 
south coast where much land has been transformed for livestock grazing. 
 
The Binneman (2012) report states on page 11-3: “This report is a phase 1 archaeological heritage impact 
assessment/investigation only and does not include or exempt other required heritage impact assessments (see 
below)” and on page 11-5 “The National Heritage Resources Act (Act No. 25 of 1999, section 35) (see Appendix 
11.2) requires a full Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) in order that all heritage resources, that is, all places or 
objects of aesthetics, architectural, historic, scientific, social, spiritual linguistic or technological value or 
significance are protected. Thus any assessment should make provision for the protection of all these heritage 
components, including archaeology, shipwrecks, battlefields, graves, and structures older than 60 years, living 
heritage, historical settlements, landscapes, geological sites, palaeontological sites and objects.” 
 
Terms of reference 
 
Given the unusual circumstances described above, ASHA Consulting was asked to: 

1. Conduct a new site visit to check the new turbine layout; 
2. Review the existing heritage reports in light of the newly proposed changes to the project 

description;; 
3. Review other aspects of heritage to determine whether any other potential heritage impacts not 

previously assessed might be relevant to this impact assessment; 
4. Determine whether the impact assessment ratings are appropriate to the final project description 

and provide new ratings if required; and 
5. Formulate consolidated recommendations pertaining to all heritage resources as necessary. 

 
Methodology 
 
The previous reporting was consulted in order to become familiar with the project and any heritage thus far 
recorded in the study area. A site visit was then carried out with all heritage and the surrounding area 
photographed. This was done by archaeologist Dr Peter Nilssen on 27 and 28 December 2021. The field data 
and photographs were then considered against the development proposal. It was determined that there 
would not be any significant heritage concerns and that a letter rather than a full report would be suitable to 
support the amendment application. 
 
Existing heritage reports 
 
Binneman’s (2012) study was clearly constrained by the dense grass cover. He did, however, record some 
Early Stone Age (ESA) and Middle Stone Age (MSA) artefacts in and around the study area. The later report 
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(Binneman 2019) relied on the earlier work and, understandably, presented the same recommendations. 
These were that no mitigation was required, but should any archaeological materials or human remains be 
discovered during development, then work should cease and the find be reported for further study as may 
be required. 

• Because no specific known archaeological sites or occurrences are affected by the latest layout and 
associated project changes, these recommendations could probably continue to apply to the latest 
changes. 

Almond (2012) did not conduct a site visit because the surface cover of soil and grass meant that a site 
inspection would be of no value. The nature of palaeontological resources is such that assessments usually 
apply fairly equally across a larger area, depending on the bedrocks present. In this instance rocks of the 
Ceres Subgroup of the Bokkeveld Formation underlie the entire study area. The extensive deformation and 
weathering present are expected to have destroyed the majority of the fossil content such that the study 
area can be considered to be of very low palaeontological sensitivity. Almond (2012) did not propose any 
pre-construction mitigation but noted that if any fossils were found during development then these would 
need to be protected and reported for further evaluation and mitigation as may be necessary. 

• Because the very low palaeontological sensitivity applies throughout the study area, the existing 
recommendations can apply equally to the latest project changes. 

Heritage review 
 
The aspects of heritage considered relevant to the Banna ba Pifhu Wind Farm study area and which should 
be covered in a S.38(8) heritage impact assessment are as follows: 

• Archaeology; 
• Palaeontology; 
• Graves; 
• Built environment; and 
• Cultural landscape (both precolonial and historical). 

These various aspects are considered below and include input from the new fieldwork carried out. 
 
Archaeology 
The new fieldwork (Figure 2) has supported the conclusions of the earlier work in that only scattered stone 
artefacts pertaining to the ESA and/or MSA were located. There was no obvious suggestion that a dense 
artefact-bearing gravel deposit was present anywhere on the site. While it is noted that the turbine layout 
was slightly altered after the site visit, the observations made are such that they can apply across the entire 
study area. It is thus the opinion of the present specialist that the existing 2012 and 2019 archaeological 
reports are sufficient to meet the needs of the amendment application. Under the circumstances (i.e. poor 
ground visibility), nothing more could have been done. No further work is required. 
 
Palaeontology 
It is the opinion of the present specialist that the existing 2012 palaeontological report is sufficient to meet 
the needs of the amendment application and that no further work is required. 
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Graves 
Graves were not specifically covered in the archaeological reports. Unmarked precolonial graves can occur 
almost anywhere where the substrate is suitable for hand excavation. The study area and all of the proposed 
project footprint is previously ploughed land. It is very likely that if any graves were present at the depth 
expected for precolonial graves then they would have been ploughed up in the past. It is clear that no farm 
graveyards will be affected by the project. Graves are thus of no further concern to this project and no further 
work is required. 
 
Built heritage 
Several farm buildings occur in the vicinity of the study area with a few being within its boundary. 
Additionally, the central street grid of the town of Humansdorp (established in 1849; Fransen 2006) lies just 
3.3 km from the nearest turbine. Although no direct impacts to any structures would occur, contextual 
impacts to significant historical structures can be an issue in some instances. Figure 3 shows all structures 
that are at least 61 years of age located within about 2 km of the proposed facility. Structures more than 60 
years old are considered heritage resources. The structure in very close proximity to the turbines were all 
visited during the site inspection and none were found to be of any great heritage significance (Figure 4). 
From other experience in the area (Orton 2020a) there seem to be very few built structures of high 
significance. The town of Humansdorp is unremarkable in terms of its built heritage and is not even described 
by Fransen (2006). No buildings were listed by Fransen (2004), although several from surrounding towns have 
been. The southern margin of Humansdorp is generally quite modern (Figure 5) and it is assumed here that 
no contextual impacts to significant heritage structures in Humansdorp will occur. Given the many other wind 
energy facilities in the area (Figure 6), it seems unlikely that seven or eight new turbines would have much 
impact on anything except the very nearest structures. The project design has resulted in all turbines being 
at least 0.5 km from all buildings and this is likely to be sufficient to avoid significant impacts. The eastern 
facility access road passes within 50 m of an historical house and 30 m of its outbuilding (Figure 7) but, aside 
from the construction traffic that will pass by during the construction period, the road would be relatively 
unobtrusive and would not be unlike farm roads expected to be found in rural areas. This is thus not 
considered significant. 
 
Cultural landscape 
There are two aspects to the cultural landscape. One is the precolonial landscape which was dealt with by 
Binneman (2012, 2019). He notes that the cultural landscape has been impacted by agriculture in the past 
and more recently by the construction of several wind energy facilities in the surrounding area. He notes that 
the most significant precolonial cultural landscape is located within 5 km of the coast and that that of the 
study area is of low archaeological sensitivity. He discusses impacts to ‘sense of place’ which, in the present 
author’s opinion and within the study area, relates more strongly to the historical than the precolonial 
cultural landscape. Binneman (2012) notes that the coastal landscape is of far higher cultural significance, 
especially the dune area (e.g. Binneman 2001, 2005; Orton 2020), than areas more than about 5 km inland. 
From a precolonial point of view, this is undoubtedly the case. Of direct relevance to the study area, though, 
is the agricultural landscape which has aesthetic, historical and social significance. Binneman (2012, 2019) 
pointed out that the other wind energy facilities then (i.e. in 2012) proposed in the area would compromise 
the cultural landscape and ‘sense of place’. Several of these facilities have been constructed and the 
Humansdorp area is now very strongly characterised by the ‘electrical cultural landscape’ layer that is visible 
from most vantage points in the area (Figure 6). 
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A map showing areas of heritage sensitivity is shown in Figure 8. 
 
Impact assessment 
 
Binneman (2012: table 11-1) determined that the impacts to archaeological heritage would be of low 
significance. He rated the impacts to the cultural landscape as being of medium significance. His later report 
(Binneman 2019) supported the earlier ratings with no changes. Almond (2012) rated the potential impacts 
to palaeontology as being of low significance. 
 
From Binneman’s (2012) work, the new survey, and the surveys of others in the area (e.g. Binneman 2011; 
Nilssen 2016, 2019a, 2019b, 2019c; Orton 2020; Van Rhyneveld 2010) it seems appropriate that 
archaeological impacts for the revised layout are equally likely to be of low significance both before and after 
mitigation. The rating is thus supported. Buried resources of high significance can be located beneath the 
cover sands as, for example, at Plettenberg Bay where an archaeological mitigation program was carried out 
to rescue buried ESA materials (Orton & Bloackwood 2018). Given that Almond’s (2012) rating of 
palaeontological impacts would apply throughout the site, his assignation of low significance for impacts to 
palaeontology both before and after mitigation is also considered appropriate for the new layout and new 
associated infrastructure. The rating is thus supported. Although Binneman (2012) assessed the potential 
impacts to the cultural landscape as being of medium significance both before and after mitigation, based on 
the large number of wind turbines that have subsequently been constructed in the wider area (Figure 4), a 
rating of low significance may even now be more appropriate, both for the precolonial and historical 
agricultural landscapes. Binneman (2012) notes the potential for increasing cumulative impacts to the 
cultural landscape and this will continue to be the case. 
 
Impacts to graves and built heritage on and around the site have not been assessed before. However, these 
impacts would only be contextual and are considered by the present writer as being of low significance. No 
direct impacts will occur and no mitigation measures would be required other than the reporting of any 
accidentally discovered subsurface finds (considered extremely unlikely). The rating table for archaeology in 
the Binneman (2012) report thus applies equally to graves and built heritage. Impact assessment ratings that 
apply equally to all types of heritage and to all project phases is shown in Table 1. Because no culturally 
significant heritage resources will be directly impacted and the contextual impacts are limited, the overall 
impact significance is low negative. Table 2 assesses the cumulative impacts. This project will add only a very 
modest number of turbines to a landscape which already has a large number of wind turbines present. As 
such, the probability that this will be perceived as a significant impact is low and the impact significance is 
low negative. Table 3 shows the expected advantages and disadvantages of the amendment for each type 
of heritage resources. The amended proposal has a slight benefit over the existing authorised project, but 
only for impacts to the landscape. 
 
Table 1: Assessment of impacts to heritage resources. 

Impact Phase: Construction 
Potential impact description: Impacts to archaeological, palaeontological and other heritage resources. 
Archaeological resources on the ground (artefacts, occupation debris), fossils in the ground and other 
heritage resources on site can be damaged and/or destroyed during construction and/or maintenance 
activities. 
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Resources with visual significance (structures and the landscape) can have their visual context altered 
during all phases of development through the presence of foreign/inappropriate structures in the land-
scape. 
 Intensity  Extent 

  
Duration 
  

Status Probability Significance  Confidence  

Without 
Mitiga-
tion 

L L H Negative L L H 

With Mit-
igation  

L L H Negative L L H 

Can the impact be reversed? YES for some, NO for others. 

Will impact cause irreplaceable 
loss of resources?  

YES for some, NO for others. 

Can impact be avoided, managed 
or mitigated?  

No direct impacts, contextual impacts cannot be avoided. 

Mitigation measures to reduce residual risk or enhance opportunities: 
- Protect and report any dense concentrations of artefacts found during any excavation. 

 

Table 2: Assessment of cumulative impacts. 

Impact Phase: Construction 
Potential impact description: Cumulative impacts are of little to no concern for most categories of 
heritage. It is primarily the landscape that will experience cumulative impacts through the presence of a 
growing number of wind turbines and related infrastructure in it. 
 Intensity  Extent 

  
Duration 
  

Status Probability Significance  Confidence  

Without 
Mitiga-
tion 

L L H Negative L L H 

With Mit-
igation  

L L H Negative L L H 

Can the impact be reversed? YES for some, NO for others. 

Will impact cause irreplaceable 
loss of resources?  

YES for some, NO for others. 

Can impact be avoided, managed 
or mitigated?  

No direct impacts, contextual impacts cannot be avoided. 

Mitigation measures to reduce residual risk or enhance opportunities: 
- Protect and report any dense concentrations of artefacts found during any excavation. 

 

Table 3: Advantages and disadvantages of the amended proposal. 

Heritage resource Advantage/disadvantage Rationale 
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Archaeology No change No culturally significant resources known on site so 
layout changes make no difference. 

Palaeontology No change No culturally significant resources known on site so 
layout changes make no difference. 

Graves No change No graves known on site so layout changes make no 
difference. 

Built environment No change No change to the context of the structures because the 
site will still be a wind farm. 

Cultural 
landscape 

Slight advantage Reduction in turbine numbers will reduce visual clutter 
in the landscape but, because there are already so many 
turbines present in the wider landscape, the benefit is 
slight. 

 
Conclusion and reasoned opinion 
 
No significant heritage concerns were identified for the original project as currently authorised and this 
revised assessment for the new, reduced proposal with new substation and powerline locations and new 
BESS finds the same. There is a slight benefit to the landscape because fewer turbines would be constructed, 
but otherwise all impacts are expected to be of low cultural significance. It is thus the opinion of the heritage 
specialist that the amended project as currently proposed should be authorised in full. 
 
Recommendations 
 
Binneman (2012, 2019) made no specific recommendations in either of his reports. From all the information 
to hand, no areas on site require avoidance – aside from the buildings – and no specific pre-construction 
mitigation measures for any heritage resources are warranted. However, the general best practice 
requirement to report any accidentally discovered finds was stipulated by Binneman (2012, 2019) and should 
continue to apply. Just one recommendations is made and should be included in the environmental 
authorisation and Environmental Management Program, as necessary: 

• If any archaeological material or human burials are uncovered during the course of development 
then work in the immediate area should be halted. The find would need to be reported to the 
heritage authorities and/or the project archaeologist and may require inspection and/or mitigation. 
Such heritage is the property of the state and may require excavation and curation in an approved 
institution. 
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Compliance with the DFFE screening tool requirements 
 
1.1 Site sensitivity verification 

 
The map shows that the site is of low or high sensitivity. High sensitivity is mapped along the rivers because 
of the higher potential to find exposed ESA artefacts (as was reported by Binneman (2012) to the north of 
the present site. The reason for the many other high sensitivity spots is unknown. 
 
1.2 Desktop study, fieldwork (by Dr Peter Nilssen on 7 & 8 December 2021) and aerial photography analysis 
are presented above to support the conclusions. A site inspection was also carried out by Binneman (2012) 
and his observations have been referred to in the present letter. The only other relevant source consulted 
was the original VIA (Holland 2013). This was to see further photographs of the site and surrounding 
landscape. 
 
1.3 The ESA artefacts seen on site are of generally very low cultural significance so the general sensitivity 
should be low. With the exception of the buildings on site (medium to high sensitivity but none are affected 
by the layout), the entire site is considered to be of generally low sensitivity. There may be certain areas 
identified as visually sensitive but, because of the development of an electrical layer to the cultural landscape, 
this is not considered significant in terms of heritage impacts. Photographs in the existing reports (Almond 
2012, Binneman 2012) and aerial photographs serve to provide the necessary support. 
 
Yours sincerely 
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Jayson Orton 
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Figure 1: Aerial view of the study area (yellow polygon) showing its position relative to Humansdorp. The 
layout is shown in red with the eight turbine positions numbered. The blue line is the grid connection while 
the yellow and green polygons are the substation and battery energy storage system respectively. 
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Figure 2: Aerial view of the study area showing the site visit survey tracks (white lines). 

 

 
Figure 3: Aerial view of the study area dating to 1961 (Job 459, strip 16, photograph 8242). Currently existing 
buildings that were present then are indicated by turquoise circles, while the site outline (yellow) and project 
layout are shown in red with the turbines numbered. 
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Figure 4: Buildings in the complex in the north-eastern part of the study area. None are likely older than about 
the 1930s. 
 

 
Figure 5: Aerial view of Humansdorp dating to 1969 (Job 622, strip 10, photograph 1040). The extent of 
modern development to the west, south and southeast of the town is evident. 
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Figure 6: Aerial view of the Humansdorp area and surrounds showing the various wind energy facilities 
already constructed (purple shaded polygons) relative to the present study area (yellow polygon with red 
layout and blue grid connection) and contributing to the creation of an electrical cultural landscape. 
 

 
 
Figure 7: Aerial view of the north-eastern part of the study area showing the project access road bisecting a 
historical house and its outbuilding. The grid connection (blue line) runs to the south. 
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Figure 8: Heritage sensitivity map. Orange = medium, Yellow = low. The remaining area is of negligible/zero 
sensitivity.  
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Curriculum Vitae 
 

Jayson David John Orton 
 

ARCHAEOLOGIST AND HERITAGE CONSULTANT 
 

Contact Details and personal information: 
 
Address:    23 Dover Road, Muizenberg, 7945 
Telephone:  (021) 788 1025 
Cell Phone:  083 272 3225 
Email:   jayson@asha-consulting.co.za 
 
Birth date and place: 22 June 1976, Cape Town, South Africa 
Citizenship:   South African 
ID no:   760622 522 4085 
Driver’s License:  Code 08 
Marital Status:   Married to Carol Orton 
Languages spoken: English and Afrikaans 
 

Education: 
 
SA College High School  Matric       1994 
University of Cape Town B.A. (Archaeology, Environmental & Geographical Science) 1997 
University of Cape Town B.A. (Honours) (Archaeology)*     1998 
University of Cape Town M.A. (Archaeology)       2004 
University of Oxford  D.Phil. (Archaeology)     2013 
*Frank Schweitzer memorial book prize for an outstanding student and the degree in the First Class. 
 

Employment History: 
 

Spatial Archaeology Research Unit, UCT Research assistant Jan 1996 – Dec 1998 
Department of Archaeology, UCT Field archaeologist Jan 1998 – Dec 1998 
UCT Archaeology Contracts Office Field archaeologist Jan 1999 – May 2004 
UCT Archaeology Contracts Office Heritage & archaeological consultant Jun 2004 – May 2012 
School of Archaeology, University of Oxford Undergraduate Tutor Oct 2008 – Dec 2008 
ACO Associates cc Associate, Heritage & archaeological consultant Jan 2011 – Dec 2013 
ASHA Consulting (Pty) Ltd Director, Heritage & archaeological consultant Jan 2014 – 

 
Professional Accreditation: 

 
Association of Southern African Professional Archaeologists (ASAPA) membership number: 233 
CRM Section member with the following accreditation: 
 Principal Investigator: Coastal shell middens (awarded 2007) 
   Stone Age archaeology (awarded 2007) 
   Grave relocation (awarded 2014) 
 Field Director:  Rock art (awarded 2007) 

Colonial period archaeology (awarded 2007) 
 
Association of Professional Heritage Practitioners (APHP) membership number: 43 
 Accredited Professional Heritage Practitioner 
 
 Memberships and affiliations: 
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South African Archaeological Society Council member     2004 – 2016 
Assoc. Southern African Professional Archaeologists (ASAPA) member   2006 –  
UCT Department of Archaeology Research Associate     2013 –  
Heritage Western Cape APM Committee member     2013 –  
UNISA Department of Archaeology and Anthropology Research Fellow   2014 –  
Fish Hoek Valley Historical Association       2014 –  
Kalk Bay Historical Association       2016 –  
Association of Professional Heritage Practitioners member     2016 – 
 

Fieldwork and project experience: 
 
Extensive fieldwork and experience as both Field Director and Principle Investigator throughout the Western and Northern Cape, and 
also in the western parts of the Free State and Eastern Cape as follows: 
 
Feasibility studies: 
 Heritage feasibility studies examining all aspects of heritage from the desktop 
 
Phase 1 surveys and impact assessments: 
 Project types 

o Notification of Intent to Develop applications (for Heritage Western Cape) 
o Desktop-based Letter of Exemption (for the South African Heritage Resources Agency) 
o Heritage Impact Assessments (largely in the Environmental Impact Assessment or Basic Assessment context under 

NEMA and Section 38(8) of the NHRA, but also self-standing assessments under Section 38(1) of the NHRA) 
o Archaeological specialist studies  
o Phase 1 archaeological test excavations in historical and prehistoric sites 
o Archaeological research projects 

 Development types 
o Mining and borrow pits 
o Roads (new and upgrades) 
o Residential, commercial and industrial development 
o Dams and pipe lines 
o Power lines and substations 
o Renewable energy facilities (wind energy, solar energy and hydro-electric facilities) 

 
Phase 2 mitigation and research excavations: 
 ESA open sites 

o Duinefontein, Gouda, Namaqualand 
 MSA rock shelters 

o Fish Hoek, Yzerfontein, Cederberg, Namaqualand 
 MSA open sites 

o Swartland, Bushmanland, Namaqualand 
 LSA rock shelters 

o Cederberg, Namaqualand, Bushmanland 
 LSA open sites (inland) 

o Swartland, Franschhoek, Namaqualand, Bushmanland 
 LSA coastal shell middens 

o Melkbosstrand, Yzerfontein, Saldanha Bay, Paternoster, Dwarskersbos, Infanta, Knysna, Namaqualand 
 LSA burials 

o Melkbosstrand, Saldanha Bay, Namaqualand, Knysna 
 Historical sites 

o Franschhoek (farmstead and well), Waterfront (fort, dump and well), Noordhoek (cottage), variety of small excava-
tions in central Cape Town and surrounding suburbs 

 Historic burial grounds 
o Green Point (Prestwich Street), V&A Waterfront (Marina Residential), Paarl 

 
Awards:  

 
Western Cape Government Cultural Affairs Awards 2015/2016: Best Heritage Project. 



environmental affairs
Department:
Environmental Affairs
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

DETAILS OF THE SPECIALIST, DECLAMTION OF INTEREST AND UNDERTAKJNG UNDER OATH

File Reference Number
NEAS Reference Number:

Date Received:

Application for autodsation in terms of the NAional Environmental Management Act, Act No. 1 07 of 1 998, as a,nended

@ulations, 20'14, a amended (he Regulations)

PROJECT TITLE
BANM BA PIFHU WEF AND GRID CAPE

Kindly note the following:

1. This form must always be used for applications that must be subjected to Basic Assessment or Scoping &

Environmental lmpact Reporting where this Deparhnent is the Competent Authority-

2. This form b curcnt as of 01 September z}18. It is tle responsibility of he Applicant I Environmental Assessment

Practlicer (EAP) to ascertain wtetpr subsequent rreGbns of the form hare been published or produced by te
Competent Auhority. The latest available Depafunental temdates arE available at

httpsJ/wwwenvironment.gov.zaldocumentslforms.

3. A copy of this form containing original signatures must be appended to all Draft and Final Reporb submifted to fte
departrcnt for consideration.

4. All documenHbn delivered b tre phFicd addess contained in ftis bm must be deli\rered dwirE fte ofrcial

Departmental Offcer Hours $hich is visible on the Deparhnental gate.

5. All EIA related documents (includes application forms, reports or any EIA related submissions) that are faxed;

emailed; delivered to Security or placed ifi the Departmental Tender Box will not be accepted, only hadcopy

submissions are accepted.

Ihpafinental Dc*ails

Postal address:
Departnent of Envirclmental AffaiB
Afiention: Chief Directon lntegrated Environmenlal Authorisations
Pivate Bag X447
Pretoda
0001

Physical addr6s:
Department of Environmental Affairs
Attention: Chief Director lntegrated Environmental Authorisations
Environment House
473 Steve Biko Road
Arcadia

Queries must be direcGd to ttle DiGctorate: Coordination, Sfategic Planning and Support at:

Email: ElAAdmin@environnrcnt.qov.za

Details of Specialist, Dedaraton and Underlaking Under Oatr
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1. SPECIALIST Ii'IFORMATION

Specialist Company Name:

B-BBEE

Specialist name:

Specialist Qualifi calions:
Professional

aff Iiation/rcgistration:

Physical address:

Postal address:
Postal code:

Telephone:

E-mail:

DECLARATION BY THE SPECIALIST

I act 6 the independent specialist in his application;

I will perform ttn work relating to the application in an objective
manner, even if his results in vbm and frdings that are not
favourable to the applicant
I declare that there are no circumstances that may comprcmise
my objectivity in performing such work;

I have expertise in conducting the specialist report relevant to
this application, including knowbdge of the Act, Regulations
and any guidelines that have rclevance to fre proposed ativity;
I will comply wih te Act, Regulations and all other applicable
legislation;

I have no, and will not engage in, conflicting interests in the
undertaking of the activity;

I undettake to disclose to the applicant and the competent
authority all matedal information in my possession lhat
reasonSly hc or may harre he potenlial of inffuercing - any
decision to be taken wih respect to the application by he
competent authority; and - the obiectivity of any repori, plan or
document to be prepared by myself for submission to lhe
competent authority;

all the particulaB fumished by me in his form are frue and
corect; ard
I realise that a false declaration is an offence in terms of
regulation 48 and is punishable in tems of section 24F of the
Act.

0\_0b*L)LL

UNDERTAKIT{G UNDER OATTU AFFIRMATION

swear under oath /
affirm that all the information submitted or to be submitted for the

ol*06 -zoz2

ASHA Consuttinq (Pty) Ltd

Contribution level (indbate 1

to I or non{ompliant)
4 Percentage

Procurement
recoonition

0

Dr Javson Orton

D.Phil (Archaeoloqy, Oxford, UK) tvlA (Archaeoloqy, UCT)

ASAPA CRM member No. 233
APHP member No- 043
40 Brassie Street, Lakesirje, 7945
40 Brassie Street, Lakeside
7945
02178U025

Cell:

Fax:

0832723225
nia

jayson@asha+onsulting.co.za

purposes of his application is Eue and

Nane of Company

Date

Signature of the Commissioner of Oaths

Date

KIRSTENHOF SAPS

20?2 "06- 0 I

csc

Date
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1

Aneesah Alwie

Subject: Re: Banna comment

From "kobus reichert" <kobusreichert@yahoo.com> 
To "jayson@asha-consulting.co.za" <jayson@asha-consulting.co.za> 
Date 2022/03/17 06:08:34 
Subject Re: Banna comment 
  
Dear Jayson,   
  
Thank you for the information. We do not have any comments or objections to your reports 
regarding this project.  
  
Best regards 
  
Kobus Reichert 
Heritage representative: 
Gamtkwa Khoisan Council 
Reg. no: 066-969 NPO 
P. O Box 689 
Jeffreys Bay 
6330 
Cell: 072 800 6322 
Tel/Fax: 042 - 2960 399 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
  
On Wed, Mar 16, 2022 at 22:34, jayson@asha-consulting.co.za 
<jayson@asha-consulting.co.za> wrote: 

Dear Kobus 
  
Please can you let me know if there is likely to be any comment forthcoming for the Banna 
projects? We'd like to move on, but I'd far prefer to have confirmation from you please. 
  
Many thanks! 
Jayson 
  
Dr Jayson Orton  
www.asha-consulting.co.za 
23 Dover Road, Muizenberg, 7945 
021 788 1025 | 083 272 3225 
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