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CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Executive Summary

An assessment of the potential impacts of CNOOC'’s proposed Kingdfisher Oil Field development (the Project)
on cultural heritage is presented in this chapter. The focus of the assessment is on cultural heritage sites
within the Project footprint encompassing the Central Processing Facility (CPF), the four new well pads, all
associated infrastructure and the feeder pipeline to Kabaale. The study of the baseline cultural heritage
environment was completed between February and March 2014 and, following updates to the Project
design, November 2017. This document supersedes a previous version submitted in June 2014.

The study of cultural heritage encompasses all elements as defined by Ugandan law and the Intérrational
Finance Corporation’s Performance Standard 8 (IFC PS 8), including: archaeology, palaeentology, historic
sites, cemeteries and sacred places as well as related traditional practices, local taboos and intangible
heritage. Disturbance within the Project footprint has the potential to permanently removeslegally protected,
unique cultural heritage features of high sensitivity.

The identified key issues relating to cultural heritage are:

m loss of, or damage to, fixed cultural heritage sites (e.g., archaeelogical remains, spiritual and sacred
sites, natural resources of cultural significance) via direct physical disturbance (e.g., earth moving
activities, vibration) during construction activities;

m damage to a sacred watercourses or ritual sites (e.g{iincreased sedimentation) via construction and
operation activities;

m impacts on the environmental setting of a cultdral heritage site via dust-induced disturbance, visual
disturbance, changes in air quality, or increased noise levels, that result in a change in the site
character impairing its local value (e.g., @ ritual/ceremonial area may be valued for its peaceful nature);

m disruption of access to cultural sites‘that will'limit a site’s value for the duration of inaccessibility and
inhibit normal cultural activity (e.g., during pipeline construction); and

m related impacts upon local cultural institutions, beliefs, taboos, and traditions (i.e., intangible heritage
practice).

The baseline archaeological evidence postulates that the area has been occupied, to some degree since the
Ugandan Early Stone Age and:Neolithic periods. In particular, the pottery artefacts recorded highlights the
potential of Project to"provide a complete cultural and chronological sequence that has been lacking not only
in Uganda but the‘Great Lakes region as a whole.

The impact assessment has flagged up 32 locations of archaeological potential (surface scatter) directly
within elements of the proposed Project footprint at the Buhuka Flats with a further six similar sites identified
along the pipelinesoute. Centres of heightened archaeological potential have identified in the vicinity of Pad
3, Pad 4A andithe where the pipeline traverses the escarpment top for the first 2 — 4 km?' (including Stone
Age =Iron Age pottery and lithic artefacts). It is considered that archaeological receptors identified include
‘Non=replicable’ cultural heritage assets (as defined by IFC PS8, 2012a).

The concentrations of artefacts identified (through visual inspection) at present amount purely to surface
scatter and without additional (subsurface) investigation, it is not known whether the scatter is associated
with any below-ground archaeological sites. Furthermore, there is potential for previously unidentified
archaeological and historic sites to exist throughout the Study Area, particularly given the nature of the non-
intrusive survey to date and as not all areas of the Project development were accessible to the field team
(e.g., sections of the pipeline route).

1 The Escarpment Road was subject to baseline study in 2014 and, although not assessed in this Impact report, is also considered to have heightened archaeological potential
evidenced by the Early Stone Age artefacts and Neolithic — Iron Age pottery. The escarpment is likely to have provided a (seasonal/ transitory) vantage point for early hunter-fisher-
gatherer communities exploiting the Flats and lakeshore.
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CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

The baseline information pertaining to sacred areas and ritual sites is considered to be particularly sensitive,
a number of these site locations are considered secret, with their details provided to the field team in
confidence. Receptors have been identified which are used by local communities (either collectively from
one particular village, or from a number of community groups) for unique cultural activities. Sacred sites
identified during the baseline cultural study include those natural features embodying spiritual values (e.g.,
sacred trees and watercourses).

Cemeteries, churches, and mosques have also been identified throughout the Study Area, potentially directly
and indirectly impacted by the proposed development. A number of unique intangible cultural heritage
practices, associated with natural features, have also been identified in consultation with thosé communities
potentially affected by the Project. These belief systems form the basis of local relationships with, and
understanding of, the physical and spiritual world, upon which a shared cultural identity lias beensbuilt, how
the local society is organised, and the community is able to deal with change and shocks.

A total of 17 directly impacted cultural sites have been highlighted through the impact@assessment process
pertaining to the Kingfisher Development Area. In addition, a further 36 are considered 10 lie within close
proximity (c. 250m) to the Project footprint and potentially indirectly impacted.by a.change in environmental
setting (e.g., noise and dust levels) or through loss of site access. Highly sensitive sites (including burials
and sacred places) in proximity to Pad 3 and Pad 4A, the in-field pipelines, new road segments, the jetty and
the airstrip/laydown area are flagged up in this regard. These cultufalsites are considered to be ‘non-
replicable’ (and potentially immovable) cultural heritage sites as.défined bylFC (PS 8, 2012).

The baseline information received in relation to cultural and religious sites is limited to the information which
the communities were willing to share with the field team andito . those villages accessed during the
community consultations and cultural site survey. As such, there remains a potential for as yet unrecorded
sacred sites (and related intangible activity and tabg0), cemeteries, churches and mosques to exist
throughout both the Buhuka Flats and the pipeline. route. Strvey gaps along the pipeline route are
highlighted to follow.

Mitigation measures for cultural heritage are vitaly in accordance with international best practice, Ugandan,
and IFC guidelines (PS 8, 2012b). These should be incorporated in a detailed, site-ready, standalone
Cultural Heritage Management Plan,(CHMRP) for the Project as soon as possible.

Furthermore, as preparation workssand environmental studies are ongoing at the Project site there is the
potential for the disturbance ofipreviously unidentified cultural heritage materials during the Pre-construction
phase. Between 2014 and2017 ene particularly sensitive sacred tree was felled near Nsunzu. Immediate
implementation of the Cultural.Heritage Management Plan (as related to the findings of this ESIA) is vital to
ensure such issues areiadequately managed in participation with the local community.

Archaeological siteymitigation for the Flats and the Pipeline should include:

m The preparation of a detailed and Project-specific, Chance Find Procedure (CFP), as a priority. The
CFP will'form.a component of a Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) which will seek to manage
and monitor all cultural heritage effects for the Project lifetime as specified by IFC Performance
Standard 8 (2012) and to fulfil the requirements of the Ugandan Monuments Act 1968, which seeks to
protect all ‘protected, disturbed or discovered’ objects of ethnographic, traditional or historical interest.

m . Targeted, small-scale, hand dug ‘test pit’ investigations pre-construction. In order to establish the
association (if any) between the identified artefact scatters (e.g., pottery, bone, lithics) and any below
ground archaeological sites (indicative of settlement/industry) so as to prepare any project-specific
mitigation measures to follow (e.g., archaeological watching brief during construction);

m Discussions with CNOOC with regard to the possible avoidance (through preservation in-situ) of the
areas of heightened archaeological potential within the proposed development, as deemed necessary,
and as informed by the ‘test-pit’ evaluation phase; and

m Inthe event that preservation in-situ is not possible, then “preservation by record” through systematic
recording (i.e., archaeological excavation) is the only recourse. Such work, where required, will be
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described in appropriate detailed work programmes and specifications to be prepared by the cultural
heritage specialist. To meet the requirements of Ugandan law this work should be carried out by a
suitably qualified person under a licence for archaeological survey as issued by the Minister (Historical
Monument’s Act, 1967 p.3). In the event of artefact recovery, all materials should be surrendered to the
local authority (ibid).

Cultural site and Intangible Heritage mitigation for the Flats and the Pipeline should include:

Immediate preparation of a Cultural Heritage Management Plan, to detail mitigation requirements specific to
each site, organised on a village by village basis.

This must include:

Demarcation of ‘no go’ sensitive areas (e.g., sacred sites, cemeteries) will provide mitigation by
avoidance. Provisions for mitigation of the three potentially directed impacted«cemetery sites will need
to be discussed with the affected community if avoidance is not possible;

Enhancement or protection of the environmental setting for sacred sites.close to construction /
operation areas (e.g., through planting/screening) and demarcation of areas:to be avoided (e.g., by
noisy, dust-inductive) site vehicles at certain times of the day/year);

Maintaining community access to sacred sites and facilitating.respect,for local intangible cultural
heritage, tradition and taboo will ensure that the negativeSocio-cultural effects are effectively managed
during predicted population influxes and Project-induced disturbance — regular platforms for community
liaison are recommended in this regard (provisions to besmade’within the CHMP and Project
Stakeholder Engagement Plan); and

It is also suggested that the presence of culturallyssignificant places are highlighted to contractors at an
early stage and further managed (e.g., demarcation/signage) as required. Provisions for this should be
incorporated into the ‘site induction’ proCess; torinclude cultural sensitivity training, and detailed fully
within the Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP).

Other site specific mitigation may be required as the infrastructure is finalised. The details of such mitigation
should be prepared for inclusion within the CHMP.
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GLOSSARY

Acheulian: An archaeological industry of stone tool manufacture associated with early
humans in Africa, which started c. 1.5 million BC (Lower Palaeolithic).

Animism: The attribution of a living soul to plants, animals, inanimate objects and
natural phenomena. A belief in a supernatural power that orchestrates the
material universe.

Archaeology: The study of the material remains of human’s past experience

Archaeological Sites: Any locality where traces of old human activities are evident (iie.,
accumulation of artefacts, remains of buildings and struCtures, as'well as
the associated presence of organic elements, rock paintings, €tc.)

Artefact: An object used (and/or made by) humans.

Chance Find Procedure: The chance find procedure is a project-specific procedure that outlines what
will happen if previously unknown heritage reSources, particularly
archaeological resources, are encountered during project construction or
operation (PS 8 Guidance Note, IEC.2012).

Critical Cultural Heritage: The internationally recognisedieritage of communities who use, or have
used within living memory, the cultural heritage for long-standing purposes.
It also applies to legally protectedicultural heritage areas and those
proposed for such designated status (IFC 2012).

Cultural Landscape: As defined by the UNESCO World Heritage Committee: ‘cultural properties
[that] represenisthe combified works of nature and of man’. Three
categories are identified: a ‘landscape designed and created intentionally by
man’; an _‘organically evolved landscape’ and an ‘associative cultural
landscape’ (the latter valued because of the ‘religious, artistic or cultural
associations of the natural element.” (UNESCO, 2005)

Cultural Heritage: Defined in accordance to IFC PS 8 (2012) to include (i) tangible forms e.g.
objects, pottery, sites and structures with archaeological (prehistoric),
paleontological, historical, cultural, artistic or religious values; (ii) natural
features which embody cultural values e.g. sacred groves, water bodies,
rocks; and (iii) the intangible cultural heritage of communities e.g. festivals,
taboos, oral history

Cultural Sites: Natural and manmade works that are of outstanding universal value from
the historic, aesthetic, ethnological or anthropological point of view.

Field survey: A non-intrusive walkover exercise to identify cultural heritage sites and
related objects through visual surface inspection.

Flake: A lithic artifact taken from a core that is not modified/retouched/ shaped.

Heritage: Tangible and intangible realities that communities, groups and individuals
recognize and cherish as part of their lifestyle. Heritage items can be
tangible such as artifacts, traditional dress or intangible such as language,
oral traditions, customs, music, dance and rituals

In situ: Being in its original position; not having been moved or transferred to
another location.

Intangible Heritage: The traditional practices, cultural norms and knowledge transmitted from
one generation to the next, which communities or individuals recognise as
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part of their cultural heritage e.g. belief systems, cultural taboos, songs and
dances, language, medicinal knowledge (IFC, 2012)

Iron Age: The prehistoric period in human cultural development characterized by the
introduction of iron metallurgy.

Lithic: Artefact of, or pertaining to, stone.

Material Remains: Objects produced by man, as stone or iron instruments or artefacts,
ceramics, kitchen remains, construction, building and works remains;
amongst others.

Mammillated: Pottery design of rounded bulges.

Non-replicable assets: Non-replicable cultural heritage may relate to the sécial, economic, cultural,
environmental, and climatic conditions of past peoples, their evolving
ecologies, adaptive strategies, and early forms ‘of envirahmental
management, where the (i) cultural heritage.is unique or relatively unique for
the period it represents, or (ii) cultural heritage issunique or relatively unique
in linking several periods in the same site.

Potsherd: A broken fragment of pottery.

Replicable Cultural Assets: Tangible forms of cultural heritage that can themselves be moved to another
location or that can be replaced by.a similar structure or natural features to
which the cultural values canbetransferred by appropriate measures.
Archaeological or historical'sites may be considered replicable where the
particular eras and culturalvalues they represent are well represented by
other sites and/or structures (IFC, 2012).

Scatter: A surface colle¢tion of artefacts, the occurrence of five or more items of
cultural‘material within an area of about 100 square metres.

Slag: Partially vitrified waste by-product of ore processing.

Stone Age: The'earliest known period of human culture, characterized by the use of
stone tools.

Test Pit Small scale, hand dug excavations to investigate archaeological survival

below ground

Trial Trenching: A rapid, usually small scale and inexpensive excavation technique using
targeted hand- or machine-dug sections.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

CNOOC Uganda Limited (“CNOOC”) has identified an opportunity to develop the Kingfisher Qil Field on the
eastern shore of Lake Albert, Hoima District, Uganda. In accordance with Ugandan law it is necessary for
CNOOC to determine the potential environmental and social impacts of the project and to demonstrate how
these will be mitigated and managed. This chapter of the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment
(ESIA) presents an assessment of the potential impacts of the Kingfisher development project (the Project)
on cultural heritage and sets out recommendations for their avoidance and reduction where necessary.

This report separately considers the main components of the Project in relation to cultural heritage receptors,
namely:

m  The production facility, which will be located on the Buhuka Flats along the eastern escarpment of Lake
Albert. The facility will consist of the central processing facility (CPF) and four well pads which will be
drilled consecutively, as well as a permanent worker camp and other supporting infrastructure; and

m The distribution pipeline, which will connect the production facility with a proposedsfefinery to be located
at Kabaale, c46.2 km to the east.

This ESIA is compiled with reference to the baseline cultural heritage survey, completed between February
and March 2014 and during November 2017 (following an update ir"the:Project design). The baseline was
required to enable an appropriate assessment of the Project’s poténtial impacts on the cultural heritage
environment. The detailed results of the 2014 baseline survey‘are included in APPENDIX A while
APPENDIX F includes the 2017 update results, these are collectively'summarised in Section 5.0 to follow.

For the purposes of this assessment ‘cultural heritage’’encompasses archaeology, cultural sites (e.g., sacred
sites) and related intangible practice, in line with the‘definitions set out by the Ugandan Culture Policy
(2006), the Historical Monuments Act 1968, and IEC Performance Standard 8 (2012). Further clarification is
set out in Section 2.0.

This specialist study report includes the following,sections:
m Section 2.0 describes the terms©f reference for the report;

m  Section 3.0 presents the methodsiused for the study that entail examining the study objectives, the
approach employed and«he limitations encountered;

m  Section 4.0 sets outsthe legislative background applicable to the study;
m Section 5.0 summaries the results of the baseline study;
m Section 6.0 assesses the cultural heritage impacts of the infrastructure proposed on the Buhuka Flats;

m Section 7.0 assesses the cultural heritage impacts of the infrastructure proposed on the pipeline to
Kabaale;

m . Section 8:0 recommends mitigation and management measures; and

@ =Section 9.0 includes a complete list of references consulted.

[This assessment report is a preliminary version produced for client review. Sites of high cultural
sensitivity were identified during the baseline survey, shared by the community with the field team in
confidence. Potential impacts on these sites have been fully assessed in the report. To respect the
tradition of secrecy and to protect the integrity of certain sites, a policy of confidentially has been
adopted. Where appropriate, no site coordinates, or site names, are reproduced in this section or
within the report’s appendices. This information will be provided to the Project design team on a

Qeed to know basis’ and as requested.
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2.0 TERMS OF REFERENCE

The cultural heritage potential of the Project area (including the Buhuka Flats and the pipeline) was largely
unstudied prior to the completion of Golder's 2014 baseline survey. Although a number of development-
related environmental studies have been carried out in the Albertine Graben region of western Uganda, to
date none have considered the full scope of cultural heritage assets in any detail.

In determining the requirements of the cultural heritage assessment, reference was made to the appropriate
legislation and guidance. National policy pertaining to the Project is detailed fully in Section 4.0. In
summary, ‘cultural heritage’ has been considered with appreciation of The Ugandan Cultural Policy’s
definition? (2006) and the International Finance Corporation (IFC) Performance Standard 8. The/FC defines
cultural heritage as:

“Cultural heritage refers to (i) tangible forms of cultural heritage, such as tangible’'movéable orimmovable
objects, property, sites, structures, or groups of structures, having afchaeological (prehistoric),
paleontological, historical, cultural, artistic, and religious values; (ii) unique naturalfeatures or tangible
objects that embody cultural values, such as sacred groves, rocks, lakes, and waterfalls; and (iii) certain
instances of intangible forms of culture that are proposed to be used for'eemmercial purposes, such as
cultural knowledge, innovations, and practices of communities embodying traditional lifestyles”

(IFC, PS8, 2012a)

The Historical Monuments Act for Uganda (1968) provides guidance for the survey, documentation and
preservation of objects of historic interest. ‘Objects’ are considered as follows:

‘...of archaeological, palaeontological, ethnographicalsor historical interest includes any site, place,
structure, erection of building, memorial, tumulus, cairn, pit dwelling, trench, fortification, irrigation work,
cave, rock sculpture, inscription, monolith, fossil'remains of man or animal or plant or any object which is
of historical interest, or any part of such abject’

Historical Monuments Act for Uganda (1968)

Consequently, and with reference to both national and international guidance, the following elements are
considered applicable to this study:

m Archaeological sites andeartefacts;
m  Historical structures;

] Historic districts;

m  Cultural landscapes;

m Intangible heritage;

m Religious sites;

m Cultural and sacred sites; and

m . Paleontological Sites.

IFC Performance Standard (PS) 8 requires the investor (i.e., CNOOC) to identify and reduce or avoid
adverse impacts upon identified cultural heritage resources. The IFC also provides guidance specifying the
participation of affected communities in the identification of, and potential mitigation of, cultural heritage
resources recommending appropriate strategies for impact reduction and long term cultural heritage
management (IFC PS 8, 2012b).

2« artistic and cultural expressions. These are: language and literally arts, performing arts, visual arts and handicrafts, indigenous knowledge, cultural beliefs, traditions and values,
cultural sites, monuments and antiquities” (Ugandan Cultural Policy, 2006, para. 2.3)

=
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Cognisant of these necessities Golder Associates prepared Work Plans for each phase of field work which
set out to capture all elements of the cultural heritage baseline, against which adequate assessment of the
Project’s predicted impacts could be made (as described in Section 3.0: Methodology).

The survey of the baseline cultural heritage environment was carried out by a joint field team (Golder
Associates and Ugandan-based Eco and Partner) between January and February 2014 and by Dr Elizabeth
Kyazike (Ugandan-based, previously of Eco and Partner) in November 2017. The findings of the baséline
survey have been analysed and incorporated in this ESIA (Section 5.0). The detailed baseline cultural
heritage report is presented in APPENDIX A, with details of the additional data collected in 2017 includedsin
APPENDIX F.

21 Scope of Work

The scope of the baseline study was to identify the tangible and intangible cultural heritagé resources within
the defined Study Area in accordance with the Ugandan Culture Policy 2006 (para. 2.3¢) definition of cultural
heritage:

“...artistic and cultural expressions. These are; language and literary arts; petforming arts, visual arts
and handicrafts, indigenous knowledge, cultural beliefs, traditions and values, cultural sites monuments
and antiquities”.

The aim was to collect scientifically defendable, high quality dataefisufficient breadth that could be used to
characterise the baseline conditions of the project area. This was achieved with reference to the IFC’s
Performance Standard 8: Cultural Heritage (2012) which seeks to,protect cultural heritage from the adverse
impacts of project activities, support its preservation and promote.the equitable sharing of benefits from the
use of cultural heritage.

The key aims of the cultural heritage baseline study wére to"

m Undertake a non-intrusive ground survey.of the:Project area to identify and describe the tangible
cultural heritage resource (to include archaeological, historical and cultural sites and associated
artefacts);

m Obtain co-ordinates/GPS readings to delineate site boundaries so that accurate data sets could be
created for GIS applications;

m Investigate and describe the intangible cultural heritage resource (the oral traditions, linguistic identities,
traditional practices’and belief’'systems) of the communities within the Project area; and

m Provide analysis which,characterizes the significance of the entire cultural heritage resources identified
by the survey.

The objectives of this impact assessment report are:
m  Tossummarily’describe the results of the baseline data collection;

m “To identify the nature, location and status of any receptors of cultural heritage importance which may be
affected by the Project;

m . To assess the extent of potential Project impacts on these cultural heritage resources; and
m To identify the scope of any mitigation in advance of, or during, the construction phase.

2.2 Delineation of the Study Area for Cultural Heritage

The study area for cultural heritage (the Study Local Area (LSA)) comprised all proposed (new) project-
related elements and those affected communities within the immediate area. More specifically the Study
Area comprised:

m  The new infrastructure proposed at Kingfisher Field Development area at the Buhuka Flats, Lake Albert
(as shown in blue on Figure 1) including:

.
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=  Four onshore well pads (Pad 1-KF, Pad 2-KF, Pad 3-KF and Pad 4A-KF);
= A total of 31 wells will be drilled (20 of which will be production wells and 11 water injection wells);
= Central Processing Facility (CPF); and

=  Supporting infrastructure, including in-field access roads and flowlines, an upgraded jetty andswater
abstraction station on Lake Albert, a permanent camp, a material yard (or ‘supply base’), a safety
check station at the top of the escarpment, construction camps located on the Buhuka flats.and
midway along the feeder pipeline and a laydown area.

An airstrip suitable for light aircraft, established in 2006 by Heritage Oil and Gas Limited tessupport
exploration drilling in CNOOC Kingfisher Field Development Area. Due to safety considerations during
operation of the plant (a hazardous installation) and the limited projected usage‘for the airstrip, the
airstrip will be converted into a materials lay down area for the construction phase: The northern end of
the airfield may continue to be used for parking during the operational phase, but the'remainder will be
returned to community grazing use. Provision elsewhere will be made for a helipad (location still to be
determined at a location near the CPF).

m The villages and settlements that lie in close proximity to the Kingfisher Field Development area as
indicated on Figure 1:

= Kyakapere;
= Kyabasambu;
= Nsonga; and
= Nsunzu.
The proposed 46.2 km feeder pipeline route linking the CPF at Kingfisher to Kabaale (Figure 2); and

m The villages and settlements withinia 1 km buffer surrounding the pipeline route (as listed in F).

.
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Figure 1: Kingfisher Field Development Area
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3.0 METHODOLOGY

The Work Plans prepared by Golder Associates (2013 and 2017) set out the proposed methodology for the
compilation of the baseline cultural heritage environment. This determined a staged approach to identify,
record and assess cultural heritage resources that were likely to be affected by the Project, comprising:

m A desk-top study and literature review of readily available cultural heritage information pertinent to'the
Project area (2014); and

m A non-invasive field survey to record all cultural heritage sites within the Study Area (2014-and 2017).

Both stages of the 2014 remit were completed by a team of four cultural heritage experts, from*Golder (Ms.
Alice Hobson) and from Eco and Partner (Dr. Elizabeth Kyazike, Mr. Robert Ssemulende and Ms=Fatumah
Mirembe). Field work was conducted for 14 days between 20 January and 2 February 2014. Dr. Kyazike
presented a report on the survey work to Golder in April 2014, the complete baselirne results are set out
within the Section 5.0 of this ESIA.

Following alterations to the site layout and overall project design, Dr. Elizabeth Kyazike, Mr. Robert
Ssemulende, returned to site between 7 and 10 November 2017, to update the baseline survey. The field
data collected during this supplementary phase (including a log of sites ‘and interview transcripts) is
presented in APPENDIX F.

m  Desk-top study

The desk-top study included examination of the existing dataset on Wgandan cultural heritage, focusing on
the Hoima District in particular. This review was limited to theibraries and archives held within Kampala (at
the National Museum) and those journals and articles readily available online. Previous (and available)
environmental studies undertaken in the region were,also analyzed. A full list of references is included in
Section 8.0.

m  Non-invasive field survey
The survey comprised two phases:

m Archaeological Field Survey: ainon-intrusive reconnaissance mission to capture the visible cultural
heritage resource (archaeologicalsites and artefacts). The survey focused on those areas of
heightened potential (e.g. favourable for historic settlement) and where Project infrastructure is
proposed (i.e. where'direct impacts to archaeology are anticipated); and

m Cultural Field Survey: consultation with the affected communities (those villages within the Study
Area) took thé form of transcribed interviews in order to capture places of local cultural and/or sacred
importance (e.g. ritual sites, burial grounds, churches and mosques) and any related intangible heritage
practice (taboo, oral history etc.).

3.1 Arehaeological Field Survey

Sites,of archaeological, historic and palaeontological interest were investigated through field-walking. This
comprised a visual screening of the land surface. Areas were targeted for their predicted potential and
where new Project-related infrastructure is proposed. There was no intention to undertake any below ground
investigation, although limited manual clearance of vegetation was necessary in some places. It was beyond
the'scope of this survey to remove surface objects en masse from sites; this will be undertaken during further
stages of work if necessary.

Golder devised a ‘Cultural Heritage Site Record Sheet’ for the sites identified during the field survey as
conditions warranted. These were used to record the form, nature and the accurate UTM 36 co-ordinates of
the sites and objects discovered by the field team. Hand held GPS’ (Garmin and Magellan eXplorist 110)
were used to navigate and record the survey routes taken. The GPS points and routes were downloaded
daily to a laptop computer, together with digital photographic images.

.
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Each archaeological site (e.g., an individual artefact or a collection of artefact ‘surface scatter’) was given a
‘waypoint’ number for ease of reference. Sites were photographed and recorded (in a notebook, for later
digitization) with the site name description and coordinates. Once the survey was complete, an assessment
was made on the sensitivity of the recorded sites.

Figure 3: Archaeological Field Survey withinghe proposed CPF

3.2 Cultural Field Sukyvey

For purposes of ascertaining the lo€ationyand nature of cultural, religious and unique natural sites and
intangible heritage, community consultation sessions were held by the team. This survey focused on the
villages and settlements within the,Study Area.

Generally consultationitook the form of transcribed interviews (examples are included within APPENDIX C
(2014) and APPENDIX/F (2017)). The conversations were facilitated by CNOOC’s Community Liaison
Officer (CLO).

Initially intefviews were conducted as village meetings (focus groups) where the community was asked to
provide detailsiof their knowledge of sites of cultural importance such as the churches, cemeteries, and
traditional practice areas. As it became apparent that community members were unwilling to discuss
(sensitive) cultural practices and (secret) places of traditional religious importance, consequently the field
team resorted to one to one (private) interviews with Key Informants (Kls). These proved much more
successful.

Where appropriate, culturally significant sites were sensitively mapped and recorded (e.g. photographed)
with the approval of the local community. Each cultural site was given a unique identifier and the relevant
GPS co-ordinates were recorded. Notes were also taken with regard to any related intangible heritage a

practice (e.g., taboos that may govern certain spaces).
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Figure 4: Cultural Heritage Community Consultation in the KingfiSher, FieldyPevelopment Area

3.3 Limitations

The extent of the Study Area was defined with consideration of the breadth of the Project footprint at the time
the field surveys were completed (January - February 2014 and November 2017). Any subsequent design
changes and or alterations may require new surveys to be conducted (e.g. if infrastructure lay out is changed
and extended beyond the Study Area).

The site work and the survey coverage were, in parts, subject to the constraints imposed by:
m Health and safety consideratiofisssuch as sanitation, wild animals and the lake;

m  Poor ground visibilitydike dense vegetation cover; and

m Inaccessibility especially due to the steep slopes of the escarpment.

These constraints are typical of baseline field data collection and as a whole did not negatively impact on the
objectives of this survey. However, gaining access in dense vegetation and at remote areas following heavy
rainfall along the pipeline was a considerable issue and it should be noted that there remains a potential for
(as yet unrecorded)features of cultural heritage interest across the pipeline route in particular.

Suryvey gaps along the pipeline are highlighted in this regard:
#.Between Kyarujumba and the Kabaale terminus;

m._ “Around Ndongo;

m Kamwokoya and

m  Those villages in proximity to Kitegwa.

Furthermore, although this survey provides useful baseline data of the visible cultural heritage, it cannot
discount the possibility that other (potentially important) remains may survive in below-ground deposits or in
areas inaccessible to survey. The scope and suitability of additional work that may be required in order to
further investigate identified sites and/or additional areas will be developed as information from this survey is
assessed and disseminated.
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In addition, the information gathered in relation to traditional cultural places and intangible heritage is limited
to that which the community was willing to share with the field team. A number of the recorded sites are
considered ‘secret’, and although access was granted to the team, there may be places known only to a
small section of the community and/or some which are too sensitive to share. Consequently there is a
potential for unidentified features of cultural importance to exist within the Study Area.

4.0 RELEVANT LEGISLATION

4.1 Uganda’s Policy, Legal and Institutional Framework on Cultural
Heritage

411 The Laws and Acts of Uganda

41.1.1 The Constitution of the Republic of Uganda (as at 15 Eebrwary 2006)

Social and Economic Objective (XIV)

Under the general social and economic objective the State shall endeavor to fulfill the\fundamental rights of
all Ugandans to social justice and economic development and shall in particular ensure that all
developmental efforts are directed at ensuring the maximum social and¢cultural well-being of the people.

Cultural Objective (XXIV)

Cultural and customary values which are consistent with fundamental rights and freedoms, human dignity,
democracy and with the Constitution may be developed and incerporated in aspects of Ugandan life. The
State shall promote and preserve those cultural values an@practices which enhance the dignity and well-
being of Ugandans. Cultural Objective (XXV): Preservation of Public Property and Heritage:

The State and citizens shall endeavor to preserve and protect and generally promote the culture of
preservation of public property and Uganda’s hefitage.

4.1.1.2 The Historical Monuments¢Act 1968 Cap. 46

The Act provides for the survey, collection, documentation, preservation, and protection of historical
monuments and objects of archaeological, palaeontological, ethnographical, and traditional interest.
Provisions are set out for the declaration and protection of ‘preserved’, ‘protected’ and ‘discovered’ objects.
The Minister may, by statutory instrument, declare any object of archaeological, palaeontological,
ethnographical, traditional or historical interest to be a preserved object for the purposes of this Act.

Objects are defined as:

‘of archaeological, palaeontological, ethnographical or historical interest includes any site, place,
structure, erection of building, memorial, tumulus, cairn, pit dwelling, trench, fortification, irrigation
work, cave, rock sculpture, inscription, monolith, fossil remains of man or animal or plant or any object
whigh is of historical interest, or any part of such object’

The Act sets outithe process in the event of Object discovery:

‘Any person who discovers any object which may reasonably be considered to be of archaeological,
palaeontological, ethnographical, historical or traditional interest shall, within fourteen days, report to
the conservator of antiquities or a district commissioner or the curator of the museum’ and ‘Any person
who discovers any such object shall take such measures as may be reasonable for its protection.
Where the conservator of antiquities is satisfied that any object discovered is an object of
archaeological, palaeontological, ethnographical, traditional or historical interest, he or she shall report
the discovery of the object to the Minister who, for the purposes of this Act, may, by statutory
instrument, declare it to be a preserved or protected object'.

Unless a person is authorised by a license issued by the Minister, no person shall whether on his or her own
land or elsewhere—excavate any object of archaeological, palaeontological, ethnographical or traditional
interest; or remove any object hitherto undiscovered from any site, place or monument or collect or remove
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any object which he or she knows or has reasonable cause to believe is an object of archaeological,
ethnographical, historical or traditional interest.

Any person who destroys, alters, defaces, removes, repairs, injures or imperils any preserved or protected or
discovered object; contravenes any of the terms and conditions imposed in a license issued under this Act;
or contravenes any of the provisions of this Act, commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not
exceeding two thousand shillings or to imprisonment for a period not exceeding six months or to both/such
fine and imprisonment.

41.1.3 Decree No0.12 of 1977

This Decree abolished the Board of Trustees of the Uganda Museum which had been a semi-autonomous
body since 1934 and amalgamated the services of the Uganda Museum within the Department 6f“Antiquities
to form the Department of Antiquities and Museums. A Museums and Monuments Policy,is in process which
addresses most of the policy issues that concern cultural heritage.

41.2 The Environmental Policy Framework

The principle legislation guiding cultural heritage impact assessment is the National Environmental Statute
(NES) of 1995. For matters pertaining to Cultural Social Impact Assessment (CSIA), the NES is operational
through the Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment in Uganda (1997) and the Regulations of
1998. As far as the regulations stipulate, the Project to be undertaken falls,within Category I, which require a
mandatory Environmental and Social Impact Assessment study entailing screening, scoping exercise, public
consultation, SWOT analysis, identifying cumulative, direct and indirect cultural and social impacts and
proposing mitigation measures.

41.3 The Uganda National Culture Pglicy, 2006

The policy provides the framework for the promotion of culttre. The core principle underlying this Policy is
respect for all cultures. The policy is all inclusive and advocates of rights of indigenous groups in Uganda.
The Culture Policy promotes social change and,éncourages new ideas and approaches within the laws of
Uganda.

Cultural Heritage is defined as (paragraph 2.2):

“The cultural heritage of Ugandasincludes artistic and cultural expressions. These are; language and
literary arts, performing,arts, visual arts and handicrafts, indigenous knowledge, cultural beliefs,
traditions and values, cultural sites monuments and antiquities”.

41.4 Other Relevant Ugandan Provisions

In addition to the Ugandan Constitutional provisions, Government has in place initiatives to ensure the
preservation, promotion and development of Uganda’s cultural heritage. These include the establishment of
statutory institutions such as the National Library of Uganda and the Uganda National Cultural Centre, which
are responsible for,promoting cultural heritage. There are also laws that address specific aspects of culture.
These include: Uganda National Culture Centre (Cap 50), The Copyright and Neighboring Rights Act 2006,
the Stage Plays and Public Entertainment Act (Cap 49) and the Traditional Rulers Restitution of Assets and
Properties Act (Cap 247).

4.2 International Guidance

Uganda is a signatory to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) and therefore has a moral
obligation to advance the Rights spelt therein. In addition, Uganda is bound by the International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) which it ratified in 1987. Article 27 of UDHR and Article 15 of
ICESCR recognize everyone’s right to freely participate in cultural life.

421 International Finance Corporation’s Performance Standards

The most pertinent Performance Standard (PS) is PS 8: Cultural Heritage. PS 8 defines cultural heritage as
archaeology, historic sites, cultural sites (sacred places) and related intangible heritage practice. The PS
requires the investor to identify and reduce or avoid adverse impacts upon cultural heritage resources. The
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PS provides guidance which specifies the participation of affected communities in the identification of, and
potential mitigation of, cultural heritage resources recommending appropriate strategies for impact reduction
and long term cultural heritage management (e.g., implementation of a Cultural Heritage Management Plan
and a Chance Find Procedure).

4.2.2 The Convention for the Protection of the World’s Cultural and Natural
Heritage (1972)

Uganda is a signatory to the Convention on the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (1972).
To date Uganda has three sites on the list of the World heritage sites namely; Kasubi tombs, enlisted in
2001, Bwindi Impenetrable Forest National Park and Ruwenzori Mountains National Park. In 2005,
UNESCO proclaimed the art of backcloth making in Uganda a masterpiece of the Oral and Intangible
Heritage of Humanity. Currently five sites are on the World Heritage nomination list in€ludings:the ancient salt
making sites at Kibiro that lies within the Albertine Graben, approximately 45 km north east of the Kingfisher
Field development area.

4.2.3 The Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible,Cultural Heritage
(2003)

Uganda has been a signatory to the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation’s
(UNESCO'’s) Convention for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage since 2009. The Convention
seeks to raise awareness of threats to intangible heritage and eficourages member states in the
identification, protection and management of such assets, ensuring respect for those individuals and
communities concerned.

424 Regional Frameworks

At the regional level, Uganda is a member of the African Union and one of its objectives is to promote
sustainable development at the economic, social and cultural level. In the East African region, Uganda is
obliged to implement the articles of the Treaty fortheestablishment of the East African Community, which it
ratified together with other member states in 2000. In article 119, Partner States agreed to promote close
cooperation in culture and sports.

The key actors are; Ministry of Gender, Labor and Social Development and other Government Ministries, the
National Planning Authority, Local*Gevernments, the National Culture Forum, Development Partners, the
Private Sector, Civil Society Organizations, Faith Based Organizations, Traditional/Cultural Institutions and
Households. The institutions andtheir responsibilities are as listed as per the Uganda culture policy, 2006.
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5.0 BASELINE ENVIRONMENT

A total of 393 tangible cultural heritage resources (including archaeological, historic, cultural and sacred
sites) were identified in the LSA during the field survey phase. In addition, a range of intangible heritage
activities were observed and recorded. The following Sections (5.1 — 5.5) summarise the results of the
baseline surveys, including a synopsis of the historic and archaeological background. The full details
(accompanied by a comprehensive Catalogue of Sites) are included within APPENDICES A (2014) and F
(2017). The maps in APPENDIX D and APPENDIX E depict the locations of the identified sites in_relation to
the proposed development. Due to the confidential nature of some of the cultural sites some site locations
have been mapped used redacted buffers. The accurate site location will be provided, as requested, to,the
Project design team.

5.1 Cultural Heritage Background and Settlement History

There has been a significant lack of research in to the history of western Uganda.and the Hoima District in
particular. The Hoima District lies within the extent of the former Bunyoro Kitara Empire which extended
throughout parts of Masindi, Hoima, Kibaale, Kabarole and Kasese and engulfed parts‘of present day Kenya,
Tanzania and The Democratic Republic of Congo. Following the disintegrationef'the Bunyoro Kitara Empire
in the 19t Century, smaller kingdoms rose up, including the Bunyoro, whose leader Kabalega, is renowned
for resisting British colonial rule. The one previously documented heritage site in proximity to the Study Area
is associated with the colonial period — Baker’s View, where explorer Samuel Baker first had a view of Lake
Albert while looking for the source of River Nile. The site is noted on'Uganda’s Inventory of Sites (held by
the National Museum in Kampala).

The pre-colonial history of the Bunyoro Kitara Kingdom, is poorly‘studied with most written from oral traditions
recorded at court (Robertshaw, 1999). Analysis of the records appear to reveal that the Bunyoro were one is
a succession of small scale polities, akin to chiefdomsgacross the region (ibid). There is some debate
regarding the Bunyoro’s origins, some historians believe the Bunyoro are decedents of the Bachwezi. The
Bachwezi are however, surrounded by obscurity withssome historians dismissing them as purely mythical,
while others credit them with the introduction of long horn cattle and salt extraction, both of which came to
dominate the economy of the Great Lakes region (Tumusiime, 1993, Robertshaw, 1999).

The settlement history of the Study Area is not known. The archaeological evidence gathered during this
study (Section 5.3) provides somierclarity. that the region has been occupied to some degree from at least the
Iron Age. Earlier, Neolithic-dated artefacts, are more likely indicative of transient, seasonal activity on the
escarpment (as discussed/below),, The community interviews undertaken by the cultural heritage team
suggest that the currentilakeside population may be the 5" or 61 generation and potentially 150 — 200 years
old. This is attestedyithe oral traditions of the communities (e.g., with recollections of grandparents’
making pottery; stdries.associated with the area during the colonial wars and/or the number of chairmen that
the village has had). Further details are provided in APPENDIX C and APPENDIX F (Interview Transcripts
for 2014 and 2017). The oral history recorded along the villages of the pipeline route suggests that many are
more recently,settled (further details are provided in APPENDIX F (2017 interview transcripts)).

5.2 Paleontological Sites

Although a.number of animal bones were recovered (Section 5.3) no fossilised remains were identified within
the Study Area during the purely visual / non-intrusive baseline survey. The paleontological potential of the
area'is however considered to be reasonably high with well-studied fossil sites in the near vicinity (e.g.,
faunal remains at Kaiso, approximately 35 km northeast, on the eastern shore of Lake Albert). In the wider
vicinity of the Great African Rift, the Kikorongo Crater, near Lake George, has revealed debated evidence of
a fossilized hominoid femur, potentially homo sapiens, tentatively dated 8,000-10,000 BP (NEMA, 2001,
2009, De Silva et al, 2005).

5.3 Archaeological and Historic Sites

A total of 245 archaeological and historic sites were identified throughout the LSA during the two phases of
cultural heritage field survey. This section aims to summarise those sites which are particularly significant
and/or within close proximity to areas of proposed development elements, either on the Buhuka Flats or
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along the feeder pipeline route. A full account of the identified baseline archaeological and historic
environment is included within APPENDIX A (2014) and APPENDIX F (2017).

For ease of reference all identified site locations have been assigned a unique identification number (ID) in
the text and maps, for example, all pottery sites have been numbered and prefixed with ‘PO’. The
categorization system is explained fully in APPENDIX A. All archaeological and historic site locations have
been mapped, in relation to the proposed development (APPENDIX D).

Neolithic and Stone Age Periods

Archaeological evidence of early (potentially pre-Neolithic) occupation is provided by a number ofdithic
artefacts encountered throughout the LSA. These include typical Middle to Later Stone Age lithics, L1-37
and LI-38, recorded directly within the footprint of the proposed permanent camp (matefials/yard) and site LI-
39, within the vicinity of the proposed CPF and associated with a metal findspot (ME#=04) possibly associated
with an ancient burial. Find spots LI-45 (a Middle Stone Age discoid) and LI-46 (a multi-platform core) were
also recorded within the footprint of Pad 4A. Concentrated lithic scatter and debitagé was also recovered
south of the Airstrip (site LI-04, Figure 5), potentially associated with bone fragments (BO-27).

Further evidence gathered in 2014 tentatively suggests human utilization of the wider area® dating to the
Ugandan Neolithic (6000 to 5000 BC). The evidence relates to sherds of Kansyore pottery (characterized by
incised wavy lines) observed 300 m from the Escarpment Road (PO-182),and site PO-161 between Kabaale
and Kitegwa (1,200 m from the current Pipeline route) (APPENDIX D).

Figure 5y Lithic scatter (LI-04) within the LSA

Along the proposed pipeline route, four lithic scatter sites were noted within 15 m of the route, including LI-47
(multi-platform core) and LI-51 — LI-53 (flake fragments and discoid). The latter three were found in close
proximity to Nyantai village (APPENDIX D)

Although these are isolated finds their presence in the wider vicinity is important; Kansyore pottery in
particular is a significant indicator of cultural interaction across the East African region. It has been identified
in Sudan (referred to as ‘Khartoum Neolithic’ pottery) and in several parts of Kenya and Tanzania. The
presence of the sherds is likely indicative of others in proximity with both sherds found in conjunction with

3 These sites, part of the 2014 baseline, are now outside the 2017 LSA yet are still appropriate to consider in terms of understanding the wider archaeological context of the Project
and local chronology, furthermore these sites are likely indicative of others in the vicinity.
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other (unidentifiable/undateable) pottery scatters. The Kanysore pottery is potentially associated with early
transitory, hunter-fisher-gatherer communities for whom the escarpment/ escarpment top would have
provided a favorable (perhaps seasonal) position.

Iron Age - Modern Periods

Iron Age activity (from 500 BC) was found to be particularly prevalent across the LSA and wider area with
evidence asserted by concentrations of pottery scatter on the shore of Lake Albert. Three Iron Age pottery
traditions were subsequently identified — ‘Urewe’ (Early Iron Age, c. 500 — 700 AD); ‘Bourdine’ (Middle lron
Age, undated); and ‘Roulette’ (Late Iron Age, undated). These typologies are further detailed and illustrated
in APPENDIX A. A large concentration of Roulette pottery was noted within and surrounding proposed Well
Pad 3 (APPENDIX D). The footprint of proposed Well Pad 4A also yielded a significant amount of Ifon Age
pottery scatter (APPENDIX D).

Figure 6: Late Iron Age""Roulette’ Pottery PO-52 (Nsunzu Village)

In summary, the artefactual evidence identified is a significant indicator of extensive settlement and potential
industry, particularly where concentrated pottery scatters were found associated with other artefacts. On the
northern end of the proposed Pipeline Route near Kitewga and Nyanseke pottery scatter sites were found
associated,withiiron slag, potentially indicative of Iron Age activity. It is notable that these areas along were
more easily’‘aceessible to the survey team and are likely representative of similar archaeological evidence in
the wider vicinity / other sections of the pipeline. Further investigation will be required to determine whether
theseéremains are indicative of past activity in the immediate project locality or purely representative of
ephemeral, possibly migratory, landscape exploitation.

Iron slag and iron objects were recorded at four locations within the Flats. Site ME-04 (bangle fragment), is
associated with lithic scatter LI-39, recorded within the proposed CPF footprint and potentially indicative of
an ancient burial (APPENDIX D).
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Figure 7: Metal Bangle Fragment (ME-04) associated with site L

ancient salt-making site close to Nsonga
village (HI-03) and an abandoned settlement (HI-0 well known to the lakeside communities and
HS-02 is in close proximity to the in-field pipeline’e isting road north of the temporary camp. Site HI-

with (Iron Age) stone building traditions in central and
). Although the site is beyond the proposed infrastructure
surface stone structures in the wider vicinity.

Figure 8: Stone-walled Structure at Kyakapere Village (HI-01)
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The location of historic (abandoned) quarry sites were identified in the wider area (QU-01 and QU-02), these
are approximately 200 m from the Escarpment Road route and may be representative of other quarrying
and/or settlement activity in the escarpment area.

Faunal artefacts (i.e., bones and shells) were recorded throughout LSA with three sites (BO-25, BO-30 and
BO-31) within the pipeline footprint. Most of the bones were in a fragmentary state and could not be
analysed. However, fish vertebrae and cow bones were noted. No fossilized bone was identified. Analysis
of the shell sites did not reveal any evidence that they were part of any midden deposits (rubbish dump) and
consequently their anthropogenic nature is unproven. However, until any further analysis takes place (eigs
targeted trial trenching) these sites may have archaeological potential, particularly where found in
association with pottery and/or lithics.

5.4 Cultural Sites

The results of the cultural site survey are summarised in this section. This is drawn from the data collated
during the community consultation surveys. In total 148 sites of cultural importance werefidentified within the
Study Area. A thorough account is provided within APPENDIX A (2014) and APPENDIX F (2017). The
cultural sites comprise nine categories: religious sites (churches and mosques)yucemeteries, ritual sites, ritual
objects, sacred rivers, sacred trees, cultural trees (bark cloth), cultural landscapes and medicinal plants.

Many of these sites were disclosed in confidence and are considered secret and highly sensitive. During
disclosure the interviewees often made reference to the rituals they would have to perform as a result of their
discussions with the field team (and the site’s exposure). Consequently (where appropriate) sacred sites are
discussed with limited reference to their geographic location.. A complete list of site grid references and
location maps will be presented to the client to assist Project planning and these will be disseminated purely
on a ‘need to know’ basis.

Where appropriate, each site location has beensmapped in‘relation to the proposed Project infrastructure on,
APPENDIX E. For ease of reference each site has been assigned a unique identification number (ID) pre-
fixed with the appropriate site category (e.g., CH for church, RS for ritual sites and ST for sacred tree).

5.4.1 Churches and Mosqiies

A total of 59 churches and two mosques were identified within the LSA and 19 of these sites are situated
within 250 m of proposed infrastructure . developments. CH-16 — CH-17 and CH-43 — CH-44 in proximity to
the proposed Material Yard; CH-01,— CH-03, CH-06 — CH-08, CH-30 — CH-35 and CH-40 at Nsunzu, east of
Pad 3.

Along the proposed Pipelinie route, two churches were identified within 250 m. These include CH-42 and
CH-50 in proximity‘to the new road section to Pad 4A. The buildings recorded on the pipeline recorded are
indicative of those throughout the LSA in general, particularly given that not every village was surveyed (i.e.,
those inaccessible areas along the pipeline route). Unrecorded churches and mosques are possible
throughout the LSA, potentially within the development footprint.

5.4.2 Cemeteries and Burials

A totahof 25 burial/cemetery sites were recorded within the Study Area. These do not include burials within,
or within very close proximity to, houses*. Of the 25 recorded, 14 were noted to be within, or in close
proximity (within ¢ 250 m) to the proposed project footprint. These include CE-04 — CE-06 at Nsunzu village,
east of Pad 3 and CE-17 100 m from the pipeline as it leaves the CPF; CE-22 — CE-23 and CE-37 in close
proximity to the airstrip and CE-32 — CE-35 within and surrounding Well Pad 4A. Site CE-36 is also adjacent
to the new road section to Pad 4A (APPENDIX E).

4 Burials within houses were noted in the cultural heritage community interviews (see APPENDIX F-iv — interview transcripts)
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The cemeteries and burials are indicative of those throughout the Study Area in general — both traditional
(spoil-heaped) and modern (cemented) graves were observed (Figure 9). The burials recorded were
dependent on those areas accessible for survey and consequently there remains a potential for unrecorded
graves throughout the LSA, potentially within the development footprint.

Figure 9: Traditional Burial Grounds and Cemented Burial on thefBuhuka'Elats

5.4.3 Ritual Sites - confidential

Animist activity and areas set aside for traditional,ceremoniés (tied to a particular natural place of cultural
significance e.g. Lake Albert) were observed during the field survey programme and disclosed to the field
team during the community consultation phase:

The cultural site maps ( APPENDIX E)dnclude redacted buffers to give an idea of the distribution of sensitive
sacred sites throughout the Study Area. An accurate depiction of individual sacred site locations (using GPS
coordinates) in relation to the Project development will be presented to the client to assist in Project
planning.

The sites included below are'those within relative proximity to proposed Project infrastructure (within the
footprint, or within c. 250m). Ascomprehensive discussion of ritual sites (identified in the Study Area) is
included within APPENDIX A.

m Luzira/lziba lyatWamara

A ritual andshistoric site (RS-03), sited within the area known locally as ‘Luzira’ was identified as a sacred
area for the lakeside communities at the Buhuka Flats. The site is a traditional place of worship
characterized by:its inaccessibility (the name ‘Luzira’ is also that of Uganda’s main prison). The pool and the
surrounding reed bed are an active place of traditional worship, particularly for seasonal ceremonies related
to fishing. 'The RS-03 site was also identified as the historic centre of cultural activity of the wider LSA with
many myths and taboos surrounding the locality (described fully in APPENDIX A). The site is also referred
to asilziba lya Wamara, the name used by the Bunyoro (original settlers). The Jetty is currently sited within
approximately 200 m of site RS-03. It is marked with a redacted buffer in APPENDIX E. The exact GPS
location of the site will be provided to the design team as required.

m Akasonga/ Kasonga Beach and Kagera Well

The Lake Albert beachfront area lying around the Jetty site (RS-02), Nsonga Village and heading south
towards Nsunzu (RS-01), was also identified as an area of traditional activity associated with Luzira.
Ceremonies (as described in APPENDIX A) take place specifically for fish catches in the vicinity of the beach
i.e. when fish stocks appear low and/or the fishermen have any trouble. The site is known locally as
‘Akasonga’ or ‘Kasonga’ Beach (RS-01 and RS-02) and is shown on APPENDIX E. Site RS-02 is potentially
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within the footprint of the area proposed for the Jetty. Furthermore, the nearby marshy area (adjacent to the
River Kamansiniga (SR-02)) in the vicinity of the proposed Jetty site is known locally as ‘Kagera’ and is a
focus for ritual and sacrificial activities.

Figure 10: Akasonga Beach (RS-02 and RS-01)

m Sacred Pool

A secret site of ritual activity (RS-04,.and RS-05) was highlighted to the field survey team during the
community consultation phase. The site is well known by the elders of the community, and it is considered
taboo for the younger membeérs:to go here. The site is utilized during cholera outbreaks in particular, and if
required, the local cultural leader travels from his village to oversee the rituals. This site is on the River
Masika and is marked on Appendix E . The exact GPS location of the site will be provided to the design
team as required.

m  Family Shrines

Secret shrine,sites exist within individual houses. These are controlled by the head of the family and are not
for public viewing or discussion. No sites were specifically identified by the field team however they were
mentioned to exist within the lakeside communities. A secret shrine site known as “Ochaka” was also
mentioned to exist within Kyakapere village, popular with the village as a whole (as described in APPENDIX
).

m Swamp Site

The swamp (RS-08) south of Nsunzu Village and adjacent to the road/infield pipeline to Pad 3, is associated
with the Afrocreed / Lam-the-Kwar cult (prevalent at Kyakapere) and is used to extract holy water for ritual
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purposes and other associated cultural activities®. This site is approximately 350 m north east of Well Pad 3
(APPENDIX E) and is described further in APPENDIX F.

m Riverside Site

Site RS-09 is a ritual site associated with the river immediately north of Pad 4A (APPENDIX E). A recent
cow skull was recorded here during the field survey with locals attesting to the stream’s use for ritual
purposes during Key Informant Interviews (2017).

m Cultural Site

Site RS-10 is a sacred site known as ‘coet’ or ‘Kuwait’ situated approximately 300 m south of Pad 4A and
125 m west of the in-field pipeline (APPENDIX E). Little is known about the site which was raisedsin 2017
community interviews and warrants further investigation, locals mentioned that is was forbiddenrto settle in
the area, believing it to belong to ‘the spirits’.

54.4 Ritual Objects — confidential sites

One ritual object (RO-01) a feet-washing stone, was identified in Kyakapere village within ¢ 250 m of Pad 4A.
Two other ritual objects (RO-02 and RO-03) in the LSA comprise stones used for worship. RO-03 is sited
over 500 m from the proposed Pipeline route, north of Kyarusesa. Thesg sites are unlikely to be unique and
considered indicative of others potentially in the vicinity. Their locations are confidential.

5.4.5 Sacred Rivers — confidential sites
] River Masika

The cultural importance of the River Masika (SR-01)was, highlighted by those communities local to the
Project in 2014 and 2017, particularly at Nsonga. Areas on.the river bank are used regularly for ceremonies
to improve fish catches (in February / March) and occasionally to cure sick children. The mouth of the River
is considered especially significant in this regard./Fhesriver is highlighted on Maps in APPENDIX E and E.
The Masika River is approximately 1 km south of,proposed Well Pad 3.

m  River Kamansiniga

The significance of the River Kamansiniga was also highlighted during interviews on the Buhuka Flats in
2017. The water, extracted fram point SR-02 is used for ritual purposes, during ceremonies to increase fish
catches etc. The river flowsssouth ofithe CPF, Camp and Pad 1, reaching Lake Albert immediately west of
the proposed Jetty upgrade site (APPENDIX E).

5 This is contested by residents at Nsunzu who intimated that the leaders of the Lam-the-Kwar were claiming association with the swamp in order to receive compensation in an
event that the location is affected by the Project (see APPENDIX F)
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Figure 11: River Kamansiniga (SR-02) and associated marshy area kinown as ‘Kagera’
5.4.6 Sacred / Cultural Trees — confidential sites
m Site of Sacred Tree 1

A particularly sensitive tree (ST-01) was located’in the vicinity of the lake shore. The tree, identified during
the 2014 baseline study, was very important for Nsunzu village, respected and feared as a place ‘where bad
things happen’. The site remains associated with a number of myths and oral histories (as detailed in
APPENDIX A). A number of significanttaboos (rules) relate to this site including:

i)  People do not walk near the tree site;
i) If you need to get to the land\behind the tree site, you must take a big diversion around it;
iii) No women should ever go near the site; and

iv) You must neverpeintat the site. If a child accidentally points at the site a special ceremony takes place
to protect that child.

m Sacred Tree 2

A tree of cultural importance (ST-02) was identified in the vicinity of the Escarpment Road, where it crosses
the existing.footpath.

m Cultural Tree 1

The village assembly tree at Nsonga (CT -01) was highlighted by the community as an important cultural
pointifor village meetings and related ceremonial matters. The tree is over 500 m from the permanent camp
and associated facilities.

m Bark Cloth Trees

Three bark cloth trees (BC-01 — BC-03) were recorded during the Pipeline field survey. Tree BC-01 appears
to be located 250 m northwest of the proposed Pipeline route with BC-02 and BC-03 at Hohwa, ¢ 500 m,
also to the northwest (APPENDIX E)

The location of these trees was given to the field team in confidence. The exact GPS location of the sites will
be provided to the design team as required.
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5.4.7 Cultural Landscapes
m Lake Albert and the Escarpment

Three areas of cultural landscape (CL-01 - CL-03) were identified within the Study Area during the baseline
field survey. These have been recognised with reference to the UNESCO definition of an ‘associative
cultural landscape’: “...justifiable by virtue of the powerful religious, artistic or cultural associations of the
natural element” (http://whc.unesco.org/en/culturallandscape/#2).

Lake Albert (CL-01), The Escarpment (CL-02) and the viewpoint (CL-03), on the escarpment road, are iconic
features of the natural landscape, defining the local (communal) sense of place and apparent/(traditional)
cultural associations of the natural (rivers, lakes, trees). These sites provide a strong historic and religious
focus for the lakeside communities in particular, evident within the oral traditions (as detailed in Section 5.5)
and the sacred places associated with both locations. The value of the sites is heightened by their
palaeontological, archaeological and historic potential. The extents of both CL-01.and €L-02 and the
location of CL-03, are highlighted within APPENDIX E.

Further investigation is necessary in order to determine the local significance,of these landscapes and to
fully understand their character.

|

Figurem:2)The Escarpment, viewed from Nsunzu Village

5% Intangible Cultural Heritage

In the context of the Project area intangible heritage is defined as as the traditional practices, cultural norms
and knowledge transmitted from one generation to the next, which communities or individuals recognise as
part of their cultural heritage. These elements are recognised by Uganda’s Cultural Policy (2006) and IFC
PS 8 (2012a).

A full account of the intangible heritage observed in the Study Area is presented in APPENDIX A and
APPENDIX F. It should be noted that this is collated from that information that the community was willing to
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share, there may be rules governing certain places, or ceremonial practices that were considered too
sensitive to share with the field team. A summary is included below:

m Making Ghee: as practiced by The Balalo pastoralist community (Figure 13).

Figure 13: Traditional Gourds for making ghee

m  Animal Husbandry and Architecture: hand built shelters for poultry were observed within the villages
surveyed by the field team. Traditionally built houses, without any manmade materials, were also
prevalent amongst thevisolated communities on the Buhuka Flats. Although not unique in remote
Uganda, these structures.are representative of traditional lifestyles and knowledge that may change as
a result of the Project(and related economic development, increased availability of other (manmade)
building matefials etc.)

m Revered Species; Snakes, pythons in particular, were mentioned as special and revered by all
lakeside communities within the Study Area. A giant lucky snake can be seen bring good fortune to
those who seg'it (once the elders have carried out the right rituals). A fire-breathing snake can also be
seen swimming in Lake Albert and along the shore. A giant crocodile, swimming along the lake shore
can bring or take away the fish as he chooses.

m . Beliefs associated with the Escarpment: particular ‘no go’ areas were mentioned (but not specified).
There are stories of white people or white smoke appearing in the ravines and deep in the bush, but
they always disappear. Historically it was also unlucky to walk up the escarpment at midday as the
path (and you) would disappear. There is a speed boat sound, commonly heard out on the lake, in the
bush or up on the escarpment, the noise is unlucky. There is a tradition that, as a sign of respecting the
fish and ensure their continued supply from the lake, if a woman comes from the escarpment top with
cassava flour, it's up to her husband to prepare it to accompany a fish. When the women leaves the
lake shore to return she is then given a fish to take back up the escarpment top.

m Beliefs associated with Lake Albert: specific rituals (and seasonal ceremonies) are required to
increase fish stocks in the lake. Ceremonies are also carried out on the lake in the event of sickness.
At the new moon (when rituals may take place at Luzira), fishing on the Lake is forbidden. Historically,
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pregnant women were not allowed to fetch water from the lake, especially during mid-day and late
evening for fear of evil spirits roaming the area which would cause miscarriages. It is also traditionally
taboo for women to fish or bathe in the Lake, particularly in the area surrounding site RS-03 and in the
vicinity of RS-01 and RS-02. Sometimes it sounds like there are people drowning on the water but
when people go to rescue, there is never anyone there. The appearance of a fire moving along the
water the in the evening was also mentioned.

m Taboos

Traditional sacred sites and cultural practices identified during the baseline study were found 6 incorperate a
number of unique local taboos or rules. Those recorded by the field team are summarized below:

= No go areas surrounding sacred sites;
= No go areas for women on Lake Albert (including the shoreline / around.the Jetty,area);

m  Historically, pounding cassava, splitting firewood and fetching water during,the'night was forbidden
for fear of upsetting ancestors;

= No pointing at sacred sites;

= Twins born into local communities will undergo the ‘kuturuka mahasa’ ceremony and will stay
indoors until they got the first teeth;

n Women who bring cassava down the escarpment should return with fish; and
= Do not kill pythons.
m Traditional Religious Cults

A traditional local religion called 'Lam-the-Kwar’ or nwhich has its roots in the Nebbi district (Northern
Uganda) and Afrocreed religion, is led by a priest in Kyakapere (previously known as ‘Kuwait’). Ceremonial
activities and worship take place in the building north of the village (called the ‘Ugonjo’ shrine or 'Lam-the-
Kwar church, CH-49) on a Tuesday, Friday and Sunday (with drums, singing and dancing). During prayer,
should one be possessed by spirits they would use holy water from the lakeside swamp/well site RS-08
(further details are in APPENDIX F):

m Medicinal plants

It was noted by the field team that many of the grasses, trees and shrubs present within the Study Area are
being used locally as medicine. These sites are mapped in APPENDIX E, following local consultation (sites
MP-01 — MP-42). APPENDIX A includes the local plant names identified and the specific disease they treat
within Section 4.2.4. These are considered representative traditional healing sites across the Study Area
and there isya potential for unrecorded sites to remain. A significant number of plants were recorded within
the Pad 4A footprint (MP-10 — MP-13).

5.6 Baseline Conclusions

Thesbaseline studies have determined that the Study Area has a high potential for cultural heritage receptors
entailing a wide variety of unique, sensitive and significant elements in a location with a distinct paucity of
previous cultural heritage research.

Archaeological Receptors

The archaeological evidence is a valued component representing the ancient and as yet unpublished, history
of the region. Archaeological artefacts of national importance have been recovered during the baseline
study. Although little is known locally of the ancient historical past, archaeological findings will likely have an
increasing role as studies are undertaken and the findings presented to the community. They are also a
valued asset for the prosperity of future generations, potentially reinforcing local identity and influencing
research and education, both locally and nationally.
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The tangible archaeological evidence postulates that the area has been occupied, to some degree since the
Early Stone Age and Neolithic periods. In particular, the pottery artefacts highlight the potential of the
Project to provide a cultural and chronological sequence that has been lacking not only in Uganda but the
wider Great Lakes region as a whole (Kyazike, 2014).

However, the concentrations of artefacts identified (through visual inspection) at present amount purely to
surface scatters and without additional sub-surface investigation, it is not known whether the scatters are
associated with any below-ground archaeological sites. Furthermore, there is potential for previously
unidentified archaeological and historic sites to exist throughout the Study Area, particularly given the nature
of the non-intrusive surveys to date (e.g., not all areas of the Project development were accessible. to the
field team). Gaps along the pipeline route have been highlighted in this regard.

There are particular areas of potential archaeological significance, highlighted during the baseline study
along the shoreline of Lake Albert, where concentrated pottery scatters are suggestive of large scale
production and/or industrial activity, whereas the dispersed scatters throughout the Study Area as a whole
may be indicative of more localized settlement. Particular centres of heightened archaeological potential
have also been identified in the vicinity of Pad 3, Pad 4A and the Production,Facility® (pottery and lithic
finds).

It is considered that those archaeological receptors identified include.‘non-replicable’ cultural heritage assets
comprising tangible assets relating to the ‘social, economic, cultural, envireanmental, and climatic conditions
of past peoples, their evolving ecologies, adaptive strategies [and is] unique or relatively unique for the
period it represents’ (IFC, 2012).

Cultural and Religious Receptors

The information pertaining to sacred areas and ritual sit€s is considered to be particularly sensitive.
Receptors have been identified which are used.byilocal communities (either collectively from one particular
village, or from a number of community group$) for unique cultural activities. Sacred sites identified during
the baseline cultural study include those naturalfeatures embodying spiritual values (e.g., sacred trees and
watercourses). Three sites in particular the lagoon or the Eye of the Lake known as ‘Luzira’ (RS-03), the
surrounding shoreline beach (RS-01 and RS-02), between the Jetty and Nsonga, and the site of a sacred
tree at Nsunzu village (ST-01) are highlighted in this regard. They were noted by communities throughout
the Buhuka Flats for their enduringsspiritual significance. Collectively, the cultural landscape pertaining to
the Buhuka Flats and escarpmentis highlighted as an additional unique cultural feature.

These sites are consideréed to be ‘non-replicable’ (and potentially immovable) cultural heritage sites as
defined by IFC (PS 8,2012). Related intangible cultural heritage practice is considered to be a significant
element of the baséline cultural heritage resource within the Study Area, as discussed below.

Cemeteries, churches;and mosques have also been identified throughout the Study Area. Cemeteries are
mostly assaciated with particular villages although a small number are recognised as traditional cemeteries,
associated with a particular lineage. These sites are important because they provide a direct link with the
communal‘past and religious activity.

The baseline information received in relation to cultural and religious sites is limited to the information which
the communities were willing to share with the field team and to those villages accessed during the
community consultations and cultural site survey. As such, there remains a potential for as yet unrecorded
sacred sites (and related intangible activity and taboo), cemeteries, churches and mosques to exist
throughout the LSA and in proximity to, or within, proposed development areas.

Intangible Cultural Heritage

Intangible cultural heritage practice represents the local cultural norm, relating to traditional forms of social
organisation. It includes unique belief systems which form the basis of people’s relationships with, and

6 The Escarpment Road, although not assessed in this Impact report, is also considered to have heightened archaeological potential evidenced by the ESA artefacts and Neolithic —
Iron Age pottery. The escarpment is likely to have provided a (seasonal/ transitory) vantage point for early hunter-fisher-gatherer communities.
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understanding of, the physical and spiritual world. Sacred sites are therefore intrinsic to local intangible
practice and together form the basis upon which a shared cultural identity is built, the society is organised,
and the community is able to deal with change and shock.

5.6.1 Baseline Sensitivity Assessment

For the purposes of cultural heritage impact assessment to follow the identified receptors were assigned
sensitivity values using a four-point scale (high, medium, low and very low), the criteria for which is illustrated
in Table 1. Where individual artefacts (e.g., pot sherds, small amounts of plain/undecorated pottefy, bone
and single lithic finds) were recorded these sites have not been carried through to the impact assessment
stage. Pottery scatters are included where individual archaeological finds are found (in situ) with-other
surface scatters (e.g., single pot sherds associated with lithic and/or faunal remains). These scatter sites
may be indicative of sub-surface material.

The sites are listed in Table 2, Table 3 and Table 4. A full explanation of this process is included within
APPENDIX A. In summary, site sensitivity is derived from the consideration of eacheceptor’s form,
survival, condition, complexity, context and period.

Table 1: Sensitivity Criteria for Cultural Heritage

Sensitivity Description

Archaeological and historic sites considered{@'he of national or international importance
with the greatest potential for further, significant discoveries to be made. Also, rare and
previously unstudied features with a _high potential for further research. Cultural sites
which have been frequented by the local cemmunity for longstanding cultural purposes
High and those which attract visitors from further afield. Sites associated with oral history and
which are representative of a’ numiber ‘which no longer exist. Sites which are non-
moveable (associated with natural features or the physical landscape), ‘critical’ or ‘non-
replicable’ cultural heritage sites. The value of a sacred site for example may be tied to
its environmental setting which would not be easily re-established elsewhere.

Archaeological and historic sites considered to be of regional or national importance with
some potential for further discoveries and research value. Cultural sites which may be no
longer in use;but are known to the community and associated with settlement history/oral
history. Cultural sites which are common and potentially ‘replicable’, medicinal plants for
examplex

Medium

Archaeological and historic sites considered to be of local importance. Features which
are very.common or poorly preserved with very limited research potential, or those which
are common and very well researched. Cultural sites which are very common and
Low ‘replicable’ - in the sense that new buildings can be established. With churches for
example, it is most often the building rather than the site/location that is of significance,
and the physical ground does usually not contribute to its value.

Archaeological and historic sites which are considered to be of very limited importance.
Features which are mostly already destroyed and/or with no research potential (e.g.
Very Low single sherds of plain pottery). Cultural sites which have been defunct for a number of
years / generations, with no local importance or historic value.

Table 2: Sensitivity Assessment for archaeological / historic receptors identified within, or adjacent
to (within 15 m of), the proposed Project footprint

Proposed Development | Site ID Description Sensitivity

Production Facility
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Proposed Development | Site ID Description Sensitivity
Materials Yard BO-14, BO-18, LI-36, PO-75 Dispersed bone, lithic | Low
and pottery find spots
Pad 4A LI-45, LI-46, Middle Stone Age lithic | Medium
scatter and Iron Age
PO-185, PO-186, PO-187, PO-188, pottery scatter
PO-189, PO-192
CPF ME-04, LI-39 Metal object, possible’| High
ancient burial, lithics
Temporary Camps /| LI-37, LI-38 Late Stone‘AgeLithics Medium
Permanent Camps
Pad 3 and associated | PO-197, PO-198, PO-199, PO-201, | Very large.concentration | High
new road PO-202, PO-204, PO-205, PO-208, | of Pottery Scatter
PO-210, PO-211, PO-12, PO-213,kincluding Iron Age
PO-214, PO-215, PO-216 Roulette / decorated
pottery
Jetty PO-85 Undated Pottery Scatter | Low
Feeder Pipeline Facility
Pipeline PO-226, PO-235, PO-236 Undated Pottery Scatter | Low
LI-51, LI-52, LI-53 Lithic Scatter Medium

Table 3: Cultural Sites identified within, or immediately adjacent to (within 15 m of), the proposed

Project footprint’

Proposed Site ID Description Sensitivity

Development

Production Facility

Pad 4A CE-32, CE-34, CE-35 Burial High
MP-10, MP-11, MP-12, MP-13, MP-14, MP- | Medicinal Plants Medium
15

CPE MP-25, MP-27, MP-28 Medicinal Plants - | Medium

Kulumbero

In-field MP-15 Medicinal Plant - | Medium

Pipeline / New aloe vera

Road

Segments RS-08 Ritual Site High
CE-36 Burial High

7 Where a site is potentially directly within the footprint of more than one proposed project component it is included at each appropriate row. These potential accumulative or
combined impacts are considered in the impact assessment to follow.
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Proposed Site ID Description Sensitivity
Development

Production Facility

Jetty CL-01, CL-02 Cultural Landscape High
Feeder Pipeline Facility

Pipeline Medicinal Plants Medium

MP-29, MP-34, MP-35, MP-36, MP-39

Table 4: Cultural Sites identified within approximately 15 - 250 m of the proposed Project footprint®

Proposed Development Site ID Description Sensitivity
Production Facility
Materials Yard CH-16, CH-17, CH-43, CH-44 Churches Low
Pad 3 CE-04, CE-05, CE-06, CE-31 Cemeteries High
CH-01, CH-02, @H-03, CH-30, | Churches Low
CH-31, CH-33,“.CH-34, 'CH-35,
CH-39
RS-01 Ritual Site High
Pad 4A CH<50 Church Low
RS-09, RS-10 Ritual Sites High
In-field Pipeline / New Road,| CH-07, CH-08, CH-32, CH-33, | Churches Low
Segments CH-34, CH-35, CH-39, CH-40,
CH-42
Jetty RS-03, RS-02 Ritual Sites High
Airstrip.laydown area CE-22, CE-23, CE-37 Cemeteries High
SR-02 Sacred River High
Feeder Pipeline Facility
Pipeline CE-17 Cemetery High

8 Where a site is potentially within 250 m of a number of different proposed project components it is included at each appropriate row. These potential accumulative / combined
impacts are considered in the impact assessment to follow.
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6.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT

6.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

The impact assessment process compares the magnitude of the effect with the sensitivity of the receiving
environment (i.e. the cultural heritage receptor). This method relies on a detailed description of both the
impact and the environmental or social component that is the receptor.

The magnitude of an effect depends on its characteristics and the degree of change, which may include such
factors as:

m Duration: how long an effect lasts i.e. Short-term — effect is limited to the construction period (=2
years), or the period of decommissioning activities (~2 years); Medium-term — effect extends-throughout
the project operations, that is, 25 years; Long-term — effect extends beyond the 25,years 6f operation;
and Far future— effect extends more than 30 years after closure;

m  Reversibility: whether the effect can be reversed, partly reversed or is permanent« Direct
archaeological effects will always be permanent;

m Scale of Impact: whether the impact will be felt at the site level, the local level, nationally
internationally. This is usually related to the significance of the.cultural heritage feature i.e. whether it is
of local value or is nationally protected; and

m Probability: the probability of occurrence is a description of the probability of the impact actually
occurring i.e. it is assumed that archaeological impacts.will be limited to the construction footprints
(direct impact) only.

6.2 Description of Potential Impacts

Interactions between the proposed Project activities andiCultural heritage have been identified through a
review of the Project Description (Golder Associates, 2017) and the identified baseline environment
(APPENDIX A and APPENDIX F). In sumimary, Project activities will change the physical and socio-
economic landscape, which will resultsdin‘direct and indirect impacts to cultural heritage.

The key Project activity affecting the physical landscape will be ground intrusive disturbances associated
with facilities within the Kingfisher Field/ Buhuka Flats, the oil feeder pipeline to Kabaale, and all associated
infrastructure.

m Intrusive activities will directly change the land surface and will potentially interact with cultural heritage
features - thesesare ‘direct impacts’, these are likely to occur to receptors within or adjacent to the
project footprint.

m Activities that will'not affect the land surface directly may indirectly alter the setting in which a site is
experienced (e.g., by related dust and noise disturbance) — these are ‘indirect impacts’. These are
likely to oecur'to receptors within close proximity to the development (e.g., within c. 250 m or wider
depending.on the nature of the receptor or the combined Project activities in the vicinity).

The types'of potential Project impacts considered appropriate for the cultural heritage assessment are
summarised in Table 5.

Table 5: Types of Cultural Heritage Impact

Impacts that result from a direct interaction between a planned project activity and the
receiving environment/receptors (i.e., destruction of an archaeological feature or
sacred site).

Direct Impact

Secondary impacts that result from project activity and affect the environment in which
the receiving receptor is experienced (i.e., an increase in noise/dust at a sacred site,

Indirect impact )
a loss of access to cultural sites).

=i
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Cumulative
impact

Impacts that act together with other impacts (including those from concurrent or
planned activities) to affect the same resources and/or receptors as the Project.

Once the magnitude of the impact and the sensitivity of the receiving environment have been described, the
severity of the potential impact can be determined. The determination of significance of an impact is largely
subjective and primarily based on professional judgment.

To provide a relative illustration of impact significance, it is useful to assign numerical descriptorsto the
impact magnitude and receptor sensitivity for each potential impact. Each is assigned a numerical descriptor
of 1, 2, 3, or 4, equivalent to very low, low, medium or high. The significance of impact issthen indicated by
the product of the two numerical descriptors, with significance being described as negligible;-minor,
moderate or major, as in Table 6. This is a qualitative method designed to provide a‘broad ranking of the
different impacts of a project. Table 7 provides illustrations of the types of impactdhatwould'be assigned to
the different grades of severity.

Table 6: Determination of impact severity for cultural heritage

Sensitivity of receptor®
Very low Low Medium High
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
Very low 1
Negligible [l Minor Minor Minor
2 4 6 8
Low 2
8 Minor Minor Moderate Moderate
©
g 3 6 9
- Medium 3
° Minor Moderate Moderate
S
2 4 8
c High 4
é‘ Minor Moderate

* as defined in Table 13 Sensitivity Criteria for Cultural Heritage

Table 7: Impact assessment criteria and rating scale specific to Cultural Heritage

Criteria

Rating scales

Magnitude (the
expected magnitude
or size of the

Negligible - where the impact affects the environment in such a way that natural,
and /or cultural and social functions and processes are negligibly affected and
valued, important, sensitive or vulnerable systems or communities are negligibly
affected.

Low - where the impact affects the environment in such a way that natural, and/or

impact) cultural and social functions and processes are minimally affected and valued,
important, sensitive or vulnerable systems or communities are minimally affected.
No obvious changes prevail on the natural, and / or cultural/ social functions/
process as a result of project implementation
.
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Criteria Rating scales

Medium - where the affected environment is altered but natural, and/or cultural and
social functions and processes continue albeit in a modified way, and valued,
important, sensitive or vulnerable systems or communities are moderately affected:

High - where natural and/or cultural norms or social functions and processes/are
altered to the extent that they will temporarily or permanently cease, and valued,
important, sensitive or vulnerable systems or communities are substantially
affected. The changes to the natural and/or cultural / social- economi€ processes
and functions are drastic and commonly irreversible

6.3 Construction Phase Impacts

The following Construction Phase activities have been considered:

m Site preparation works, including ground clearance, scrub removaly surfacelevelling and compaction of
all temporary and permanent Project sites;

®  Aninflux of workers / people seeking employment or indirectsbenefits;

m Excavation and laying of the foundations for components of the plant, flowlines and other infrastructure,
including levelling, terracing and civil works;

m  Well pad expansion and airstrip laydown area;
m Linking of support infrastructure (access roads, Watersand power lines) to respective facilities; and
m  Aninflux of workers / people seeking employmient-or indirect benefits.

During the Construction Phase it likely that heavy machinery (e.g., bulldozers, excavators, dump trucks,
vibrating roller, crane and other equipment.and machines) will be used (Golder Associates, 2017).
Construction activity may therefore result in the direct destruction of archaeological and cultural/sacred sites
through a change in the land suffacesand the direct destruction of the site’s environmental context, and
therefore, its material value. Coenstruction activity may also result in ground compaction or vibration impacts
(e.g., as heavy equipment’is transported). Such activity may directly affect a known site’s context through
the laydown of heavy equipment.for example (e.g., on a road side burial).

Indirect impacts will affect religious, cultural, ritual and sacred sites. Indirect impacts may result from the
dust, noise, and visual impacts associated with construction activity (e.g., haulage) and interact with the
setting of a cultural site; changing the normal atmosphere, thereby affecting intangible practice within, and
the value of'that site. To adequately consider the indirect impacts from construction related activities on
culturalgsites, arbuffer from 15 m to 250 m around all proposed project components has been considered®.

Cumulative or combined impacts are particularly significant in this regard where for example, a sacred site,
though'not directly impacted by the development footprint, is within proximity to a number of proposed
Project components and may therefore, experience indirect impacts from multiple sources (from noise or
dust):during ground preparation works across the Production Facility area. A buffer of 250 m surrounding all
project infrastructure has therefore been considered for the appropriate assessment of indirect effects on
cultural receptors during pre-construction.

Potential cultural heritage construction phase impacts appropriate to the Project are summarised in Table 8.

Table 8: Potential Construction Impacts for Cultural Heritage

¢ A 15 m buffer surrounding all Project components has been included in order to capture direct impacts to cultural heritage sites within the boundaries of servitude and access (as
detailed in the CNOOC ESIA, Volume 2, Chapter 2 Project Description, Golder Associates, 2018)

=i
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Potential Impact Description of potential construction impact

Change to the land | Surface material (artefacts) will be re-deposited, damaged or destroyed as a result
surface of any ground works. Land will be cleared (e.g., of medicinal plants, archaeological
remains), levelled, excavated and compacted (as a result of vehicle movements).
Sites of cultural significance (e.g., sacred trees, ritual objects) will be destroyed.
Subsurface remains (e.g., burials) will be compacted and damaged by vehicles.

Ground pollution Physical pollution can arise from construction-related materials or other non-hatural
materials.

Change in | Construction activity can result in increased noise levels, dust and/visual

environmental disturbance. The physical setting of a cultural or religious site/(e.g., sacred area)

setting could be disturbed as a result. Intangible cultural heritagepractice may be
consequently affected.

Demographic Construction activity in the area may instigate demographic ¢hange through worker

changes influx or general in-migration (e.g., increased income, education, healthcare and in-

migration) and affect change in local belief systems ancdiintangible heritage.

During the three year construction phase of the Project, 60 (previously identified) tangible cultural heritage
receptors (both archaeological and cultural) are potentially directly affected by Project related activities
across the Buhuka Flats and the feeder pipeline. These are located within, or immediately adjacent to, the
proposed Project development'©.

During the construction phase there are also 36 cultural receptors within 250 m of the proposed
infrastructure on the Buhuka Flats which may be indirectly affected as a result of anticipated changes to their
environmental setting. It is not considered that.there will be any indirect impacts to archaeological receptors
beyond the proposed footprints considered.

These construction phase impacts are considerediaccording to each relevant proposed Project component
in listed in Tables 11 and 12.

6.3.1 Kingfisher Developnient Area: Construction Phase Impacts

Ground clearance and preparation‘works have the potential to directly affect 32 archaeological and 17
cultural receptors identified within:the proposed footprints of Project associated infrastructure on the Buhuka
Flats. All are depicted on the maps within Appendices D and E.

Archaeological Sites

These include concentrations of artefacts including a number of regionally rare and poorly studied Stone Age
lithic scatter,sites of medium archaeological sensitivity across the Materials Yard, Camps and Pad 4A (as
listed in Tabley12)./Bone scatter and pottery in the vicinity may be indicative of increased sub-surface
archaeological potential. Likewise, a large concentration of Iron Age pottery scatter, recovered in the vicinity
of Well Pad 3 may be related to a historic settlement / production site.

Thesessites maybe destroyed during construction related activity without mitigation. The duration of this
effect will be ‘far future’, permanent, and potentially national in scale due to the loss of research potential.
This will result in impacts of major severity without mitigation.

Construction related vegetation clearance, preparation groundworks / excavations are likely to directly affect
those two archaeological receptors identified directly within the proposed CPF footprint (ME-04, LI-39).
These sites relate to a possible ancient burial site of high archaeological sensitivity. The surface scatter is
also indicative of increased sub-surface archaeological potential in the vicinity of the CPF site. The

10 A 15 m buffer surrounding all Project components has been included in order to capture direct impacts to cultural heritage sites within the boundaries of servitude and access (as
detailed in the CNOOC ESIA, Volume 2, Chapter 2 Project Description, Golder Associates, 2018)
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receptors will be permanently destroyed during construction related activity. This will result in an impact of
major severity without mitigation.

Changes to the land surface as a result of clearance, levelling, new road construction and associated
enabling works are also likely to adversely impact any unknown archaeological resources across the LSA.
There is therefore, a potential for previously unidentified receptors of high value and sensitivity to be
accidentally disturbed. These sites will be destroyed without mitigation. This would result in an impact of
major severity without mitigation.

Cultural Sites and Intangible Heritage

Medicinal plants within and around the CFP and Pad 4A footprints are also at risk of directsimpacts during
the construction phase through ground clearance activities and other intrusive groundworks. The effect
would be long term, permanent and local-level in scale. It is possible that a number.of other sources of
medicinal plants exist locally, though this is not yet proven. It is considered therefore, that on a ‘worst-case’
basis that the loss of these resources would result in an impact of medium sevetity without mitigation™*.

Construction impacts also have the potential to directly impact four burial sités,in the vicinity (c. 15m) of the
Pad 4A footprint (CE-32, CE-34 — CE-36). These are sites of high value. Burials may also be at risk from
direct compaction from heavy construction traffic during road construction (e.g., ground compaction during
heavy plant traffic used for site clearing and also while gaining access to the road route). Direct impacts
through physical disturbance would result in an irreversible effect of high magnitude.

It is also possible for indirect effects to occur to nine additional cemetéries and 23 churches within 250 m the
proposed Project infrastructure during construction works. \Théxeombined noise and dust effects, coupled
with the overall change in site setting through increaséd traffic in the vicinity, would result in temporary,
indirect impacts on receptors of high (cemeteries) and low (churches) sensitivity.

Due to the temporary and indirect nature of these effects; the impact severity is predicted to be moderate to
maijor in significance without mitigation.

Four ritual sites, the Afrocreed Swampssite (RS-08) (for the extraction of holy water) and the lagoon or ‘Eye
of the Lake’ (Luzira) (RS-03), Kasonga Beach (RS-01 and RS-02) (between the jetty and Nsonga) and the
ritual site know as Coet/Kuwait (RS-10) are also considered vulnerable to combined construction activities
due to their proximity to a number ofinfrastructure components. Furthermore, the swamp site (RS-08) may
be directly affected by servitude,preparation for the new in-field pipeline to Well Pad 3 south of Nsunzu and
permanently destroyed.

The Luzira site (RS-03)and. the Kasonga Beach site, between the Jetty and Nsonga (RS-01, RS-02) may be
indirectly affected By pre-construction works for the Jetty site upgrade in particular. In these instances
effects may result from noise, dust and possible loss of access associated with construction works. Dust
levels may also increase during construction, leading to potential increases in sedimentation in the
watercourses;, The residual impact of noise and dust related to heavy machinery used during the
construttion phase for the Well Pads and CPF - as cited in Volume 4, Chapter 6 (Noise) and Chapter 1 (Air
Quality), isparticularly noteworthy. These effects would be short term, but potentially of medium magnitude
through changes to site setting and access, resulting in an impact of major significance on features of high
valuerand sensitivity.

The Kamansiniga River (SR-02), south of the airstrip and in proximity to Well Pad 1 and the Jetty upgrade
site is of high value and sensitivity. This site may be affected during construction particularly through
combined or cumulative noise, visual and dust impacts. There is also the potential for direct impacts through
activities related to the completion of the Airstrip and Well Pad 1, resulting in an impact of major significance.

The cumulative effects of changes to noise levels, visual setting and air quality through the construction
phase also have the potential to impact upon identified cultural landscape features and local belief systems
and intangible heritage. The cultural landscape of Lake Albert for example (CL-01), in the vicinity of the

" A number of medicinal plant resources were located within 250 m of the proposed infrastructure, these sites have not been carried forward for impact assessment.

.
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processing facility will be impacted by increased noise, dust etc. but in consideration of the scale of the
disturbance (relative to the size of the Lake) this impact is considered to be low in magnitude.

In the wider project area there is therefore a potential for all remaining cultural sites to be affected by
cumulative indirect Project impacts during combined construction activities e.g. through noise/dust inducted
disturbance as result of numerous Project activities nearby resulting in changes in environmental setting. and
site sanctity. These sites are all of high value and potential impacts would be of moderate/medium term
significance. Sacred River Masika (SR-01) and the site of the Nsunzu Sacred Tree (ST-01) and wider extent
of Lake Albert Cultural Landscape (CL-01) are highlighted in this regard though due to their distance;, indirect
impacts are predicted to be low.

It is difficult to predict how and when changes to intangible heritage will occur and some cultural change is
inevitable. During the construction phase, the influx of workers or those seeking indirect benefits,and socio-
economic impacts that may result, together with any loss of access or changes in environmental setting of
sites used for traditional activities, is likely to have an impact. An influx of migrants is@nticipated during the
construction phase. The extent of influx related impacts is discussed in Volume 4, Specialist Study 10
(Socio-Economic Assessment). Selecting the severity of this impact is subjective with deviation from the local
cultural norm perceived as either positive or negative by different people. Furtheérmore, an influx of migrants
may either strengthen or weaken local cultural practices over the Project lifetime. In the recent short term,
between the two phases on baseline study (in 2014 and 2017), it is‘thescase that cultural sites (including
both sacred sites and churches) have been added to the local landsecape. If impacts were to occur they
would be of unknown and therefore, major impact (on a worst€ase basis) and medium term in duration
during the construction phase.

Table 9: Construction Phase Impacts for Cultural Heritage: Kingfisher Development Facility

Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)

Materials Yard

BO-14, BO- | Bone, lithic and | Low Direct High 8 Moderate
18, LI-36, | pottery scatter

PO-75

CH-16, CH- | Churches Low Indirect High 8 Moderate
17, CH-43,

CH-44

Central Processing Facility

LI-39, ME- | Metal object and | High Direct High 16 Major
04 lithics (possible

ancient burial)
MP=25, MP- | Medicinal Plants | Medium Direct High 12 Major
27, MP-28

Temporary and Permanent Camps

LI-37, LI-38 | Late Stone Age | High Direct High 16 Major
Lithics

Pad 4A and Associated Roads / Infield Pipeline

LI-45, LI- | Middle Stone | Medium Direct High 12 Major
46, Age lithics and

.
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Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)

PO-185 —| Iron Age pottery

PO-189, scatter

PO-192

CE-32, CE- | Burial sites High Direct High 16 Major

34, CE-35,

CE-36

CH-50 Church Low Indirect High 8 Moderate

RS-09, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect /| High 16 Maijor

10 cumulative

Pad 3 and Associated Roads / Infield Pipeline

PO-197, Large High Direct High 16 Major

PO-198, concentration of

PO-199, Pottery Scatter

PO-201, including Iron

PO-202, Age Roulette /

PO-204, decorated

PO-205, pottery

PO-208,

PO-210 -

PO-216

CE-04, CE- | Burials High Indirect Medium 12 Major

05, CE-06,

CE-31

CH-01, CH- | Churches Low Indirect High 8 Moderate

02, CH-03,

CH-30, CH-

31, CH-33,

CH-34, CH-

35, CH-39

RS-01 Ritual site High Indirect /| Medium 12 Major
cumulative

In-field Pipeline / New Road Segments

MP-15 Medicinal Plant | Medium Direct High 16 Major

RS=08 Ritual Site High Direct and/or | High 16 Major
Indirect /
cumulative

CH-07, CH- | Churches Low Indirect High 8 Moderate

08, CH-32,

CH-33, CH-

34, CH-35,

CH-39, CH-

40, CH-42
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Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)
CE-36 Burial sites High Direct High 16 Major
Jetty
PO-85 Plain Pottery | Low Direct High 8 Moderate
Scatter
RS-01, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect and /| High 16 Major
02, RS-03 or Indirect /
cumulative
CL-01, CL- | Cultural High Indirect /| Low 8 Moderate
02 Landscapes cumulative

Airstrip Laydown Area

CE-22, CE- | Cemeteries High Indirect Low 8 Moderate

23, CE-37

SR-02 Sacred River High Indirect /| Low 8 Moderate
cumulative

All infrastructure components on the Buhuka Flats

SR-01 Sacred River | High Indirect /'] Low 8 Moderate
Masika cumulative

ST-01 Site of sacred | High Indirect /| Low 6 Moderate
tree cumulative

Unknown There is a high | High Direct and / or | High 16 Major

sites of | potential for sites Indirect

cultural for artefacts of

heritage archaeological,

value paleontolegical

and/" or) cultural
sensitivity within
and immediately
surrounding the

proposed

footprint
Intangible Local belief | High Indirect / | Unknown / Medium 16 Unknown /
cultural systems and cumulative major
heritage cultural norms

*based on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in Section Table 1
**pbased on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in Table 2

6.3.2 Feeder Pipeline — Construction Phase Impacts
Enabling works and Construction Phase activities on the pipeline route will involve:

m Vegetation clearance of a 30 m servitude surrounding the proposed trench location (Golder Associates,
2017); and
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m Excavation to facilitate feeder pipeline laydown.

Six archaeological and seven cultural receptors were identified directly within the pipeline route. All are
depicted on the maps in APPENDIX D and APPENDIX E.

Archaeological Sites

The clearance works (involving scrub removal and access facilitation) would permanently destroy the/lithic
and pottery scatter sites previously identified along the escarpment tope (in the first 2 — 4 km of the route).
The surface scatter is potentially indicative of increased sub-surface archaeological potential in_the vicinity
with the sites themselves of medium — high archaeological sensitivity. The pipeline construction works will
result in their permanent destruction resulting in an impact of major severity without mitigation.

Changes to the land surface through clearance and levelling are also likely to adversely.impact:any unknown
archaeological resources (i.e. those yet be identified) across the pipeline footprint and Right of Way. For
example, there are large sections of the pipeline route that have not been thoroughly.surveyed for the
presence of archaeological and historic resources (primarily due to accessibility issues)s There is therefore,
a high potential for archaeological receptors of significant value and sensitivity to be accidentally disturbed.
These sites will be destroyed or indirectly affected during construction related activities without mitigation.
This will result in an impact of moderate — major significance.

Cultural Sites and Intangible Heritage

The five cultural receptors were identified within the pipeline footprint which may be directly destroyed as a
result of construction ground works — include medicinal plants.(MP=29, MP-34, MP-35, MP-36 and MP-39).
These receptors are likely indicative of others in the immediate vi€inity. It may be therefore that other
resources are available to the local communities for.theirsutilization. As this is not yet known. It is assumed
that any loss of resource is felt locally and permanently. Clearance of these resources would therefore result
in an impact of medium severity without mitigation.

In addition, one cemetery site (CE-17) was identified within the indirect zone of influence (within 250 m) and
likely impacted by a change in environmiental setting during noisy, dust inducive construction works. This site
is of high value and may be temporarily subject to changes in environmental setting and access during
construction phase works.

It is difficult to predict how andiwwhen changes to intangible heritage will occur and some cultural change is
inevitable. During the construction phase, an influx of workers or those seeking indirect benefits and socio-
economic impacts that may result is believed to be more limited for the pipeline (compared to the Buhuka
Flats). Furthermore, interviews conducted along the pipeline route in 2014 and 2017 suggest that
communities generally are more recently established here, with a reduced emphasis on traditional cultural
activities and religionifelative to those (more isolated) communities on the shore of Lake Albert. At any rate,
selecting the severity ofithis impact is subjective with deviation from the local cultural norm perceived as
either positive or negative by different people.

Table 10: Construction Phase Impacts: Feeder Pipeline

Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude | Severity (pre-
Impact** of Impact mitigation)
LI-47 Lithic scatters High Direct High 16 Major
LI-51
LI-52
LI-53
PO-226 Plain and | Medium Direct High 12 Major
roulette (1A)
PO-235 pottery scatter
.
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Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude | Severity (pre-
Impact** of Impact mitigation)

PO-236

MP-29, MP- | Medicinal Medium Direct High 12 Major

34, MP-35, | Plants

MP-36, MP-

39

CE-17 Cemetery High Indirect Low 8 Moderate

Unknown There is a high | High Direct and / | High 16 Major

sites of | potential for or Indirect

cultural sites for

heritage artefacts of

value archaeological,

paleontological
and/ or cultural
sensitivity within
and
immediately
surrounding the
proposed
pipeline
footprint

Intangible Local belief | High Indirect” /| Unknown /| 16 Unknown /
cultural systems and cumulative | Medium major
heritage cultural norms

*based on the criteria specific for Cultural Hetitage, asiin Section Table 1 **based on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in
Table 2
***as described above, undated artefacts of unknown value are assessed on a ‘worst-case’ basis

6.4 Operation Phase Impacts

During the operation phase of the project, 46 previously identified cultural receptors (sacred sites, ritual sites,
churches and cemeteries) are potentially impacted by Project production activities across the LSA. These
constitute indirect impacts to receptors in proximity to the proposed Project development (i.e., within c. 250
m) including,\potential loss of access, ground pollution, change in site setting and potential demographic
changeswresultingdin deviation for local cultural norms. During the operations phase there is also a potential
for the accidental disturbance of previously unknown receptors.

Table “explains these operation impacts in more detail.

Table 11: Potential operation phase impacts to cultural heritage

Potential Impact | Description of potential operation impact

Accidental There is a potential for artefacts to be disturbed or destroyed during the operation
disturbance of | phase as a result of transportation and machinery movements. Site workers may also
cultural heritage remove artefacts by chance.

Cha_nge n Operation activity can result in increased noise levels, dust and visual disturbance.
Environmental . . o ; .
Setting The physical setting of a cultural or religious site could be disturbed as a result.
.
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Operational activity in the area may instigate demographic change (e.g., increased
income, education, healthcare and in-migration) and can affect change in local belief
systems and intangible heritage.

Demographic
changes

6.4.1 Operation Phase impacts for Cultural Heritage: Kingfisher Developmept
Area

The following Operation Phase activities have been considered for the Kingfisher Development Area./
processing facility and all associated infrastructure on the Buhuka Flats.

m Traffic movements and increases in traffic volumes across the Flats;
m  Utilisation of the local airstrip;

m  Drilling operations;

m  The processing or materials; and

®  Aninflux of workers / people seeking employment or indirect benefits.
Cultural Sites and Intangible Heritage

The drilling of wells during the operational phase will be a 24/7 impact with noise effects considered the
greatest impact to those cultural sites in the wider vicinity. . The major/residual impact of noise related to
heavy machinery used during the operational as highlighted in:\\olume 4, Chapter 6 (Noise) and Chapter 1
(Air Quality), is particularly noteworthy. These effectsiwouldbe short term, but potentially of medium
magnitude through changes to site setting and basélinesmoise levels, resulting in an impact of major severity
on features of high value / sensitivity, includingsites R§-015'RS-02, RS-03, RS-08 and RS-09. The
operational impact on RS-08 could only occur'if the site is not destroyed by construction activities (see
Section 6.3.1).

Three ritual sites, the Afrocreed Swamp site RS-08 (for the extraction of holy water) and the ‘Eye of the Lake’
RS-03 (Luzira), ritual site RS-10, and Kasohga Beach sites RS-01 and RS-02 (between the jetty and
Nsonga) are also considered particularly vulnerable to combined operational activities, primarily 24/7 drilling
noise, due to their proximity to,a number of infrastructure components.

Traffic at the newly improved airstrip lay down area is likely to result in increased noise levels and visual
disturbance during operation. “This may result in indirect disturbances to all cultural sites in the project area.
It is anticipated that.the ritual sites on the lake shore (RS-01, RS-02 and RS-03) may also be impacted in
such a way.

The Kamansiniga River(SR-02), south of the airstrip and in proximity to Well Pad 1 and the Jetty upgrade
site is of highyvalue and sensitivity. This site may be affected during operation particularly through combined
or cumulative noise, visual and dust impacts. There is also the potential for direct impacts through activities
related to the éompletion of the Airstrip and Well Pad 1, resulting in an impact of major significance.

Combined operational impacts, particularly drilling noise, across the Flats are also likely to affect features like
theyRiver Masika (SR-01) and the site of the Sacred Tree at Nsunzu (ST-01) which, although they are
approximately 1 km south if Well Pad 3, are highly sensitive sacred sites. Operational impacts may result in
indirect changes to their environmental setting e.g. through noise, dust and visual changes plus the general
disturbance of the site’s sanctity due to increased numbers of Project personnel in the vicinity. Changes of
this nature would alter environmental setting and may consequently impact upon the cultural functions of
these sites and related intangible heritage activities.

During operation Project roads are predicted to experience a considerable amount of vehicle traffic which
may result in indirect impacts to cultural sites in close proximity including for example, four cemetery sites
(CE-36, CE-39, CE-35, CE-33 and CE-34) and two churches (CH-42 and CH-50) on the road to Pad4A. In
addition, cemetery site CE-32 may also be subject to the indirect effects of vehicle traffic if it is not lost (i.e.
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avoided) during the construction phase of the Project'2. The effects on these sites will be long term
(throughout the Operational phase) and medium in intensity.

In the Project area there is a potential for all remaining and as yet unknown cultural sites to be affected by
indirect Project impacts during operation e.g. through noise/dust inducted disturbance as result of Project
activity in nearby resulting in a change in environmental setting and site sanctity. These sites are of high

value and potential impacts would be of moderate/medium term severity.

An influx of migrants is likely at operation phase. The extent of influx related impacts is discussed in Velume
4, Specialist Study 10 (Socio-Economic Assessment). As previously suggested, this is difficultsto
characterise or assess in terms of change to cultural practice with deviation from the cultural norm perceived
as either positive or negative, conflict could occur through lack of respect for local belief systems, specifically
taboos related to locations of the Lake shore affected by the Project (the beach around the detty. for example,
has restricted access taboos). An influx of migrants may either strengthen or weaken local cultural practices.
If impacts were to occur during project operation they would be of unknown/meditm term severity.

Table 12: Operation Phase Impacts: Kingfisher Development Area

Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)

Pad 4A

CE-32, CE- | Burial sites High Indirect / | Medium 12 Major

34, CE-35, cumulative

CE-36

CH-50 Church Low Indirect /| Medium 6 Moderate
cumulative

RS-09, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect /| High 16 Major

10 cumulative

Pad 3 and Associated Roads

CE-04, CE- | Burials High Indirect /| Medium 12 Maijor

05, CE-06, cumulative

CE-31

CH-01, CH- | Churches Low Indirect Medium 6 Moderate

02, CH-03,

CH-30, CH-

31, CH-33,

CH-34, CH-

35, CH-39

RS-01 Ritual site High Indirect / | Medium 12 Maijor
cumulative

In-field Pipeline / New Road Segments

RS-08 Ritual Site High Indirect /| High 16 Major
cumulative

12 As discussed in Section 7.0 the primary goals of cultural resource management for the Project should be their physical preservation/ avoidance, in accordance with The Historical

Monuments Act of Uganda (1968) and IFC guidelines.

December 2017
Report No. 1776

816-319893-8

34

= 3

Golder
Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)

CH-07, CH- | Churches Low Indirect / | Medium 6 Moderate

08, CH-32, cumulative

CH-33, CH-

34, CH-35,

CH-39, CH-

40, CH-42

Jetty

RS-02, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect and /| High 16:Major

03 or Indirect /
cumulative

CL-01, CL- | Cultural High Indirect / | High 16 Maijor

02 Landscapes cumulative

Airstrip/lay down area

CE-22, CE- | Cemeteries High Indirect /| kow 8 Moderate

23, CE-37 cumulative

SR-02 Sacred River High Indirect | High 16 Major
cumulative

Combined infrastructure components on thé Buhuka‘'Flats

SR-01 Sacred River | High Indirect /| High 16 Major

Masika cumulative
ST-01 Site of sacred | High Indirect /| High 16 Major
tree at Nsunzu cumulative

Intangible Local belief.] High Indirect /'] Unknown / Medium 16 Unknown /

cultural systems and cumulative major

heritage cultural norms

*based on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in Section Table 1
**pbased on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in Table 2

6.4.2

Decommission Phase Impacts: Kingfisher Field Development

There is'a potential for increased traffic, particularly heavy vehicles initiating surface compaction and
accidental damage to cemetery sites during project decommission. Increased heavy traffic may lead to a

change in environmental setting of both cemetery sites and ritual sites, particularly those close to in-field

roads. Impacts to sites RS-08 and CE-32 would only occur if they are not lost (i.e. avoided) during the
construction phase of the Project’s.

Table 13: Decommission Phase Impacts: Kingfisher Field Development

13 As discussed in Section 7.0 the primary goals of cultural resource management for the Project should be their physical preservation / avoidance in accordance with The Historical
Monuments Act of Uganda (1968) and IFC guidelines.
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Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)

Pad 4A

CE-32, CE- | Burial sites High Indirect /| Medium 12 Maijor

34, CE-35, cumulative

CE-36

CH-50 Church Low Indirect /| Medium 6/Moderate
cumulative

RS-09, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect / | Medium 12 Maijor

10 cumulative

Pad 3 and Associated Roads

CE-04, CE- | Burials High Indirect /| Medium 12 Major

05, CE-06, cumulative

CE-31

CH-01, CH- | Churches Low Indirect Medium 6 Moderate

02, CH-03,

CH-30, CH-

31, CH-33,

CH-34, CH-

35, CH-39

RS-01 Ritual site High Indirect /| Medium 12 Major
cumulative

In-field Pipeline / New Road Segmeénts

RS-08 Ritual Site High Indirect /| Medium 12 Major
cumulative

CH-07, CH- | Churches Low Indirect /| Medium 6 Moderate

08, CH-32, cumulative

CH-33, CH-

34, CH-35,

CH-39, CH-

40, CH-42

Jetty

RS-02, RS- | Ritual Sites High Indirect and /| Medium 12 Major

03 or Indirect /
cumulative

CL-01, CL- | Cultural High Indirect /'] Low 8 Moderate

02 Landscapes cumulative

Airstrip/lay down area

CE-22, CE- | Cemeteries High Indirect /| Low 8 Moderate

23, CE-37 cumulative
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Receptor Description Sensitivity* | Type of | Magnitude of | Severity (pre-
Impact** Impact mitigation)
SR-02 Sacred River High Indirect / | Medium 12 Major
cumulative
All infrastructure components on the Buhuka Flats
SR-01 Sacred River | High Indirect /| Medium 12 Major
Masika cumulative
ST-01 Site of sacred | High Indirect / | Medium 12 Maijor
tree at Nsunzu cumulative
Unknown There is a high | High Indirect / | Medium 12 Major
sites of | potential for sites cumulative
cultural for artefacts of
heritage archaeological,
value paleontological
and/ or cultural
sensitivity within
and immediately
surrounding the
proposed
footprint
Intangible Local belief | High Indirect /| Unknown / Medium 16 Unknown /
cultural systems and cumulative major
heritage cultural norms

*based on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage; as in Section Table 1 **based on the criteria specific for Cultural Heritage, as in

Table 2

6.4.3

Combined or Cumulative Impacts to Cultural Heritage

In the wider project area there is,a potential for all cultural sites to be affected by cumulative indirect Project
impacts. These impacts/mnay occur through accumulative visual, noise and /or dust induced disturbance
created and escalated by:Project’activities. Cumulative impacts are predicted for the following cultural

receptors:

m  Cultural Landscapes (CL-01 and CL-02);

m The Sagred Rivers (SR-01, SR-02);

m The site,of Sacred Tree (ST-01); and

m_ Ritual Sites (RS-01, RS-02, RS-03, RS-08, RS-09, RS-10).
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MITIGATION AND MONITORING

.0

A total of 244 locations of archaeological and historic significance have been identified within the study area.
These assets are non-renewable resources and the primary goal of cultural resource management should be
their physical preservation (i.e. to avoid direct or indirect impact where practicable). This is in accordance
with IFC guidance (PS 8, 2012) which states that:

“Most cultural heritage is best protected by preservation in its place, since removal is likely to result in
irreparable damage or destruction of the cultural heritage. The client will not remove any non-replicable
cultural heritage, unless all of the following conditions are met: i)here are no technically or financially feasible
alternatives to removal; ii) the overall benefits of the project conclusively outweigh the anticipated cultural
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heritage loss from removal; and iii) any removal of cultural heritage is conducted using the best available
technique”.

In addition, cultural heritage assets are protected by The Historical Monuments Act of Uganda (1968). The
Act specifies that:

“Any person who destroys, alters, defaces, removes, repairs, injures or imperils any preserved or protected
or discovered object...commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding two thousand
shillings or to imprisonment for a period not exceeding six months or to both such fine and imprisonment”.

71 Pre-construction Phase Mitigation
711 Archaeological Mitigation

Archaeological Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area
In order to adequately mitigate archaeological risks to the client the following strategiés are proposed:

m As preparation works and environmental studies are presently ongoing,at the Project site, particularly in
the Kingfisher Field Development Area where highly sensitive artefacts have.now been recorded, there
is potential for the disturbance of previously unidentified archaeological materials (i.e., accidental or
chance finds). The preparation of a Project-specific, ‘site ready’ Chance Find Procedure (CFP) is
recommended as a priority to detail the requirements of TheiHistorical Monuments Act of Uganda
(1968). The CFP will be updated during the lifetime of thé Project to make provisions for a course of
action in the event that any cultural heritage artefacts.are recovered. The CFP will be presented to the
relevant local authority and the National Museum for approval. The CFP should be provided to all
contractors and consultants on the Project site daring all pre-construction activity and incorporated
within the Project’s ‘site induction’ process. It4will rémain in place for the lifetime of the Project. The
CFP will form a component of a detailed Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) (as required by
IFC PS 8 and in line with the objectives ¢f Ugandan cultural heritage policy).

m  Anurgent discussion should be held'with CNOOC to determine strategies for avoidance of those
potentially highly sensitive archaeological sites identified within, or in close proximity to, the Project
footprint, these include sites within theixCentral Processing Facility; Pads 3 and 4A; the Materials Yard/
the Camps; and the Jetty area.

m Itis recommended that a further stage of cultural heritage study is completed, as a priority, in order to
verify the association (if any)'ef those surface artefacts recovered and potential sub-surface
archaeological features ifdicative of settlement/industry. This would comprise a scheme of shallow,
targeted, hand<dug test pits (e.g., 1 m x 1 m in size) through which the archaeological potential could be
firmly established/@and any further material analysis undertaken. This scheme will seek to eliminate the
risk of archaeological induced hold ups during the construction phase.

m Inthe event that these targeted sites yield archaeological material it will necessary to implement a
programme.of pre-construction mitigation. Avoidance (preservation in situ is preferred). Where this is
not'possible, “preservation by record” through systematic recording (e.g., archaeological excavation) is
the only recourse. Such work, where required, will be described in appropriate detailed work
programmes and specifications to be prepared by the cultural heritage specialist.

®, To meet the requirements of Ugandan law this work should be carried out by a suitably qualified
person under a licence for archaeological survey as issued by the Minister. In the event of
artefact recovery, all materials should be surrendered to the National Museum.

Archaeological Mitigation for the Feeder Pipeline

m  As preparation works and environmental studies are presently ongoing along the pipeline route there is
potential for the disturbance of previously unidentified archaeological materials (i.e., accidental or
chance finds). The preparation of a Project-specific, ‘site ready’ Chance Find Procedure (CFP) is
recommended as a priority. The CFP will be updated during the lifetime of the Project to make
provisions for a course of action in the event that any cultural heritage artefacts are recovered. The

=

December 2017 ? Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 38 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

CFP will be presented to the relevant local authority and the National Museum for approval. The CFP
should be provided to all contractors and consultants on the Project site during all pre-construction
activity and incorporated within the Project’s ‘site induction’ process. It will remain in place for the
lifetime of the Project. The CFP will form a component of a detailed Cultural Heritage Management
Plan (CHMP) (as required by IFC PS 8).

Where there are known gaps in the archaeological field survey, specifically those inaccessible areas
along the Pipeline route, it is recommended that these are assessed immediately in order to fully.
capture a complete archaeological baseline for the Project and eliminate the risk of archaeological
induced hold ups during the construction phase.

An urgent discussion should also be held with CNOOC to determine strategies for avoidance of those
potentially highly sensitive archaeological sites identified within, or in close proximity to,-the route
between 2 and 4 km from the CPF (lithic and pottery scatter).

It is recommended that a further stage of cultural heritage study is completed, @s a pfiority, in order to
verify the association (if any) of those surface artefacts recovered and_potential sub-surface
archaeological features indicative of settlement/industry. This would comiprise a scheme of shallow,
targeted, hand-dug test pits (e.g., 1 m x 1 m in size) through which the archaeological potential could be
firmly established and any further material analysis undertakens. This scheme will seek to eliminate the
risk of archaeological induced hold ups during the construction phase.

In the event that these targeted sites yield archaeological material it will necessary to implement a
programme of pre-construction mitigation. Avoidancex(preservation in situ is preferred). Where this is
not possible, “preservation by record” through systematic recording (e.g., archaeological excavation) is
the only recourse. Such work, where required,will be described in appropriate detailed work
programmes and specifications to be prepared by‘the cultural heritage specialist.

To meet the requirements of Ugandan law this.work should be carried out by a suitably qualified person
under a licence for archaeological survey as issued by the Minister. In the event of artefact recovery, all
materials should be surrendered to‘the National Museum.

Cultural Site and Intangibleeritage Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area

A number of highly sensitive, uniquescultural and sacred sites were identified during the baseline survey.
Mitigation measures should be considered at the earliest possible stage.

A bespoke ‘site ready’ Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) should be prepared urgently
for the Project.area (as required by IFC PS 8 and in line with the objectives of Ugandan cultural
heritage policy). The CHMP will highlight the presence of culturally significant places to contractors at
any early stage and specify further management necessary (e.g., demarcation/ signage) as required for
individual sites. The CHMP will seek to manage and mitigate the identified impacts on cultural
resources throughout the Project lifetime in participation with local communities and appropriate site
guardiansiidentified. The Management Plan will set out a strategy for maintaining community access to
sacred sites and facilitating respect for local intangible cultural heritage, tradition and taboo will ensure
that the negative socio-cultural effects are effectively mitigated — regular platforms for community liaison
are recommended in this regard. This will help to prevent any further (accidental) loss of sensitive
cultural assets throughout the pre-construction phase (and beyond).

The preferred mitigation for all directly affected cemetery sites is avoidance. Where avoidance is not
possible, a full mitigation strategy should be developed in conjunction with affected communities and
the guardians of those sites. If the cemetery sites are found to be adjacent (rather than within) the
areas of proposed activity appropriate signage and demarcation is recommended to protect these sites.
It will remain important, as the Project progresses to consult with local communities to potential further
impacts to other cultural sites in the vicinity.

Where other sacred sites have been identified within the Study Area these may require demarcation
and provisions for site-specific monitoring as the Project is finalised (within the CHMP). These may be
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affected by (as yet undefined) Project access routes. Where a change in a site’s setting is anticipated,
planting (e.g., screening) may be considered to minimise adverse visual impacts. Any mitigation
measures must be agreed in conjunction with the affected community.

This next stage of work should also seek to incorporate the views of stakeholders beyond the Study
Area including the National Museum; the cultural advisors for the Bunyoro Kitara Kingdom; and the
regional cultural leaders (as identified during the community interview phase). A complete baseline can
therefore be established and further necessary mitigation prepared (if necessary) and in participation
with all parties. The details of such mitigation will be prepared for inclusion within the Cultural Heritage
Management Plan (CHMP).

Cultural Site and Intangible Heritage Mitigation for the Feeder Pipelip€

7.2

Where there are known gaps in the field survey, specifically those inaccessible areas‘along the Pipeline
route, it is recommended that these are assessed immediately in order to fully capturesa complete
cultural heritage baseline and eliminate the risk of hold ups during the construction phase.

A bespoke ‘site ready’ Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) should be prepared for the feeder
pipeline. The CHMP will highlight the presence of culturally significant places to contractors at any
early stage and specify further management necessary (e.g., demarcation/ signage) as required for
individual sites — i.e. those cemetery sites within close proximity terthe route. The CHMP will seek to
manage and mitigate the identified impacts on cultural resatrces throughout the Project lifetime in
participation with local communities and appropriate site ‘guardians (as listed in APPENDIX F).

The Management Plan will set out a strategy for maintaining community access to cemetery sites and
facilitating respect for local intangible cultural heritage, tradition and taboo will ensure that the negative
socio-cultural effects are effectively mitigated < regular platforms for community liaison are
recommended in this regard.

Construction Phase Mitigation

7.21 Archaeological Mitigation

Archaeological Mitigation fog the'Kingfisher Development Area

The results of the cultural heritage field survey have highlighted a potential for surface scatter of high
archaeological significance. These materials may relate to substantial below-ground features.

The Chance FindsdProcedure (as discussed in Section 7.1.1) will provide the necessary mitigation
strategy for thosesaccidental finds recovered during construction site work. The CFP should sit within
the Project’s Cultural Heritage Management Plan and provided to all construction workers during site
induction.

Once the (pre-construction) test pitting exercise has better established or dismissed the extent of any
below-groundsarchaeological potential, it may be recommended that archaeological monitoring in the
form ofia, ‘watching brief’ take place. The watching brief will occur during all ground intrusive activity
which forms part of the construction phase and comprise an archaeologist in attendance. The specifics
of'the investigation will be included within the CHMP.

= To meet the requirements of Ugandan law this work should be carried out by a suitably qualified
person under a licence for archaeological survey. In the event of artefact recovery, all materials
should be surrendered to the National Museum.

= The watching brief will involve monitoring soil removal / land take for the presence of cultural
heritage material. The archaeologist must have the authority to stop construction work in the event
that significant materials (e.g., burial sites, iron furnaces) are exposed. These sites will be recorded
in full employing ‘preservation by record’.

= The results of the watching brief will be presented to the relevant local authority. Provisions should
be made to exhibit materials to interested stakeholders, including the local community.

=i
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Archaeological Mitigation for the Feeder Pipeline

The results of the cultural heritage field survey have highlighted a potential for surface scatter of high
archaeological significance. These materials may relate to substantial below-ground features.

The Chance Finds Procedure (as discussed in Section 7.1.1) will provide the necessary mitigation
strategy for those accidental finds recovered during construction site work. The CFP should sit within
the Project’s Cultural Heritage Management Plan and provided to all construction workers during site
induction.

Once the (pre-construction) test pitting exercise (as discussed in Section 7.1.1) has better established
or dismissed the extent of any below-ground archaeological potential, it may be recommended/that
archaeological monitoring in the form of a ‘watching brief take place. The watching brief will occur
during all ground intrusive activity which forms part of the construction phase and comprise an
archaeologist in attendance. The specifics of the investigation will be includéd within the CHMP.

®= To meet the requirements of Ugandan law this work should be carried out by:a suitably qualified
person under a licence for archaeological survey. In the event of artefact.recovery, all materials
should be surrendered to the National Museum.

= The watching brief will involve monitoring soil removal / land take for the presence of cultural
heritage material. The archaeologist must have the authority to stop construction work in the event
that significant materials (e.g., burial sites, iron furnaces) are exposed. These sites will be recorded
in full employing ‘preservation by record’.

= The results of the watching brief will be presénted 16 the relevant local authority. Provisions should
be made to exhibit materials to interested Stakeholders, including the local community.

Cultural Site and Intangible Heritagg Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area

Once the Project infrastructure is finalised, site specific mitigation may be required during construction. The
details of such mitigation should be prepared for inclusion within the Project specific Cultural Heritage
Management Plan (CHMP).

This may include:

= Demarcation of ‘ne.go*sensitive areas e.g. sacred trees, ritual sites, cemeteries (i.e. mitigation by
avoidance). Although these sites may or may not be directly affected by construction activities
there is a potential for disturbance of community access routes to cultural sites and to the
environmental setting of the sites themselves;

= Enhancement or protection of environmental setting may be required and should be discussed in
conjunction with local community e.g. through planting/screening;

= (ltmay be necessary to demarcate areas to be avoided by noisy, dust inducing construction vehicles
at/Certain times of the week/year so as to avoid disturbance of traditional ceremonial activities in
close proximity of construction routes;

= Maintaining community access to sacred sites and facilitating respect for local intangible cultural
heritage, tradition and taboo will ensure that the negative socio-cultural effects are effectively
managed — regular platforms for community liaison are recommended in this regard (and detailed
within the CHMP); and

= |tis suggested that the presence of culturally significant places are highlighted to contractors at any
early stage and further managed (e.g., demarcation/ signage) as required. Provisions for this
should be incorporated into the ‘site induction’ process and detailed fully with the CHMP.

=
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Cultural Site and Intangible Heritage Mitigation for the Feeder Pipeline

Once the Project infrastructure is finalised, site specific mitigation may be required during construction. The
details of such mitigation should be prepared for inclusion within the Project specific Cultural Heritage
Management Plan (CHMP).

This may include:

= Demarcation of ‘no go’ sensitive areas e.g. cemeteries (i.e. mitigation by avoidance). Although
these sites may not be directly affected by construction activities there is a potential for.disturbarice
of community access routes to cultural sites and to the environmental setting of the sites
themselves;

= Enhancement or protection of environmental setting may be required and should.be discussed in
conjunction with local community e.g. through planting/screening;

®= |t may be necessary to demarcate areas to be avoided by noisy, dust inducing.construction vehicles
at certain times of the week/year so as to avoid disturbance of traditional .ceremonial activities in
close proximity of construction routes;

= Maintaining community access to sacred sites and facilitating.respect for local intangible cultural
heritage, tradition and taboo will ensure that the negativessocio-cultural effects are effectively
managed — regular platforms for community liaison aré recommended in this regard (and detailed
within the CHMP); and

= |tis suggested that the presence of culturally significant places are highlighted to contractors at any
early stage and further managed (e.g., demarcation/ signage) as required. Provisions for this
should be incorporated into the ‘site induction” process and detailed fully with the CHMP.

7.3 Operation phase
Archaeological Mitigation for th®e Kingfisher Development Area

The results of the cultural heritage field survey have highlighted a potential for surface scatter of
archaeological significance, these.maybe accidently disturbed by operation workers during production.
These archaeological materials may relate to substantial below-ground features, as individual artefacts some
also have significant research potential.

m  The Chance Finds Procedure (as discussed in Section 7.1.1) will provide the necessary mitigation
strategy for any accidental finds recovered during operations site work.

Cultural Site Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area

Site specifiemitigation may be required during Project operation as the infrastructure is finalised and potentially
refined.. The details of such mitigation should be prepared for inclusion within the project specific Cultural
Heritage Management Plan, prepared in participation with affected communities and stakeholders.

This may include:

m . Demarcation of ‘no go’ sensitive areas (e.g., sacred sites, cemeteries) where mitigation will be via
avoidance of impacts;

m Site induction to include introduction on cultural sensitivity/ taboo to the workforce;
m  Enhancement or protection of environmental setting (e.g., through planting/screening); and

m Demarcation of areas to be avoided (e.g., by noisy, dust inducing) site vehicles at certain times of the
dayl/year.
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7.4 Decommission phase
Archaeological Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area

The results of the cultural heritage field survey have highlighted a potential for surface scatter of
archaeological significance, these maybe accidently disturbed by workers during decommissioning and

closure.

m The Chance Finds Procedure (as discussed in Section 7.1.1) will provide the necessary mitigation
strategy for any accidental finds recovered during decommission works.

Cultural Site Mitigation for the Kingfisher Development Area

No additional decommission-specific mitigation measures are anticipated for cultural / sacredsites. The

Cultural Heritage Management Plan, prepared in participation with affected communiities and stakeholders
should make provisions for long term management where required. For example; this'mightinclude
provisions for highlighting culturally sensitive areas to decommissioning workers.

7.41 Summary of Residual Impacts to Cultural Heritage

A summary of the impact assessment, post-mitigation, for all cultural heritage receptors is included in Table
14. The levels of impact intensity are considered on a ‘worst case scenario’ basis.

Table 14: Summary Impact Assessment Ratings: CulturalHeritage

Before mitigation*

After mitigation

Phase Location
Intensity Sensitivity | Severity Intensity | Sensitivity | Severity
Materials High Low k/\oderate Low Low Minor
Yard Medium Cow Moderate Low Low Minor
CPF High High Low High Moderate
High Medium Low Medium Minor
Camps High High Low High Moderate
High Medium Low Medium Minor
Pad 4A High. High Low High M'oderate
Medium Low Low Low Minor
High High Low High Moderate
High High Low High Moderate
Pre. Pad 3 and Medium High Low High Moderate
construction | Roads Medium | Low Low Low Minor
and Medium High Low High Moderate
Construgtion . High Medium Low Medium | Minor
'F’]i'gfl:ge High High Low High Moderate
Medium Low Moderate Low Low Minor
High Low Moderate Low Low Minor
Jotiy High High NES o High Moderate
Low High Moderate Very High Minor
Low
Low High Ve High Minor
Airstrip/lay ° Moderate LOJVy ’
down area Low High Moderate \L/ery High Minor
ow
High High NES o High Moderate
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Feed High Medium Low Medium Minor
eeder . . . :
Pipeline High Medium Low Medium Minor
Medium High Low High
All Medium High Low High
components
Medium High Low High
Pad 4A Medium | Low Low Low
High High Low High
Medium High Low High Moderate
Pad 3 and Medium Low Low Low Minor
Ass Roads
Medium High Low High Moderate
In-field High High Low High Moderate
Pipeline / Medium Low Moderate Low Low
New Road Minor
) Segments
Operations Lot High High Low High Moderate
e
y High High Low High Moderate
Low High Very High Minor
Airstrip/lay Low
down area Low High Very High Minor
Low
High High Low High Moderate
All High High Low High Moderate
components | High High Low High Moderate
Medium High Low High Moderate
Pad 4A Medium Low Low Low Minor
Medium High Low High Moderate
Medium High Low High Moderate
Padg 2k Medium Low Low Low Minor
Ass Roads
Medium High Low High Moderate
Insfield Medium High Low High Moderate
Pipeline / Medium | Low Moderate Low Low
New Road Minor
Segments
Decommissien Medum [High  [NIGIONEIE Low | High Moderate
Jett i i
ety Low High Moderate Very High Moderate
Low
o Low High Moderate Very High Minor
Airstrip/lay Low
down area i i i
W Low High Moderate \L/ery High Minor
ow
Medium High Low High Moderate
All Medium High Low High Moderate
components | Medium High Low High Moderate
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7.4.2 Assessment Limitations

The assessment has been completed for the known cultural heritage sites affected by the Project and the
current archaeological baseline is considered representative of the record across the wider area. However,
it is possible that other sites of cultural heritage interest exist in the study areas that are not currently
identifiable by purely visual means.

Gaining access in dense vegetation and at remote areas along the pipeline was a considerable issue and it
should be noted that there remains a potential for (as yet unrecorded) features of cultural heritagefinterest
across the Study Area as a whole.

Particular survey gaps have been identified in this regard:
m Between Kyarujumba and the Kabaale terminus;

m  Around Ndongo;

m Kamwokoya and

m  Those villages in proximity to Kitegwa.

Furthermore, although this survey provides useful baseline data of the,visible cultural heritage, it cannot
discount the possibility that other (potentially important) remains.may survive in below-ground deposits or in
areas inaccessible to survey. The scope and suitability of additional work that may be required in order to
further investigate identified sites and/or additional areas will be developed as information from this survey is
assessed and disseminated. The assessment has been completed on a worst case scenario basis.

In addition, the information gathered in relation to traditional cultural places and intangible heritage is limited
to that which the community was willing to share withithe field team. A number of the recorded sites are
considered ‘secret’, and although access was granted to.the team, there may be places known only to a
small section of the community and/or some which arertoo sensitive to share. Consequently there is a
potential for unidentified features of cultural importance to exist within the Study Area.

The identification of cultural/sacred sites through community interviews is reliant on the disclosure of
information to the survey team; conseguently there is a potential for other culturally significant sites to exist
(which the survey team were not privy.to),

Furthermore, the residual impacts, which remain after mitigation, are preliminary as although predicted
impacts to cultural heritage sites can be anticipated, mitigation measures are yet to be fully determined (e.g.,
through community participation and discussions with CNOOC).

Uncertainty also relates to intangible cultural heritage practice that may not have been disclosed at the
baseline data collection stage, therefore not all Project impacts may be recognised. The predicted residual
impact mayjtherefore, underestimate the actual impact because practices of great importance to the
communities may not have been identified. Other uncertainties include the influence of in-migrants with
different cultural practices on the existing practices. It may be that communities local to the Project respond
by reinforeing their own belief systems as a result of impending change. The influence of migrants is also
likely related to the size of the population increase in those villages close to the Project, which is uncertain at
this stage.

75 Summary of Mitigation and Monitoring Requirements for Cultural
Heritage
Monitoring requirements are specified in Table 15.

Table 15: Monitoring plan for all project phases

Indicator / Performance

Potential Impact Monitoring Requirement Frequency Criteria

=i
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Prepare, update and
Direct disturbance and dlssgmlnate the prqject- Quarterly, for the Records of correspondence —
. specific Cultural Heritage | first year. .
destruction of cultural M update  Cultural Heritage
. anagement Plan — to | Annually for
heritage resources . . ; Management Plan (CHMP)
include a Chance Find | remainder.
Procedure

Evidence/records of visual
assessments, evidence ./ of
Quarterly, for the | implemented

Monitor visual, sound and air
quality changes, monitor

Indirect changes to the changes to infrastructure

environmental setting first year. | mitigation/improvements and
. plans/access routes and . ) . .
of cultural sites, loss of . Annually for | community=consultation in this
. associated development. ;
site access ” . remainder. regard/ — / update Cultural
Facilitate community -
consultation in this regard HeritagehgManagement  Plan
gard. (GHMP)
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INTRODUCTION

This annex presents the 2014 cultural heritage baseline report for CNOOC’s proposed Kingdfisher Field
Development (the Project) on the eastern shore of Lake Albert, Hoima District, Uganda. The baseline is
required to enable an appropriate assessment of the Project’s potential impacts on the cultural heritage
environment.

For the purposes of this study, cultural heritage is defined with reference to the International Finance
Corporation’s (IFC) Performance Standard 8 (2012) and the Ugandan National Cultural Policy (2006:7):and
encompasses the following components:

Archaeological sites and artefacts; Intangible heritage;

Historical structures; Religious sites;

Historic districts; Cultural and sacred sites; and
Cultural landscapes; Palaeontological Sites

The scope of work and methodology pertaining to the study of the Project’s baseline cultural heritage
environment is included within the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (EIA) that this appendix
accompanies. A complete list of references, acronyms and a glossary is also provided within the preceding
EIA chapter.

Cultural Heritage Background and Overview

The following section summaries the literature review of priorinvestigations and research undertaken in
order to establish the cultural heritage background and context of the both wider region and the immediate
project area.

Palaeoenvironmental and Palaeont@logieal Background

The Albertine Basin forms part of the western branch of the Great African Rift, in which Lakes Albert, Edward
and George are situated, formed in the late Pleistocene epoch (approx. 2.5 - 1.8 million years ago) (Van
Damme and Pickford, 2010). Sedimentary deposits, up to 6 km thick in places, have revealed faunal
remains indicative of well aerated freshywater swamps and isolated paleo-lakes (Cooke, 1997) and those at
Kaiso, on the eastern shores of Lake Albert, have been particularly well studied with 41 new palaeontological
sites identified in the regionssince 1965 (NEMA, 2009). The Kaiso site, approximately 35 km northeast of the
Project, is also richly endowed withrarchaeological resources (Mirembe, 2013) and The Kikorongo Crater,
near Lake George has.revealed (debated) evidence of a fossilized hominoid femur, potentially homo
sapiens, tentatively’dated 8000-10,000 BP (NEMA, 2001, 2009, De Silva et al, 2005). Further afield, at
Rusinga Island on Lake Victoria, fossilized remains of primates, including Early Miocene African hominoids,
believed direct ancestors of homo sapiens (Tumusiime, 1993).

ArchaeologicalBackground

The lacustrinéwregion has an increased potential for early human utilization (and the preserved evidence of
suchwithin the aforementioned fossil-rich deposits). There has however, been a significant lack of
archaeological research and investigation in the Hoima District and it has been suggested that 99% of
Uganda’s archaeological resources await discovery (Reid, 2002). The majority of sites previously identified
inlUganda (and held within the National Museum’s Inventory of Sites) comprise earthworks (potentially
‘Bacwezi’) and colonial-period forts.

Notable Early Stone Age (ESA) evidence, Acheulean hand axes (c 50,000 BP), have been located on the
Mweya Peninsula, at Lake Edward, and at Paraa, within the Murchison Falls National Park. At Chobe, also
within the National Park and northwest of Lake Albert, Late Stone Age (LSA) sites have been identified
(Soper, 1971; Kyazike, 2013).

One of the most famous and well-studied archaeological sites in the regions is the ‘salt gardens’ at Kibiro, on
the north eastern shore of Lake Albert (approximately 45 km from the Study Area). The Kibiro site is
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December 2017 Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

currently on the nomination list for World Heritage recognition for evidence of its unique and ancient salt-
making practices dating from the Late Iron Age (Robertshaw et al, 1997; Connah, 1989, 1990, 1996;
MacLean, 1997; and Louise, 2013). Connah’s works at Kibiro (1989, 1990) show a unique and sustainable
process with the continuous reuse of the same soil, a practice continued to the present day.

The Mubende Hill (Mubende District) and Bigo bya Mugyenyi (Sembabule District) sites are potential
strongholds of the Bachwezi (see Section 4.1.3). The Mubende Hill site is home to the Nakayima Shrifie,
said to hold the spirit of Ndahura, a former Bachwezi king. Archaeological investigation has revealed 10
square km of concentric ringed earthworks dating to the 14th — 16th centuries AD at Bigo bya Mugyenyi
(http://whc.unesco.org/en/tentativelists/911/).

Historical Background

The pre-colonial history of the Bunyoro Kitara Kingdom is poorly studied with most referring to oral traditions
transcribed at court (Robertshaw, 1999). Analysis of the records appear to revealthat.the Bunyoro were one
is a succession of small scale polities, akin to chiefdoms, across the region (ibid). Thére is'some debate
regarding the Bunyoro’s origins. Some historians believe the Bunyoro are decedents of'the Bachwezi. The
Bachwezi are however, surrounded by obscurity. Oral traditions have asserted,them as demi-gods (and
descendants of the first beings on earth) with some studies dismissing them as purely mythical (Tumusiime,
1993). Others credit them with the introduction of long horn cattle and salt extraction, both of which came to
dominate the economy of the Great Lakes region (Robertshaw, 1999).

The modern (geographic) country of Uganda was forged by the British between 1890 and 1926 with the
name originating from ‘Buganda’, one of the preceding kingdoms:, The Kingfisher Project area lies within the
extent of the former Bunyoro Kitara Empire which included partsiof Masindi, Hoima, Kibaale, Kabarole and
Kasese and engulfed parts of present day Kenya, Tanzania'and The Democratic Republic of Congo.
Following the disintegration of the Bunyoro Kitara Empire in.the 19t century smaller kingdoms rose up,
including the Bunyoro, whose leader Kabalega.is renowned for resisting British colonial rule.

Well known historical sites in closer proximity to.the Project include Baker’s View (within the study area), at
Kituuti village (which literally means ‘a raised place’) and the Mparo Tombs. Baker’s View, within the Project
Study Area, marks the place where explorer Samuel Baker first had a view of Lake Albert while looking for
the source of River Nile. The historic,Mparo,tombs are located 2 km from Hoima town on the Hoima-Masindi
road. These are the tombs of the.Bunyaoro tribe royal family and Kabalega, the famous Omukama (king) of
the Bunyoro, was buried herefin 1923.

Field Survey Result§

The following section‘presents the results of the archaeological and cultural field surveys undertaken
between January and February 2014. Three broad site types were identified:

Archaeological remains and historic sites (individual artefacts, collections of artefacts — ‘scatter’, built
heritage, earthwork sites etc.); and

Cultural sites (sacred sites, cemeteries, churches and mosques).

Thesejare discussed separately below. For ease of reference all identified sites have been assigned a
uniquesidentification number (ID) in the text and maps to follow.

Archaeological sites and cultural sites were sub-categorized according to the type of site and/or artefacts
they represent, for example all IDs pre-fixed ‘PO’ constitute pottery artefacts and ‘ST, sacred trees.

Table 1 summaries the site codes referenced in the sections to follow:

Table 1 Cultural Heritage Site Categories

Site Type Sub-category Site Code
Archaeological Remains Bone find spot BO
g Lithic find spot LI
.
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Site Type Sub-category Site Code
Metallurgical find spot ME
Pottery find spot PO
Shell find spot SH
Slag find spot SL
Historic Site HI

Historic Sites
Quarry Site Qu
Bark Cloth Tree BC
Cemetery CE
Church CH
Cultural Tree CT
Mosque MO

Cultural Sites
Medicinal Plant MP
Ritual Object RO
Ritual Site RS
Sacred River SR
Sacred Tree ST

Archaeological Survey Results

Table 2 and Table 3 present.the catalogue of all 279 archaeological sites identified, including their UTM
coordinates, recorded-during the cultural heritage baseline study. These are mapped in relation to the
proposed Project infrastructure on the Archaeological Site Drawings (Appendix D of the EIA maps 1 - 10).
The site categories idéntified are discussed below. An overview map, to show their distribution throughout

the Study Area, is presented below (Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Overview of archaeological sites identified in the 2014 Study Area
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Pottery

Pottery artefacts were recorded at 181 sites within the Study Area. In all but one instance (intact pot: PO-
52) these artefacts constituted individual pottery sherds, or scattered sherds in a concentrated area.
Although the pottery was widely dispersed, Kiina village had a greater density that any other settlement wi
scatters recorded at 38 separate locations within and immediately surrounding the village (Map 3, Appendi
D). Despite the survey gaps previously identified, pottery was also notably recorded at 56 locations alo

the pipeline route (Maps 8 — 10, Appendix D), in the vicinity of Kabaale where 24 pottery scatter sites @
identified (sites PO-01; PO-26 — PO-36; PO-62; PO-63; and PO-160 — PO-166, Map 9). \

Figure 2: Pottery Scatter a

Several theories w
throughout the stu a, and at Kiina village in particular. Full details of the records are presented in
Appendix C of the EIA(community interviews). There was a general consensus among the lake shore

ities that the clay source was at Nsonga, though residents at Nsunzu also mentioned it was local to
f the inhabitants of Kiina and Nsunzu stated that clay was used ‘long ago’ for making

r was readily available and that these clay canoes were used on Lake Albert after being
was very hard and could go on the water”. Others suggested that pots were brought down from
ents during the Kabalega (colonial) wars, when they were used for food storage and “even to
ildren in when the soldiers came”. The communities at Kiina and Kyakasambu also mentioned

y is used to make coffins.

The archaeological evidence suggests the sherds date back to the Neolithic period, with much of the Kiina
scatter dating to the Ugandan Iron Age'*. The pottery scatter was analysed based decoration and form.
Subsequently four pottery traditions were identified, which correspond to the following Ugandan typologies:

14 The Neolithic and Iron Age periods are yet to be carbon-calibrated in Uganda. The Neolithic generally refers to the period from the Mid-Holocene and the Iron Age, from the 15t
century BC — 16/17" centuries AD.

December 2017
Report No. 1776816-319893-8




CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Kansyore - Neolithic pottery;

Urewe - Early Iron Age pottery;
Bourdine - Middle Iron Age pottery; and
Roulette - Late Iron Age pottery.

Of the 180 pottery sites recorded, further analysis revealed three major forms: pots, bowls and cups. ‘A
variety of pots were also identified: independent necked pots (x2), dependent pots (x1), short necked pots
(x5), open mouthed (x2), carinated/vase-shape (x2). The bowls were mainly open (x26), necked bowls,(x2),
wide mouthed (x2), restricted (x1), hemispherical (x2) and constricted (x1). The full pottery analysis iis
presented in Table 2. It suggests that the sherds relate to vessels with a cooking or storage funétion with the
majority dating to the Late Iron Age (LIA) and displaying characteristics of the LIA Roulette‘pottery tradition.

The four pottery traditions identified within the Study Area are discussed below:

Kansyore pottery: Neolithic (c. 6000 — 5000 BC)

Kansyore pottery is associated with hunter-fisher-gatherer communities.and named after the Kansyore
Island archaeological site situated on the River Kagera, which flows into Western Lake Victoria. The pottery
tradition dates from c. 6000-5000 cal. B.C and is characterized by the"wavy lines evident in the two pieces of
Neolithic pottery identified within the Study Area (PO-182 on the’Escarpment Road, and PO-161 at Kabaale,
along the pipeline route). Kansyore pottery is a significant indicator of cultural interaction across the East
African region and has been identified in Sudan (referred te.as ‘Khartoum Neolithic’ pottery) and in several
parts of Kenya and Tanzania. Although only a total of two sherds.of the Kansyore pottery tradition were
verified through analysis of decoration and form, it isdikely that other (perhaps smaller, less defined) sherds
date to this period.

Urewe pottery: Early Iron Age (c. 500 BC — AD 700)

Urewe pottery dates to the Early Iron Age,(EIA)in Uganda (c. 500 BC — AD 700). The name is derived the
Urewe archaeological site in Kenya. Its‘characteristic decoration is the dimpled base. Other key identifiers
are oblique incisions and punctuates as in‘Figures 3 and 4 below.

Figure 3: Urewe pottery from Kiina (site PO-130)

A total of eight potsherds were identified as belonging to the Urewe pottery tradition. These are
characterized by incised cross hatching; herringbone; oblique rim incisions; hatched triangles; vertical bold
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lines and hatched ladders. EIA Urewe pottery was located at the following sites: PO-167, PO-180, PO-49,
PO-84, PO-152, PO-150, PO-157, PO-130. Two of these are on the pipeline route (PO-167 and PO-180).
The majority were recovered from Kiina village.

<

Figure 4: Oblique incisions on Urewe pottery from Kituutu along the pipeline route (PO-180)

Bourdine or Chobe pottery: Middle Iron Age (undated)

A total of 58 Bourdine sherds were identified within the Study Area. The term Bourdine comes from “pile de
bordins” (‘heap of sausages’) {Hiernaux and Maquet cited by Soper, 1971b). The main indicators are finger
marks, finger pinching and_stepped-up ridges. This pottery is commonly regarded as a Middle Iron Age (MIA)
tradition, a period yet to be radiocarbon-dated in western Uganda. The 58 MIA pottery sherds were noted at
25 scatter sites.
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Figure 5: Forms of Bourdi eecoration elements: (PO-137) and (PO-116) - finger impressions; (PO-129) -
stepped up ridges and (PO-245) - finger nail push

Roulette potte ate Iron Age (undated)

Roulette pottery constituted the majority of the potsherds found within the Study Area. Roulette is a Late
Iron Age pwnion (without radiocarbon dates in Uganda) identified by knotted string/strips or
e

herringﬁ ions and mammilations (Figures 6 and 7).
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Figure 6: Roulette pottery - Intact pot (PO-52) from Nsun

Figure 7%N Roulette pottery (PO-138, PO-71 and PO-56)

\g
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Table 2: Pottery forms and decoration elements per tradition

Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-01 pottery, slag 281197 159003
PO-26 plain sherd 281539 159631
PO-27 plain sherd 281457 159584
Po-28 | it W é graves and 281446 159631
PO-29 pottery and lithics 281351 159622
PO-30 plain potsherd 281417 159332
PO-31 plain potsherd and shell 281405 159313
PO-32 gﬁﬁg{fffhfe?gg 22 LRoulette knotted string 281264 159227
PO-33 decorated pottery Roulette mammilated, knotted string 281258 159192
Pipeline — Kabaale PO-34 plain pottery 280973 158995
PO-35 decorated pottery 281054 159017
PO-36 plain pottery 281849 160209
PO-37 plain pottery 281950 160177
PO-38 gup:;LLC:rS people and | o jette wide bowl, knotted string 281930 160167
PO-39 rim, slag and shell 281963 160175
PO-62 pottery 282709 159206
PO-63 pottery Roulette knotted string 281458 159623
PO-160 slag, shell, pottery Roulette knotted string 282675 159209
PO-161 \c’:vsxgelrlmrt]fagg:%?plgt?ery Kansyore mat impressed, mammilated 281523 159614
December 2017 \ Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-162 :ﬁgfj;”atb” ofplain | poulette open bowl, knotted string 281203 159060
PO-163 plain sherds 281003 159016
PO-164 ?i?ncorated pottery and a Roulette open bowl, herringbone 281885 160209
concentration of
PO-165 decorated potsheds and | Roulette herringbone, knotted string 281910 160203
iron slag
PO-166 | Scaters of plain 282085 160258
potsherd
PO-41 plain pottery 273242 151346
PO-42 plain pottery 273360 151278
PO-43 decorated pottery Roulette herringbone 273487 151157
Pipeline - Bitagata PO-44 decorated pottery Roulette curved wood, knotted string 273457 151150
PO-172 plain pottery s¢atters 273184 151404
PO-173 concentration.of pettery, 273449 151155
two graves
Pipeline - Kyapa (road to PO-45 | plairfpoitery 268411 146748
Sayuuni)
PO-47 plain pottery 263877 145584
Pipeline - Kasoga PO-48 incised pott.ery rim 261673 143670
pO-49 | decorated rim, Faith of | ;00 oblique incisions 261137 142423
Unity church
Pipeline - Kituuti PO-50 rim of decorated pottery 254811 134286
Pipeline - Kaseeta (Nyanseke) PO-167 scatters of pottery, plain Urewe incised crosses 276935 153256

and decorated
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C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
decorated (roulette) and
PO-168 plain pottery, Kaseeta Roulette sh(_)rt neekedypot, knotted 276851 153153
. string
catholic church
pO-169 | decorated pottery and o otte knotted string 276983 153126
scatters
PO-40 | Plain pottery and slag, 276905 153245
church of Uganda
Pipeline - Kisooba pO-170 | Several scatters of 276520 150777
pottery
Pipeline - Bukona pO-171 | Potsherds-necks of Roulétte independent necked pot, 285249 160043
roulette, slag knotted string
CNOOC pipeline bench
Pipeline - Kibaale modern PO-46 mark, pot?epry 265189 146242
primary PO-174 concentration of pottery 265225 146207
Pipeline - Kasoga PO-175 concentration of pottery | Roulette herringbone, soot 263561 145318
PO-176 | l2wehid mosque, 261201 142319
L scatters of plain pottery
Pipeline - Kasoga B K tholic church
PO-177 asoga eatiiolic chdren, 261248 142283
pottery.scatters
Fountain of life church, necked bowl (bourdine)
PO-178 pottery scatters-plain Bourdine . ; 258228 141140
independent necked pot
and decorated
Pipeline - Kyarujumba Kyarujumba model
PO-179 | Nursey and primary 258221 141110
school, decorated
pottery
concentration of
Pipeline - Kituuti PO-180 decorated potsheds and | Urewe incisions, string 254846 134348
iron slag
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Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
o PO-64 decorated pottery 254823 139573
Pipeline - Kamwokya -
PO-65 plain pottery 253714 140004
PO-181 scatters of plain pottery 268462 150037
Pipeline - Izahura-Sayuuni PO-66 Plain pottery 268503 150238
PO-67 plain pottery 267716 147867
L PO-68 plain pottery 264899 146994
Pipeline - Kyarushesha -
PO-69 plain pottery 265049 146983
Pipeline - Kyarushesha PO-51 decorated pottery rim Roulétte knotted string 265065 146993
Airstrip Extension PO-06 plain pottery 249206 136791
PO-09 pottery 247978 137919
PO-10 pottery 247952 137921
PO-11 pottery 247918 137909
PO-12 pottery 247856 137923
Jetty PO-13 pottery 247845 137924
PO-53 abraded pottery 248046 137924
PO-54 pottery (2 pieces) 247992 137920
po-g5 | Pottery scatter (6 248375 138041
pieces)
Escarpment road - lkamiro PO-74 pottery, lithics 251193 135272
Escarpment road PO-182 pottery, lithics Kansyore wavy lines 251193 135272
Materials yard - Kyakasambu 4, | R6-75 | 'ong bone, lithics, 249060 137996
pottery
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Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
Spoil Area-A PO-98 Zﬁi‘;irztg‘;g'iglpOttew’ 249841 138720
PO-02 1 rim sherd 247297 135250
PO-77 pottery scatter 247316 135479
PO-78 pottery scatter 247367 135625
In field Road - Nsunzu PO-79 pottery scatter 247298 135352
PO-81 large pottery scatter 247284 135360
PO-83 pottery scatter 247156 135472
PO-84 pottery scatter Urewe cross hatching 247293 135432
PO-72 pottery 247317 135066
Infield Road - Kiina P@-151 scatters of pottery 247274 134996
PO-152 ;;lt?gybsigaﬁgrgm and Urewe, Bourdine crisscrossed, finger nails 247229 134927
December 2017 N Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
scatters of potsherds . ) . . .
PO-153 (30 x20m) Bourdine, Roulette finger impressions, nail push 247220 134930
Infield Road - Jetty PO-76 Efet;ee'g') scatter (3 248669 138022
Pad 5 - Kiina PO-143 pottery scatters 246867 134752
Pad 4-1 - Kyakapere PO-57 pottery, Church of God 250798 141196
Pad 3 PO-03 1 sherd 247791 136033
PO-96 scatters of pottery Roulette knotted string 250642 140732
Pad 4-2 PO-97 plain pieces of pottery 250687 140873
PO-22 gj%’::‘f)sra‘igg)'%“ery Réulette mammilations, incisions 250777 141208
PO-04 plain pottery 247780 136525
PO-05 ggt”a' (4 ,people)rbie | poyrdine large pot, finger push 247737 136348
PO-52 | Bohesand.Pottery Bourdine, Roulette gt‘ﬁ:;m"ated ridges, knotted | 545866 135456
Nsunzu PO-80 | péttery scatters Bourdine, Roulette iﬁﬁged up ridges, knotted 246956 135529
PQO-86 pottery scatter, lithics 246987 135477
PO-87 large pottery dump 247257 135513
PO-88 SPi?;tery scatter at burial 246764 135286
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C|sllsa Zc:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-89 Z?;tery scatter at burial 246788 135312
PO-90 scatters of pottery 247755 136476
POg1 | Scatters of pottery and 2 247696 136396
PO-92 scatters of pottery, rim 247643 136290
PO-93 pottery 247736 136305
PO-14 pottery, bone 248013 137258
PO-15 decorated pottery roulette knotted string 248035 137290
PO-16 plain pottery 248190 137310
PO-17 Plain pottery 248145 137332
PO-18 plain pottery 248048 137145
po-19 | Plain pottery, meeting 248000 137153

Nsonga treespath
PO-20 decorated pottery 248020 137029
PO-21 decorated pottery roulette knotted string 248045 136806
PO-55 finger impressed pottery | Bourdine, Roulette nail push, knotted sting 247836 137693
P0O-56 mammilated roulette Bourdine, Roulette fin_ger impressjons, knotted 247852 137643

pottery, bone string, mammilated
December 2017 - Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-99 pottery scatters 247794 137850
PO-100 decorated pottery Roulette knotted string 247814 137787
concentration of
PO-101 decorated and plain 247817 137774
pottery
PO-102 | Pieces of decorated Roulette knotted string 247831 137727
pottery
PO-103 spatters of pottery, lithic Bolirdiné, Roulette finger nail impressions, knotted 247857 137537
piece string
PO-104 concentration of pottery 247924 137295
PO-105 | concentration ofplain | p 046 knotted string 247974 137258
and decorated'pottery.
PO-106 pottery scatiers 247977 137247
PO-107 plain_sherds 248000 137249
PO-108 | PoterySeatiers and a 248193 137298
one
scatters of pottery all
PO-109 over (100x100) 248163 137199
PO-1q0 | decorated and plain Bourdine, Roulette | StéPPed up ridges, knotted 248023 137097
pottery string
PO-111 scatters of plain pottery 248047 136942
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Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
burial site of the
PO-112 Bakubya clan, pottery 247985 136786
scatters
PO-07 decorated pottery sherd 250401 140300
PO-08 decorated pottery Roulette knotted string 250400 140353
PO-94 | pottery scatter Bourdine, Réllette | StePPed up ridges, finger 250399 140289
impressions, knotted strip
PO-95 z:igf;fe‘éfgﬁgig;n Roulétte knotted string 250647 140782
PO-113 pottery scatter 250747 141446
PO-114 pottery scatter 250720 141406
Kyakapere PO-115 pottery scatter. 250672 141295
PO-116 | pottery scatter Bourdine, Roulette | fNger impressions, stepped up | 55577 141186
ridges, knotted string
PO-117 | Semetny, potiely 250615 140536
PO-118 Pottery, Scatter 250581 140447
PO-119  ['Pottery Scatter Bourdine, Roulette ziﬁgged up ridges, knotted 250527 140464
N burial (3 people),
PO-120 pottery scatters 250511 140438
PO-121 pottery scatter 250518 140406
PO-122 pottery scatter 250442 140335
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Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-23 decorated pottery Roulette knotted string 246393 133580
po-sg | decorated unique 246065 133295
pottery
po-59 | Pottery and alithic 247039 134913
pyramidal core
PO-70 rim of roulette pottery Roulette knotted string 246885 134726
PO-71 decorated potsherd Bourdine, Roulette gg?r?gr impressions, knotted 247201 134991
Kii concentration of
lina PO-123 | decorated pottery (50x |'Roulette knotted string 246564 133687
50 m)
PO-124 | concentration of roulette 246492 133648
pottery
decorated pottery and a .
PO-125 : . Roulette knotted string 246407 133611
smoking pipe
Kiina eatholic church,
PO-126 scatters of decorated 246259 133516
pottery
POM27 ﬁ;tltfsry scatters and Bourdine, Roulette | knotted string 246202 133419
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C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
Kiina church of God, finger impressions, knotted
PO-128 scatters of decorated Bourdine, Roulette g R ’ 246236 133352
strips on,rim
pottery
PO-129 sgatters of ppttery with Bourdine flnggr crescent push, stepped 246190 133313
different designs up ridges
PO-130 pottery scatters (60x60 | Urewe, Bourdine, yertical I_ines, finger _ 246195 133287
m) Roulette impressions, knotted string
PO-131 concentration of pottery 246206 133253
at the Lake shores
PO-132 concentration of pottery 246154 133136
PO-133 pottery concentration 246119 133093
PO-134 pottery/scatters Roulette knotted string 246117 133091
PO-135 potsherds and a bone Bourdine, Roulette finger impressions, nail push 246099 133101
Po.136 | Pones and pottery 246095 133125
scatters
PO-137 concentration of pottery 246094 133144
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C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-138 concentration of pottery | Bourdine mammilations,/knotted string 246089 133185
PO-139 concentration of pottery 246110 133436
scatters of pottery,
PO-140 finger impression, 246138 133451
roulette, thick rim
pO-141 | Kiina mosque, pottery 246522 133640
concentration
PO-142 | concentration of pottery, 246901 134776
lithics
PO-144 | Soncentration of 246855 134732
decorated pottery
PO-145 concentration of pottery Bourdine, Roulette finger impressions, knotted 246860 134766
(60% 60.m) string
concentration of
PO-146 decorated pottery (10x Roulette open bowls, bevels on rim 246907 134759
10'm)
PO-147 pottery scatters Bourdine crescent like impression 247095 134931
g concentration of pottery
PO-148 (50x50 m) 247150 134948
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C|sllsa Z’c:ated Development / Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-149 concentration of pottery | Bourdine finger impressions, nail push 247186 134970
concentration of Urewe, Bourdine rim incisions, finger
PO-150 decorated pottery (35% : ’ . . - Ting 247232 135009
Roulette impressions
20m)
PO-24 plain pottery 248836 138229
po-25 | @im and plain 248852 138312
potsherd, bone
po-go | three cooking stone, 248804 138177
plain pottery
PO-61 pottery, bones, shells Roulette mammilated 248808 138206
PO-73 pottery, bones 249024 138435
Kyakasambu
PO-154 | Potsherds,and stone 248805 138138
tools
PO-155 pottery scatters 248906 138334
PO-156 | potsherds, bone Bourdine, Roulette iﬁgged up ridges, knotted 248941 138381
PO57 poncentration of pottery, Urewe, Roulette ha?ched triangles, knotted 248957 138372
jaw bone string
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Associated Development /

Village Site ID Description of Site Pottery Tradition Analysis Easting Northing
PO-158 pottery scatters 249014 138403
PO-159 pottery scatters 249356 138615
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Lithics
A total of 88 lithic artefacts (ancient stone tools) were identified at 44 sites across the Study Area. The lithic
artefacts included worked points, cores, whole flakes, hand axes, pick axes, scrapers, curve backed pieces,
crescents and grinding stones (i.e., both heavy duty and light duty tools). Of particular note was a
concentrated lithic artefact scatter within the proposed airstrip extension (Figure 8), potentially indicative of
lithic working site (industry). Other scatters were identified within the proposed CPF and Escarpment
elements of the Project. Lithics artefacts were also noted close to the Jetty at Nsunzu and along the P
route. At the start of the pipeline route, lithic scatter LI-39 was found associated with a metal obje
possible bangle fragment ME-04), which may indicate a possible burial site.

Analysis of the materials suggests occupation spanning the Early Stone Age (ESA) peri
at sites LI-24 and LI-25 in the vicinity of the Escarpment Road) to the Middle Stone A
(e.g., a pick-axe recovered in the vicinity of Kiina at site LI-20). There is also evide
(LSA) activity with the existence of crescents and curve backed pieces that wereddenti
(LI-37) and Kyarushesha (LI-16).

Figure 8: A concentration acts at the proposed Airstrip extension
Three grinding st re served in the study area (LI-07, LI-13, LI-15). These relatively large stones
(approximately 30 x 10 cm) are currently used for diverse purposes including washing feet and for

drlnklng/fe ing ducks nd chickens. Some appeared to show evidence of grinding herbs (e.g., LI-07,
(Figure 9).

\%?‘
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Figure 9: Grinding stone with herbs from Kyakapere (LI-07)

At Baker’s View, at the top of the Escarpment Road, a grinding
historic food production function (Figure 10). This is p rtic
permit the survival and storage of most grains.

as identified which suggests a
nusual for the region as the soils do not

10: Grinding stone at Baker's View (LI-13)

Evidence of stone weights, presumably for fishing (Figure 11) were also identified in the Study Area at Kiina
village. Although the stone’s historic authenticity is debatable, similar stones and/or associated sites may
provide improved data for the reconstruction of prehistoric fishing/economic activities at Lake Albert.
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Figure 11: Fishing stone (LI-10)
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Table 3: Summary of lithic sites identified during the field survey

Associated Development / Village | Location Site ID | Analysis Easting Northing
Kyakasambu-Nsonga border LI-03 scraper (lithics) 240196 136934
Kyakasambu-Nsonga border LI-04 lithic core, scrapers, point 249198 136934
L . Kyakasambu-Nsonga border LI-05 pyramidal core 249235 136908
Airstrip Extension — -
Kyakasambu-Nsonga border LI-06 lithic tool of chert raw material 249209 136800
Kyakasambu LI-27 Lithic Scatter/Workshop 249195 136944
Kyakasambu-Nsonga border LI-41 Lithic Scatter (3) 249206 136791
CPF Kyakasambu LI-08 lithic'in obsidian raw material 249755 138748
Ikamiro LI-13 grinding stone 251144 135780
Ikamiro LI-14 cain, lithic core 251184 135756
Ikamiro Ll-23 Core 2505867 | 135594
LI<24 Hand Axe 250530 136074
LI-25 Pick Axe 250512 136001
Escarpment Road - —
lkamiro LI-33 pottery, lithics 251193 135272
Ikamiro LI-34 lithics 251105 135673
Nsonga LI-35 lithics in situ 250573 135802
Ikamiro LI-43 straight side notched scrapper and 3 ritual stones 250963 135846
Ikamiro LI-44 cores 2505867 | 135594
Kituuti LI-15 grinding stone 254788 134302
Kyarushesha LI-16 barked lithic piece 265077 146990
Pipeline Izahura-Sayuuni LI-26 quartz core 267787 147850
Kyakasambu LI-39 metal object, probable ancient burial, lithics 249733 137646
Kabaale LI-40 pottery and lithics 281351 159622
Kiina -infield road Kiina LI-20 pick axe 247317 135066
Materials yard Kyakasambu LI-36 long bone, lithics, pottery 249060 137996
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Associated Development / Village | Location Site ID | Analysis Easting Northing
Kyakasambu LI-37 lithics (typical LSA artefacts) 249094 137871
Kyakasambu LI-38 lithics 249085 137825
Spoil Area-A Kyakasambu/Kyakapere LI-02 scatters of plain pottery, quartz stone tool 249841 138720
Kyakasambu/Kyakapere LI-09 scatters of plain pottery, quartz stone tool 249841 138720
Kiina LI-42 shells and lithics 247286 135056
Kiina LI-10 stone with a hole in the middle 246305 133505
Kiina LI-11 pottery and a lithic pyramidal core 247039 134913
Kiina Kiina LI-18 pottery.scatters 246117 133091
Kiina LI-19 scraper (lithics) 247095 134931
Kiina LI-28 pottery scatters and lithics 246202 133419
Kiina 129 concentration of pottery, lithics 246901 134776
Kiina LJ-30 shells and lithics 247286 135056
Kyakapere Kyakapere LI07 grinding stone 250456 140437
Kyakasambu LI-21 flake 248941 138381
Kyakasambu LI-31 potsherds and stone tools 248805 138138
Kyakasambu _y
Kyakasambu LI-32 lithics 249057 138482
Kyakasambu LI-12 three cooking stone, plain pottery 248804 138177
Nsonga Nsonga LI-17 scatters of pottery, lithic piece 247857 137537
Nsunzu Nsunzu LI-01 pottery scatter, lithics 246987 135477
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Bones and Shells

Bones were recorded at 28 sites within the Study Area, the majority within the extent of the proposed
Materials Yard. Most of the bones were in a fragmentary state and could not be analysed, although fish
vertebrae and cow bones were noted. No fossilized bone was identified.

Seven shell sites were identified within the Study Area. There were recorded in the vicinity of Kabaale«(Map
9). The shells mainly land snail shells, apart from one re-deposited marine shell at the Burrow Pit, possibly
transported from the Jetty area during its upgrading. Analysis of these sites did not reveal any evidence that
the shells were part of any midden (rubbish dump) deposits and consequently their anthropogenic nature is
unproven. However, until any further analysis takes place (e.g., trial trenching) these sites may have
archaeological potential, particularly where found in association with pottery and/or lithics«(e:g., BO-14, in the
vicinity of the proposed Materials Yard / Camp — Map 5).

Table 4 details the locations of the bone shell deposits recorded. These are depigcied in relation to the

proposed Project infrastructure in Maps 1 — 11, Appendix D).

Table 4: Summary of bone and shell sites identified during the field survey

Associated
Development / Location Site ID Site Description / Analysis Easting Northing
Village
Pad 4-1 Kyakapere BO-03 bories, pottery (decorated) 250777 141208
Infield road Kiina BO-06 tooth 246986 134887
BO-13 several bones 249042 138014
BO<14 long bone, lithics, pottery 249060 137996
BO-15 bone 249134 138159
Materials Yard Kyakasambu BO-16 bone 548985 138132
BO-17 bone 249045 138032
BO-18 bone 249102 138000
BO-19 bone 249056 138008
Spoil area B Kyakasambu BO-21 bone 249839 135973
BO-22 bone 249846 135992
Kyakasambu BO-20 long bone 249482 137672
Nyanseke (kaseeta) | BO-23 jaw bone 153141 276890
o Kasoga BO-24 t”;ﬁ:ﬁ' (probable hoe), molar | oe3565 | 145206
Pipeline
Izahura-Sayuuni BO-25 bones 267787 147850
SH-04 slag, shell, pottery 282675 159209
Kabaale SH-05 | plain potsherd and shell 281405 | 159313
SH-06 rim, slag and shell 281963 160175
Airstrip Extension E’S’i'r‘lzza&?gér BO-27 | bone 249212 | 136920
Borrow Pit SH-01 redeposited shells 250121 1336596
Kiina Kiina SH-02 shells and lithics 247286 135056
SH-03 pottery, bones, shells 248808 138206
Kyakasambu Kyakasambu BO-07 pottery, bones, shells 248808 138206
BO-08 a rim and plain potsherd, bone | 248852 138312
BO-09 potsherds, bone 248941 138381
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Associated

Development / Location Site ID | Site Description / Analysis Easting Northing

Village
BO-10 ggrr:c;entration of pottery, jaw 248957 138372
BO-11 pottery, bones 249024 138435
BO-12 Bone 249370 138580
BO-01 pottery, bone 248013 137258

Nsonga Nsonga BO-02 | pottery scatters and a bone 248193 | 137298
BO-28 Bone 247852 137643

Nsunzu A BO-26 Bones and Pottery 246866 135456

Kiina Kiina BO-04 potsherds and a bone 246099 133101
BO-05 bones and pottery. scatters 246095 133125

Metallurgical objects
Eight metallurgical objects were identified in the Study Area. These included a possible bangle piece (ME-

04, Figure 15) and historic coins from Kiina and lkamiro. The latter was associated with a site on the

Escarpment Road (ME-03) and dated to the 1960s (Figure 12, Map«1 in Appendix D). Iron slag was also

identified along the pipeline route (Figure 13) providing,evidence of historic iron working.

The iron slag fragments were found exclusively along the pipeline route at the top of escarpment potentially
indicative of Iron Age metal production in this ar€ay This is further substantiated through associated Iron Age

dated pottery found along the Pipeline route at seven.of the nine slag locations (see Table 5 below). It is

notable that no slag was found at the lakeside, suggesting settlement of the lakeside may have occurred at a
later date, or that industrial production was solely focused on the escarpment top, where trade routes were

more accessible.

Figure 12: A bangle fragment (ME-04), associated with lithic scatter LI-39, at the start of the proposed pipeline

route/CFP
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Figure 13: Pieces of Iron slag (site SL-02), associated with Iron Age pottery s€atter (PO-162)

Table 5: Summaries the metallurgical finds within the Study-Area

Associated
Development / Location Site ID Site Description / Analysis Easting Northing
Village
SL-01 slag, shell, pottery 282675 159209
Kabaale SL-02 pottery, slag 281197 159003
SL-03 concentration of decorated 281910 160203
potsheds and iron slag
SL-04 rim, slag and shell 281963 160175
Kaseeta SL-05 plain pottery and slag, church 276905 153245
Pipeline (Nyanseke) of Uganda
Blikona SL-06 gggherds'”e"ks of roulette, | 585049 | 160043
N concentration of decorated
Kituuti SL-07 potsheds and iron slag 254846 134348
Kyakasambu ME-04 | Metal object, probable ancient | 5 q755 | 437646
burial, lithics
Kasoga ME-05 | Metal (probable hoe), molar | o565 [ 145206
Escarpment road lkamiro ME-03 coin, lithic core 251184 135756
Airstrip Extension ﬁgz‘:]agza&?gér ME-01 | metal object 249238 | 137008
Kiina Kiina ME-02 coin (1966) 246383 133599

Historic Sites and Quarries

Four historic sites were identified in the Study Area (HI-01 — HI-04). In Kyakapere village the remains of a
stone built structure, possibly house foundations, were noted (site HI-01). No other buildings with stone

December 2017 @ Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

walls / foundations were identified in the lakeshore villages. The site may have links with the 11t — 15t
century-dated ‘Zimbabwe’ stone walled palaces and connections with central African traditions. The stones
have continued in use serving as land boundaries and as protection against coastal soil erosion (Figure 14).

Figure 14: A stone foundation in Kyakapere (HI-01)

Site HI-02, an old settlement known to the c es within close proximity to the proposed Infield
Road — Map 11, Appendix D. A salt making pl (HI-03) was also recorded close to Nsonga. Although no
longer in use this site is well known to community. Baker’s View, site HI-04 is on the National Inventory
of Cultural Heritage sites in Ugand ated beyond the proposed infrastructure. The site marks the
place where explorer Samuel Baker fitst saw’Lake Albert, presently being developed as a tourist site and

trail.

Two sites of historic quarryi Nl and QU-02) activity were identified within the Study Area, in a steep
narrow gully approx. 2 of the Escarpment Road (Figure 15).

v/
\%?‘
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Figure 15: Historic Quarrying Activity (QU-01, QU-02) in vicinity of Es€arpment Road/ Borrow Pit

Table 6: Historic Sites and Quarries Identified in the Study.Area

Associated . Site Site Description / . .
Development / Village Location ID Analysis Easting | Northing
Kyakapere K_yakapere HIL01 tradltlon_al stone house 250439 | 140447
Village foundation
. Kyakasambu/
Spoil Area-A Kyakaperé HI-02 | old settlement 250165 | 138731
Nsonga Nsonga HI-03 | historic salt making place 248270 | 137422
Pipeline Kituuti Hi-04 | Bakers view historical site | ,5/767 | 434310
- colonial
Escarpment Road/ Escarpment - . .
Borrow Pit Road/ Borrow Pit QU-01 | historic quarrying activity 250037 | 136368
Escarpment Road/ Escarpment C . .
Borrow Pit Road/ Borrow Pit QU-02 | historic quarrying activity 250102 | 136352

CulturakSite,Survey Results

Cuflturalfsites

Theresults of the cultural site survey are summarised below. Due to the confidential nature of some of the
cultural sites (e.g., secret sites) the GPS locations of culturally sensitive areas have not been revealed nor
appended. They will be provided, as requested, to the Project design team.

The full list of the identified cultural sites (religious sites, cemeteries, sacred sites and medicinal plants) is

presented in Table 15, and where appropriate these locations are mapped in relation to the proposed Project
infrastructure on Maps 12 - 19 (Appendix E). An overview, showing the distribution of identified cultural sites
is included in Figure 16.
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Figure 16: Overview of cultural sites identified in the Study Area
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Churches and Mosques

A total of 28 churches (CH-01 - CH-28, Table 7) were identified within the Study Area. These can be broadly
categorized as Seventh Day Adventist, Pentecostal, Church of Uganda, Roman Catholic Church and Faith of
Unity Church. Nsonga has the greatest number of churches with a total of six recorded. Christianity was
found to be prevalent across the villages surveyed, commonly sitting alongside traditional animist activities.

Three mosques were identified within the Study Area, at Kyakapere (MO-01), Kiina (MO-02) and Kasoga
(MO-03) (Table 7).

The religious buildings recorded are indicative of those throughout the Study Area, given that/not every
village was surveyed (i.e., those inaccessible areas along the pipeline route) and churches.were seen to be
in construction. Subsequently there remains a potential for previously undocumented chiurches ‘and
mosques throughout.

Table 7: Churches and Mosques Identified within the Study Area

szglzlstn?:ntlvillage Location Ig'te Description Northing | Easting
NsunzuB | CH-01 | Nounau Seventh Day Adventist 248023 | 136327
Nsunzu B NsunzuB | CH-02 UZ:%: PeiyftONal Ctirch 248028 | 136390
Nsunzu B CH-03 | Nsunzyé*€hurch,of Uganda 247980 136419
Nsunzu B CH-04 | Emmanuel Mission Uganda church | 248019 136670
Kyakapere Kyakapere CH-05 |«&Kyakapere Catholic Church 250565 140600
Nsonga CH-06""|:Nsonga Church of God 248154 136744
Nsonga CH-07 4 Nsonga Face of Unity Church 248313 136602
Nsonga CH-08 |, Christ is the Way Church Nsonga 248378 136694
Nsonga Nsonga €CH-09 | Nsonga Church of Uganda 248209 136902
Nsonga CH-10 Eﬁ’:}'ﬁ;‘;ﬂ%gzﬁgf Church 248346 | 137051
Nsonga CH-11 | Nsonga Miracle Church 248483 137391
bad 4.2 Kyakapere | CH-12 (Cé‘ég%”)‘at'c Episcopal church 250730 | 141231
Kyakapere CH-13 | Church of God 250798 141196
Kiina CH-14 | Kiina Catholic Church 246259 133516
Kiina Kiina CH-15 | Kiina Church of God 246236 133352
Kiina MO-02 | Kiina Mosque 246522 133640
Kyakapere Kyakapere MO-01 | Kyakapere Mosque 250682 141315
Kyakasambu | CH-16 | Kyakasambu Church of Uganda 248899 138310
Kyakasambu
Kyakasambu | CH-17 | Kyakasambu Pentecostal Church 249324 138417
Kaseeta CH-18 | Church of Uganda 276905 | 153245
(Nyanseke)
Kyarushesha | CH-19 | Kyarushesha Church of Uganda 265243 146174
Pipeline Kasoga town | CH-20 | Faith of Unity church 261137 142423
CH-21 | Kasoga Catholic Church 261248 142283
Kasoga B CH-22 | Fountain of Life Church 261335 141968
CH-23 | Kasoga Church of Uganda 261373 141872
MO-03 | Tawehid Mosque 261201 142319
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Associated . Site ol . .
development/Village Location D Description Northing | Easting
BuhumulirO- CH-24 Itambiro lya Bisaka (Faith of Unity 259661 141293
Kyarujumba Church)
CH-25 | Buhumuliro Church of Uganda 259554
N CH-26 | Fountain of Life Church 258228
yansenge ; .
Kamwokya - | CH-27 Nyansenge St.Peter’s Catholic
Church
Hanga B
CH-28 | Kamwokya Church of Born Again

Cemetery Sites
A total of 30 cemetery/burial sites were identified within the Study Area. These 'weré fo

(village), personal (individual or family) or for a particular clan (Table 8). Two broad g

noted — modern, with cemented tombs or traditional soil heaped graves, often
(Figure 17). The burials located in proximity to proposed pad 4-2 / in-fi
are of particular note, exhibiting both traditional ways and modern fi

to be communal

ps of burials were
rcated with stones

road at Kyakapere (CE-12 — 14)
f burial (Map 15, Appendix E).

Site ID Description Northing Easting

CE-01 burial (2 graves) 246788 135312

CE-02 burial 246764 135286
Nsunzu A CE-03 burial site 246764 135286
Nsunzu A CE-04 burial site 246788 135312
Nsunzu B CE-05 burial of 4 graves 247737 136348
Nsunzu B CE-06 grave yard 248145 136611
Nsunzu B CE-07 community grave yard 248197 136581
Nsunzu B CE-08 grave yard 247852 136744
Nsonga CE-09 Bakubya clan burial 247985 136786
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Clsllsa c;(:ated Development Area / Site ID Description Northing Easting
Nsonga CE-10 burial (2 graves) 247942 136830
Nsonga CE-11 cemetery 248373 137311
Kyakapere CE-12 burial 250711 141423
Pad 4-2 - Kyakapere CE-13 cemetery 250751 141304
Pad 4-2 - Kyakapere CE-14 burial 250762 144304
Pad 4-2 - Kyakapere CE-15 cemetery 250815 141199
Kyakapere CE-16 cemetery 250615 140536
Kyakapere CE-17 burial (3 people) 2505141 140438
Spoil Area-A - Kyakasambu CE-18 grave 250407 138525
Kiina CE-19 cemetery ( 30 graves) 246076 133345
Kiina CE-20 cemetery 246331 133514
Kiina CE-21 burial (1; Udongo) 246781 135311
Kyakasambu CE-22 ;‘r’ar?lg‘sug“ty cemetery (6 | 549306 138602
Kyakasambu CE-23 burial (1/grave) 249388 138460
Pipeline - Kyakasambu CE-24 metal object 249733 137646
Pipeline - Kabaale CE-25 burial of three graves 281467 159625
Pipeline - Kabaale CE-26 burial 'with 2 graves 281446 159631
Pipeline - Kabaale CE-27 burial of three graves 281264 159227
Pipeline - Kabaale CE-28 grave yard of one burial 281270 159140
Pipeline - Kabaale CE-29 burial for 8 people 281930 160167
Pipeline - Bitagata CE-30 two graves 273449 151155

Sacred Sites

Animist activity and areas_set aside for traditional ceremonies (tied to a particular natural place of cultural
significance e.g., Lake Albert) were observed during the field survey programme and disclosed to the field
team during the community consultation phase. Four broad categories of sacred sites were identified within
the Study Area: Ritual Sites, including sacred pools and beaches; Sacred Rivers; Sacred Trees and/or
Cultural Trees; and Ritual Objects. These are discussed individually below.

Many of thesse sites were disclosed in confidence and are considered secret and highly sensitive. During
disclosure the'interviewees often made reference to the rituals they would have to perform as a result of their
discussions with the field team (and the site’s exposure). Consequently (where appropriate) sacred sites are
discussed with limited reference to their geographic location. A complete list of site grid references and
locationnmaps will be presented to the client to assist Project planning and these will be disseminated purely
ona ‘need to know’ basis.

The cultural site maps (Maps 12 to 19, Appendix E) include redacted buffers to give an idea of the
distribution of sensitive sacred sites throughout the Study Area. An accurate depiction of individual sacred
site locations in relation to Project development will be presented to the client to assist in Project planning.

The information pertaining to these sites is constrained by the information which the communities were
willing to share with the field team, and to those villages accessed during the cultural survey. As such, there
remains a potential for as yet unrecorded sacred sites (and related intangible activity and taboo) to exist.
The following sites are therefore considered representative of others (as yet unrecorded) within the Study
Area.
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Secret shrine sites within individual houses are also believed to exist. These are controlled by the head of the
family and are not for public viewing or discussion. Although no sites were specifically identified by the field
team however they were mentioned to exist within the lakeside communities.

Ritual Sites
Luzira Site — Confidential Site

Among the traditional places of worship identified, and commonly discussed by the community local to.the
Kingdfisher Field Development area is the ‘Luzira’ (RS-03). Luzira is also the name of Uganda’s.major prisen,
appropriate given the sites inaccessibility (surrounded by swamp and reed beds and home to‘hippes) and
suggestive of valuable cultural resources imprisoned within it. The site and surrounding area is“an active
place of worship. It is also the historic centre of cultural activity, where traditionally pilgrfims/would travel
some distance (e.g., from Tonya) to stay within the swamp for nine consecutive days; to:make offerings and
conduct ritual activities. Stories surrounding the site suggest the presence of a giant/ magic crocodile, who
would be called upon during the ceremonies (e.g., at the start of the dry season) toi.summon fish to the lake
shore and to improve catches. For some members of the community the site is historically a ‘no go’ area
and women, in particular, were prevented from accessing the surrounding beach.

Kasonga or Akasonga Beach — Confidential Site

At the Kasonga site (RS-01 and RS-02) is located on the beach frent surrounding the site RS-03 (Luzira)
vaguely between the Jetty and Nsunzu B and on to Kiina Village and the mouth of the River Masika. Ritual
ceremonies take place specifically for fish catches i.e. when Lake, stocks appear low and/or the fishermen
have any troubles. The ceremonies involve making offerings,‘including the burning herbs on the beach
shore. The villagers consulted at Nsonga (Appendix & — intefview transcripts) referred to the region’s
cultural leader, known locally as ‘Mukobya’ (‘weapofi’) who is called upon when fishing is particularly poor.
Mukobya carries out a ceremony involving the sacrifice of a sheep, and chanting, until a big stone rises up
out of the lake before sinking to bottom. It is bélieved that when the stone disappears the fish become
abundant once more.

Sacred Pool — Confidential Site

A secret Sacred Pool site (RS-04 and\RS-05) was located on the River Masika. The site is well known by
the elders of the local community (particularly Nsonga and Kyakapere), it is considered taboo for the younger
members to go here. A number. of stones for sacrifice were located within the water. The site is utilized
during cholera outbreaks if particular, and if required, the local cultural leader travels from his village to
oversee the rituals. A specificceeremony was mentioned for sick babies — a cultural leader would take the
child and an egg to thisispot, perform a ritual and slaughter a chicken, after which the sickness would
disappear. The River Masika itself (SR-01) is noted as having cultural significance, and is discussed further
in the sections below.

The locationiof the pool was given to the field team in confidence. It has been recorded and mapped and will
only beqmade ayailable to the project design team as required.

Table 9: Sacred Pools/Beach within the Study Area

Associated
Development / | Location Site ID Type Easting Northing
Village
Nsonga Akasonga / Kasonga Beach | RS-01, RS-02 | Sacred Pool | Confidential | Confidential
Jetty / Infield Luzira Site RS-03 Sacred Pool Confidential | Confidential
Road
Escarpment
Road / Borrow | On the River Masika RS-04, RS-05 | Sacred Pool | Confidential | Confidential
Pit

.
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Sacred Rivers

Nsonga and Kiina villagers mentioned the importance of the River Masika (SR-01). Areas on the river bank
are used regularly for ceremonies to improve fish catches (in February / March) and occasionally to cure sick
children. The mouth of the River at Kiina is considered especially significant in this regard, particularly where
the river meets the lake.

Sacred, Cultural and Bark Cloth Trees
Sacred Tree — Confidential site

A secret tree is called ‘Uriyang’ (meaning ‘sacred place’) was highlighted by individuals at a village on the
lakeshore. The tree is very important for the village, revered and feared as a place ‘wheré bad things
happen’. Motor boats and shouting might be heard in the area of the tree but they are‘heverseen. A
famous fire-breathing snake may sometimes reside in the tree.

m A number of taboos (rules) are related to this tree including:

m People do not walk near the tree;

m If you need to get to the land behind the tree, you must take a big diversion around it;
m  No women should ever go near the tree; and

m  You must never point at the tree. If a child accidentally points at/the tree a special ceremony takes
place to protect that child.

Three other trees of cultural importance were noted; the details are presented in Table 10. A bark cloth tree
(Mutuba tree Ficus natalensis) was identified along‘the pipeline route at Kaseeta. Bark cloth making is an
ancient craft and is listed on UNESCO's intangible,world héritage list
(http://www.unesco.org/culture/intangible-heritage/40afr “uk.htm). The Bark Cloth tree (BC-01) on the
pipeline route and a sacred tree on the Escarpment Road (ST-02) are also secret sites.

The location of these trees was given.to the field team in confidence. They have been recorded and mapped
and will only be made available to the project design team as required.

Table 10: Sacred and Cultural Trees:identified within the Study Area

Associated Site
Development / Location D Type Description Easting Northing
Village
Infield Road gonfidential | ST-01 | Sacred Tree | Sacred Tree |C°“f'de”“a Confidential
Sacred/ Confidentia | Confidential
Escarpmentiroad | Kyakasambu ST-02 | Sacred Tree I
cultural Tree
Village
Nsonga Nsonga CT-01 | Cultural Tree | Assembly 247978 137179
Tree
Riodine Kaseeta 5C.0q | Bark Cloth Bark Cloth Confidentia | Confidential
P (Nyanseke) Tree Tree '
.
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Figure 14: Cultural Tree CT-01 - village assembly tree at Nsonga

Ritual Objects

Three places of ritual were identified within the Study Area during the cultural survey. These locations are

considered secret.

Table 11: Ritual Objects and Sites identified within the Study Area

Associated sitd

Development / Location 10 Type Description Easting Northing
Village

Kyakapere Kyakapere RO-01 | Ritual Object f;g:];vashmg IConf|dent|a Confidential
Escarpment road | lkamiro RO-02 | Ritual Object | 3 ritual stones IConf|dent|a Confidential
Pipeline Kyarushesha | RO-03 | Ritual Object jigfsifgr ICO”f'de”t'a Confidential

Cultural Landseapes

Two areas of'eultural landscape (CL-01 and CL-02) were identified within the Study Area during the baseline
field'survey. These have been recognised with reference to the UNESCO definition of an ‘associative

Cultural landscape

natural element” (http://whc.unesco.org/en/culturallandscape/#2).

...justifiable by virtue of the powerful religious, artistic or cultural associations of the

Both Lake Albert (CL-01) and The Escarpment (CL-02) are iconic features of the natural landscape, defining
the local (communal) sense of place and apparent (traditional) cultural associations of the natural features
(rivers, lakes, trees). Both sites provide a strong historic and religious focus for the lakeside communities in
particular, evident within the oral traditions and the sacred places associated with both locations. The value
of both sites is heightened by their palaeontological, archaeological and historic potential. The extents of the
both features are highlighted within Maps 12 — 19, Appendix E.

- Golder
Associates
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Figure 18: The Escarpment, viewed from Nsunzu Village

Intangible Cultural Heritage

According to the 2003 ‘Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage’ (UNESCO), the
intangible cultural heritage (ICH) — or living heritage = is thesmainspring of humanity's cultural diversity and
its maintenance a guarantee for continuing creativity. In,the context of the Project area intangible heritage is
defined as as the traditional practices, cultural\normssand knowledge transmitted from one generation to the
next, which communities or individuals recognise,as part of their cultural heritage. These elements are
recognised by Uganda’s Cultural Policy(2006).

A number of intangible heritage practices were identified during the interview phases with common practices
and beliefs observed in the diffetent.villages. Appendix C (interview transcripts) describes some of these
practices in full. Where specific taboos are associated with a particular site (e.g., a sacred tree) these are
also documented in this report.

A summary of intangible heritage identified within the survey is presented below for ease of reference. It
should be noted that this is collated from information the community was willing to share, there may be rules
governing certain placés, or ceremonial practices that were considered too sensitive to share with the field
team.

Making Ghee

Traditional ghee (ebisisi) making was evident within the Study Area, mainly practiced by the Balalo
pastoralist community (‘cattle keepers’). Those communities interviewed in the vicinity of the Kingfisher Field
Development (Spoil Area A) were proud to show the field team their hand crafted and valuable ghee storage
gourds (Figure 19), kept within their huts.
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Figure 19: Gourds for making ghee

Animal Husbandry and Architecture

Hand built shelters for ducks and chickens were observed within the villages surveyed by the field team.
Traditionally built houses, without any manmade materialS, were also prevalent amongst the isolated
communities on the Buhuka Flats. Although netanique in remote Uganda, these structures are
representative of traditional lifestyles andsknowledge that may change as a result of the Project (and related
economic developments, increased availability of other building materials, etc.) The practice of constructing
a house is done by men only with women only allowed to smear the house to finish off the building.

Figure 20: Handmade huts for keeping poultry: Kyakapere (I) and Kyakasambu (r)

Local Legends and Revered Species
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Throughout the lakeside villages consulted during the community survey some common beliefs and
practices were identified.

Traditional ceremonies (carried out at specific places) occur when there are specific problems to deal with, in
times of sickness and/or poor fishing in particular. There ceremonies were sometimes noted to call on either.
a giant snake or crocodile:

Snakes (pythons in particular) were mentioned as special and revered at all six lakeside communities.
A giant lucky snake can be seen bring good fortune to those who see it (once the elders have carried
out the right rituals). Villagers also mentioned that snakes were not common, and in the event that one
decides to come into your house, you should leave immediately as it would be considered.af honor for
that snake to choose your house in particular.

A python that breathes fire was also referred to by the community at Nsunzu. This sfiake resides in the
Sacred Tree (ST-01) and can be seen swimming in the Lake. A fire breathing snake was also
mentioned by an interviewee in Kyakapere — the snake resides on the escarpment and is usually seen
by fishermen out on the lake. Once the snake is spotted the fishermen always get a good catch.

Other villagers (in Kyakapere) mentioned a giant crocodile, which swims up and down the shore line
and can bring or take away the fish shoals as he chooses.

Interviewees at Nsunzu and Kyakapere referred to a speedsboat sound, commonly heard out on the
lake, in the bush or up on the escarpment. The noise is Unlucky and brings bad fortune. Sometimes it
sounds like people drowning on the water and when people'go to rescue, there is never anyone there.

Beliefs associated with Lake Albert

Historically, pregnant women were not allowed tofetch,water from the Lake, especially during mid-day
and late evening for fear of evil spirits roaming the,area which would cause miscarriages. It is also
traditionally taboo for women to fish or bathe‘inithe Lake, particularly in the area surrounding the Luzira
site (RS-02).

There is a common practice that'takes place when children get a severe ilinesses - they are taken into
the lakeshore where a ceremony.is cartied out, the cultural leader (Uma) chants certain words then
throws a spear into the watéer:

Nsonga, being closest:to the spiritual centre of Lake Albert, ‘Luzira’ (RS-02), would historically initiate
rituals when fish stocks were particularly low. Villagers in Kyakapere mentioned how residents from
Nsonga would pass through the villages, collecting money and food for rituals to boost the fish catches
for the surrounding communities. A rare (but still practiced) tradition involves the blessings of new
boats and nets'to be taken to the water involving the sacrifice of a white cock.

Historically, pounding cassava, splitting firewood and fetching water during the night was not allowed
since it was taken as a sign of disrespect to the ancestors, and fish numbers would decrease as a
result:

There is a tradition that, as a sign of respecting the fish and to ensure their continued supply from the
llake, if a woman comes from the escarpment top with cassava flour, it is up to her husband to prepare
it to accompany a fish. When the women leaves the lake shore to return she is then given a fish to take
back up.

Oral History and Village Naming

m  The name Nsunzu is derived from the name of the green grass that grows in the place that is very good
for feeding cattle.

m  Kyakapere was derived from a man who first settled in the village called Kapere and whoever came to
the village referred to it as Kapere’s place, hence the name Kyakapere literally meaning a village for
Kapere.

=
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m Kiinais a village name given by a small ship from Butiaba that needed to anchor in deep waters and
found such a spot being in this area - Kiina means deep water in Runyoro.

m Nsonga is called so because it is at the tip of the lake on the lake side shores.
m Kyakasambu is named after the man who first settled — Basambu.
Traditional Religious Cults

A traditional local religion called “Lam-the-Kwar”, which has its roots in the Nebbi district (Northern Uganday,

is led by a priest in Kyakapere. The leader’s house is the centre of all activities which involve/Ceremonies on
a Tuesday and Sunday (with drums, singing and dancing). The house is located in the centre of Kyakapere

village.

Traditional Medicine

It was noted by the field team that many of the grasses, trees and shrubs present within the Study Area can

be used as medicine. Those sites specifically identified and drawn on Map_16, Appendix D (sites MP-01 —
MP-08) were those within the footprint of proposed infrastructure developmentsy(Spoil Area A and the

Escarpment Road).

Table 12 below summaries the medicinal / traditionally used plant species observed within the Study Area
and identified by the field team. ‘Secret plants’ were also mentionedito be used by women in labour,
specifically to address complications with the afterbirth.

Table 12: Traditional Plant names and uses

Local Plant name Disease it cures
Omwoyante Malaria (boiled leaves)
K Used for sponges (MP-02)
yangwe Leaves for ringworm
Backache, bilharzia
T Teeth: use the roots
engo Remove poison:fruits
Ebisebe: flowers
Omulisana Ringworms
Hookwworms
Constipation
Omukoma AIIergyF:) the stem
Ekiryabiruku Cough
Kibeere Cough, making the placenta stable
Omususa Allergy, syphilis
Omupeerai(guava) Cough (leaves), asthma (roots)
Omusheshe Allergy (leaves and roots), syphilis (stem),
Omukwatange Fibroids (stems and roots)
Wounds locally called ebironda (leaves), asthma (roots)
Akagando Allergies
Teeth
Worms, malaria, wounds, and burns. Note: it has to be picked early in the morning
Omululuza when the chlorophyll is in the leaves but if the roots are to be used it is
advisable to pick them in the evening.
Omushebashebe Pancreas (stem to be drunk).
.
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CULTURAL HERITAGE SITE VALUATION

For the purposes of the impact assessment all sites recorded within the Study Area have been rated in terms
of their cultural heritage value. This baseline value is derived from a consideration of each feature or site in
terms of its form, survival, condition, complexity, context and period.

Valuation has been calculated in terms of a perceived research worth and with reference to IFC Performance
Standard 8 designations (‘replicable’, ‘non-replicable’ and ‘critical’). It also takes into account the scale at
which the site matters (e.g., local or regional) and their rarity. The results of the valuation process are
presented in Table 13.

The following values (high - very low) have been applied to the identified cultural heritagesite types.within
the project area:

A four point qualitative system was used:

m High - Archaeological and historic sites considered to be of national or international'importance with the
greatest potential for further, significant discoveries to be made. Alsoarare and previously unstudied
features with a high potential for further research. Cultural sites which havesbeen frequented by the
local community for longstanding cultural purposes and those which attract visitors from further afield.
Sites associated with oral history and which are representative of:a number which no longer exist. Sites
which are non-moveable (e.g. associated with natural features), ‘Critical’ or ‘non-replicable’ cultural
heritage sites (as defined by IFC PS 8, 2012).

m Medium - Archaeological and historic sites consideredto,be of regional or national importance with
some potential for further discoveries and research value. Cultural sites which may be no longer in use
but are known to the community and associated with settlement history/oral history. Cultural sites
which are common and potentially ‘replicable’ (as defiried by IFC PS 8, 2012).

m Low - Archaeological and historic sites considered to be of local importance. Features which are very
common or very poorly preserved with very:limited research potential, or those which are common and
very well researched. Cultural sites which are very common and ‘replicable’ - in the sense that new
buildings (e.g., churches) can be established.

m Very Low - Archaeological‘and:historic sites which are considered to be of very limited importance.
Features which are mostly. already destroyed and/or with no research potential. Cultural sites which are
defunct, with no localimportance or historic value.

Table 13: Summary Valuation of Identified Cultural Heritage Sites

Site Type Sub Category Site IDs Value Notes
Kansvere/ Indicative of seasonal hunting/fishing
YO PO-161 . activity. Shows cultural interactions with
Neolithic (c.6000- Medium . )
PO-182 Sudan, Kenya and Tanzania. Regional
5000 cal. B.C.) .
research potential.
PO-49,
Urewe/ Early Iron | 84, 130, Indicative of seasonal activity. Potential
Age (500BC — AD | 150, 152, | Medium settlement. Shows cultural interactions
700.) 157, 167, Kenya. Regional research potential.
Pottery 180
PO-05,
52, 55,
. . 56, 71, Indicative of seasonal activity. Potential
:?;ggrglnee/ Mid 80, 94, High settlement. National research potential —
(undatged) 103, 110, 9 to establish first radiocarbon date for the
116, 119, Middle Iron Age in Uganda
127-130,
135, 137,
.
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Site Type Sub Category Site IDs Value Notes
145, 147,
149, 150,
152, 153,
156, 178
Indicative of seasonal activity. Potential
Roulette/ Late PO-56 settlement — concentrated at Kiina.
Iron Age 71 13é High National research potential.— to
(undated) ’ establish first radiocarbof date.forithe
Late Iron Age in Uganda
PO-01-
04, 06-48,
50, 51,
53, 54,
57-70, 72-
79, 81,
83, 85-93,
?gj?gg Undecorated pottery. No rims or bases
Other undated 111-1 15’ to aid dating/topology. Very limited
pottery scatter 117 11 8 Low resegrch p_otentlal. As sum, scatter can
120-126. provide evidence of industrial and/or
131-1 34: settlement activity
136, 139-
144, 146,
148, 151,
154, 155,
158-166,
168-177,
179,181.
Evidence of lithic industry complexity
and development at this period in
relation to technological evolution and
L1-24. LI- climate change. Can be used to infer
Early Stone/Age o5 ’ Medium - High | and recreate ‘craft’ and subsistence
activities. Regional / National research
potential — develop regional cultural
sequence. ESA evidence is very rare
and poorly studied to date.
Evidence of lithic industry complexity
and development at this period. Can be
used to infer and recreate ‘craft’ and
Lithic Sites subsistence activities. Regional /
. . . National research potential — develop
Middle Stone Age | LI-20 Medium - High regional cultural sequence. MSA not
widely studied in Uganda/ very little
evidence - the period is crucial to
understanding the emergence of
modern human behaviour.
Evidence of lithic industry complexity
and development at this period. Can be
Late Stone Age LI-37. 16 | Medium used to infer and recreate ‘craft’ and
’ subsistence activities. Regional
research potential — develop regional
cultural sequence. Using the identified
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Site Type Sub Category Site IDs Value Notes
artefacts from Early, Middle and Late
Stone Age vastly improves the quality of
any potential research as a more
cohesive sequence can be developed.
LI-01-12, Undated, non-distinct material provides
Undated Lithic LI-14 —LI- little research potential in developing
Scatter & 15, 17-19, | Low local/regional typological sequences:
Grinding Stones 21-23, 26- Lithic scatters may be useful indicators
36, 38-44 of subsurface archaeologi€al remains.
Bakers View grindstone is part of
Baker’s View site asia whole and so has
Grlndlpg Stone at L1-13 Low - Medium elevated genS|t|V|ty. May_be used to infer
Baker’s View past subsistence strategies — food
processing remains scarce in this
region.
All faunal remains, none of which are
BO-01- [ .
Faunal fossilised. Assumed that no remains are
R . Shells and Bone 28, SH- Very Low n L
emains 01-06 of significant antiquity. Research
potential is very low.
ME-02 Demonstrates modern period
Coins 03 ’ Low occupation in area. Very little research
potential.
Metal Provide rare examples of metal objects
Objects . ME-01, and evidence of past metal production in
Iron Objects and 4 Hi . : L
Slag 04, 05, igh region. Regional researgh potential is
SL-01-07 high, and may be of national
significance.
Quarry Historic Quarrying | ‘QU-01, Low Very little research potential, unknown
Sites Activity QU-02 age.
National value, unknown antiquity, salt-
. . . making sites further north at Kibiro are
Salt MakipgySitey eHI-03 High on Uganda’s tentative World Heritage
nominations list.
Colonial-age site, on the National
Historic Baker’s View HI-04 High Museum'’s Inventory of cultural heritage
Sites sites in Uganda
Stones used in the village to define
stone House boundaries and protect from erosion.
. HI-01 Medium Stones gathered from the escarpment,
Foundations .
rare in the area, no other examples
seen.
Ritual RO-01 - . - .
Objects Stones RO-03 High Stones used for traditional worship.
Associated with myth and oral history. A
The Escarpment CL-02 High cultural landscape with tangible historic
connections to the present communities.
Cultural Associated with myth and oral history. A
Sites cultural landscape revered by the
Lake Albert CL-01 High present community. Ceremonies carried
out on the lake to improve fishing/help
with sickness.
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Site Type Sub Category Site IDs Value Notes

These sites provide a representative
Medicinal Plant MP-01 — sample, there are believed to be many

Sites MP-12 Medium others in frequent use for medicinal
purposes. For humans and animals.

Luzira RS-03 High Associated w_|th orgl Fradltlon, taboos
and ceremonial activity. In frequent use:

River Masika SR-01 High Associated with oral tradition; tabeos

and ceremonial activity. In frequent use.

Mouth of the
River at Kiina

Associated with oralitradition, taboos

RS-06 High and ceremonial aclivity. Im:frequent use.

Beach at Nsonga
(Akasonga / RS-01 High
Kasonga Beach)

Associated with oral tradition, taboos
and ceremanial activity. In frequent use.

Akasonga
/Kasonga Beach RS-02 High
at Jetty

Associated with oral tradition, taboos
and ceremonial activity. In frequent use.

ST-1 - Secret Site. Associated with taboo and

Sacred Trees ST02 High ritual. Feared by the community.

RS-04, Secret Site. Associated with taboo and

Sacred Pool RS-05 High ritual.

Highly secret. Within individual houses,

Family Shrines n/a ligh controlled by head of the family.

Burial sites are highly sensitive,
frequented by the communities for
longstanding cultural purposes.
Associated with ancestors and/or

CE-01 - Hiah settlement founders and/or present
CE-30 9 families. There remains a potential for
previously unrecorded burial sites to
remain within the study area, particularly
on the pipeline route (where
inaccessible, not surveyed)

Burial Sites

Churches are considered of low
significance since they are used by the
Low local community (individual villages) and
can be rebuilt in another location
(relocated) if required

CH-01 -

Churches CH-28

Mosques are considered of low
significance since they are used by the
Low local community (individual villages) and
can be rebuilt in another location
(relocated) if required

MO-01 —

Mosques MO-03

Conclusions and Recommendations

The cultural heritage study has established a potential for remains of significant archaeological and cultural
value within the project area. The pottery sherds and lithic scatter recovered provide evidence of human
activity from the Stone Age through to the Iron Age periods with the oral history suggesting that the present
communities have occupied the lakeside villages for at least the last 200 — 50 years.

Archaeology

December 2017 @ Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Overall, the identified pottery shows the potential of the areas surveyed to provide a complete cultural
sequence that has been lacking not only in Uganda but the Great lakes region as a whole (Kyazike, 2014).
The concentration of pottery at Kiina and Kabaale is suggestive of large scale production / industrial activity
while the concentrations of surface scatter throughout the Study Area may be indicative of more localized
settlement. Particular centres of heightened archaeological potential have also been identified in the vicinity
of the in-field roads, the CPF, the airstrip and the escarpment (pottery and lithics). Presently, without any
subsurface investigation, it is unknown whether the scatters are associated with any below-ground
archaeological sites. Further investigation will be required in order to determine whether these scattered
artefacts are associated with any substantial archaeological features.

Consequently CNOOC is advised to schedule a small-scale scheme of archaeological (hand-dug) test-pitting
during pre-construction, focused at locations of heightened potential. This will enable aJfuller
characterisation of the archaeological environment, to better inform mitigation requirements, and-remove the
risk of construction delays or the potential accidental destruction of significant archaeological material. It is
suggested that this programme be carried out alongside further survey work to address thoese archaeological
and cultural baseline gaps currently outstanding (i.e., along the pipeline route).

As an immediate recommendation CNOOC is advised to enhance its existing commitments with regard to
cultural heritage within a Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP), to be included in the existing
Construction EMP. This CHMP should include a project-specific Chance Find Procedure (CFP) to deal with
the disturbance of accidental archaeological finds’ in accordance'with botivIFC PS 8 (2012) and Ugandan
Historic Monuments Act (1968). The CFP must form part of the site induction process, for all contractors and
CNOOC staff.

Cultural sites and intangible heritage

Cemeteries have also been identified throughout the,Study Area, particularly in the vicinity of the villages but
also alongside the proposed pipeline route and/Kingfisher'field infrastructure. Cemeteries are mostly
associated with particular villages although a‘small‘number are recognised as traditional cemeteries,
associated with a lineage. These sites are important because they provide a direct link with the communal
past and religious activity.

The cultural baseline field survey hasialso identified highly sensitive and secret sacred sites (e.g., ritual sites,
shrines, sacred places) primarily constituting natural features embodying spiritual values e.g. sacred trees
and watercourses. These sites,are.considered to be ‘non-replicable’ and potentially ‘immovable’ cultural
heritage sites as defined by IEC (RS '8, 2012). Related intangible cultural heritage practice is considered to
be a significant elementof thesbaseline cultural heritage resource within the Study Area as it represents the
local cultural norm, relating fo traditional forms of social organisation, aiding the communities’ ability to deal
to change and shock.

There is a high potential for previously unidentified sites of cultural significance, including graves, to exist
throughout the Study Area; these sites may be secret and/or highly sensitive. A detailed, Project-specific
CHMP js,recommended as a priority. This will set out the management strategy for those (known and
unknown) sensitive cultural sites within the CNOOC Project-area. This must include cultural sensitivity
training during the site induction process (for all contractors and site staff) and set out the programme for
¢ontinued consultation and stakeholder identification, to manage and mitigate potential Project impacts, as
required by IFC PS 8 and the Ugandan Cultural Policy (2006).

Cultural Heritage Site Catalogues 2014
Table 14: Archaeological Site Catalogue

SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
BO-01 | Nsonga Nsonga pottery, bone Bone 248013 | 137258 621
.
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

BO-02 | Nsonga Nsonga pottery scatters | Bone 248193 | 137298 620
and a bone

BO-03 | Pad 4-1 Kyakapere Bones and | Bone 250777 | 141208 638
Pottery
(decorated)

BO-04 | Kiina Kiina potsherds and | Bone 246099 | 433101 620
a bone

BO-05 | Kiina Kiina bones and | Bone 246095 4 133125 620
pottery scatters

BO-06 | Kiina -infield | Kiina tooth Bone 246986 | 134887 625

road

BO-07 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery, bones, | Bone 248808 | 138206 621
shells

BO-08 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu a rim and plain_| bone 248852 | 138312 622
potsherd, bone

BO-09 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu potsherds; Bone 248941 138381 616
bone

BO-10 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu concentration Bone 248957 | 138372 619
of pottery, jaw
bone

BO-11 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery, bones | Bone 249024 | 138435 622

BO-12 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu bone Bone 249370 | 138580 621

BO-13 | materials yard, |/Kyakasambu several bones | Bone 249042 | 138014 623

BO-14 | materials.yard | Kyakasambu long bone, | Bone 249060 | 137996 625
lithics, pottery

BO-15 | materials yard | Kyakasambu bone Bone 249134 | 138159 624

BO-16"| materials yard | Kyakasambu bone Bone 248985 | 138132 624

BO-17, | ‘materials yard | Kyakasambu bone Bone 249045 | 138032 629

BO=18 | materials yard | Kyakasambu bone Bone 249102 | 138000 626

BO-19 | materials yard | Kyakasambu bone Bone 249056 | 138008 625

BO-20 | Pipeline Kyakasambu long bone Bone 249482 | 137672 633

BO-21 | Spoil area B Kyakasambu bone Bone 249839 | 135973 656

BO-22 | Spoil area B Kyakasambu bone Bone 249846 | 135992 658
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
BO-23 | pipeline Nyanseke jaw bone Bone 153141 | 276890 1044
(kaseeta)
BO-24 | Pipeline Kasoga metal Bone 263565 | 145296 1146
(probable hoe),
molar tooth
BO-25 | Pipeline Izahura- bones Bone 267787 | 447850 1166
Sayuuni
BO-26 | Nsunzu A Bones and | Bone 246866 4 135456 624
Pottery
BO-27 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | bone Bone 249212 | 136920
Extension Nsonga border
BO-28 | Nsonga Nsonga bone Bone 247852 | 137643 624
HI-01 Kyakapere traditional Historic 250439 | 140447 624
stone  house | Site
foundation
HI-02 | Spoil Area-A Kyakasambu/ | old séttlement. *| Historic 250165 | 138731 638
Kyakapere Site
HI-03 | Nsonga Nsonga historic salt | Historic 248270 | 137422 619
making place Site
HI-04 | Pipeline Kituuti Baker's  view | Historical | 254767 | 134310 1174
historical site Site
LI-01 Nsunzu A pottery scatter, | Lithic 246987 | 135477 628
lithics Find Spot
LI-02 | Spoil Area-A Kyakasambu/ | scatters of plain | Lithic 249841 | 138720 631
Kyakapere pottery, quartz | Find Spot
stone tool
LI-03 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | scraper (lithics) | Lithic 240196 | 136934
Extension Nsonga border Find Spot
LI-04, [ Airstrip Kyakasambu- | lithic core, | Lithic 249198 | 136934
Extension Nsonga border | scrapers, point | Scatter
LI-05 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | pyramidal core | Lithic 249235 | 136908 634
Extension Nsonga border Find Spot
LI-06 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | lithic tool of | Lithic 249209 | 136800 637
Extension Nsonga border | chert raw | Find Spot
material
LI-07 Kyakapere Kyakapere grinding stone | Lithic 250456 | 140437 626
Find Spot
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
LI-08 | CPF Kyakasambu lithic in | Lithic 249755 | 138748 631
obsidian  raw | Find Spot
material
LI-09 Spoil Area-A Kyakasambu/ | scatters of plain | Lithic 249841 138720 631
Kyakapere pottery, quartz | Find Spot
stone tool
LI-10 Kiina Kiina stone with a | Lithic 246305 . 1133505 624
hole in the | Find Spot
middle
LI-11 Kiina Kiina pottery and a | Lithic 247039 | 134913 624
lithic pyramidal | Find Spot
core
LI-12 Kyakasambu Kyakasambu three cooking | Lithic 248804 | 138177 622
stone, plain 4 Find Spot
pottery
LI-13 Escarpment Ikamiro grinding.stone #| Lithic 251144 | 135780 1036
road Find Spot
LI-14 Escarpment lkamiro coin, lithie.core | Lithic 251184 135756 1041
road Find Spot
LI-15 Pipeline Kituuti grinding stone | Lithic 254788 | 134302 1174
Find Spot
LI-16 Pipeline Kyarushesha barked lithic | Lithic 265077 | 146990 1137
piece Find Spot
LI-17 Nsonga Nsonga scatters of | Lithic 247857 | 137537 617
pottery, lithic | Find Spot
piece
LI-18 | Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | Lithic 246117 | 133091 619
Find Spot
LI-19 Kiina Kiina scraper (lithics) | Lithic 247095 | 134931 618
Find Spot
LI-20 Kiina  -infield | Kiina pick axe Lithic 247317 | 135066 624
road Find Spot
LI-21 Kyakasambu Kyakasambu flake Lithic 248941 | 138381 616
Find Spot
LI-22 quartz core Lithic
Find Spot
LI-23 Escarpment Ikamiro Core Lithic 250586 | 135594 1001
road Find Spot | 7
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
LI-24 Escarpment Hand Axe Lithic 250530 | 136074 891
road Find Spot
LI-25 Escarpment Pick Axe Lithic 250512 | 136001 906
road Find Spot
LI-26 Pipeline Izahura- quartz core Lithic 267787 | 147850 1166
Sayuuni Find Spot
LI-27 | Airstrip Kyakasambu Lithic Lithic 249195 | 136944 638
Extension Scatter/Worksh | Scatter
op
LI-28 Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | Lithic 246202 | 133419 623
and lithics Scatter
LI-29 Kiina Kiina concentration Lithic 246901 134776 623
of pottery, {‘Scatter
lithics
LI-30 | Kiina Kiina shells and| Lithic 247286 | 135056 622
lithics Scatter
LI-31 Kyakasambu Kyakasambu potsherds _and | Lithic 248805 | 138138 621
stone-tools Scatter
LI-32 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu lithics Lithic 249057 | 138482 618
Scatter
LI-33 Escarpment Ikamiro pottery, lithics Lithic 251193 | 1352722 1041
road Scatter
LI-34 Escarpment Ikamiro lithics Lithic 251105 | 135673 1037
road Scatter
LI-35 | Escarpment Nsonga lithics in situ Lithic 250573 | 135802 935
road Scatter
LI-36 materials,yard | Kyakasambu long bone, | Lithic 249060 | 137996 625
lithics, pottery Scatter
LI-37 materials yard | Kyakasambu lithics (typical | Lithic 249094 | 137871 628
LSA artefacts) | Scatter
LI-38 materials yard | Kyakasambu lithics Lithic 249085 | 137825 628
Scatter
LI-39 Pipeline Kyakasambu metal  object, | Lithic 249733 | 137646 639
probable Scatter
ancient burial,
lithics
LI-40 Pipeline Kabaale pottery and | Lithic 281351 159622 1062
lithics Scatter
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTMm UTM HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
LI-41 Airstrip Kyakasambu- | Lithic Scatter | Lithic 249206 | 136791 634
Extension Nsonga border | (3) Scatter
LI-42 Kiina Kiina shells and | Lithic 247286 | 135056 622
lithics Scatter
LI-43 Escarpment Ikamiro straight  side | Lithic 250963 | 135846 1010
road notched Scatter
scrapper and 3
ritual stones
LI-44 Escarpment Ikamiro cores Lithic 250586 ., | 135594 1001
road Scatter 7
ME-01 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | metal object Metal 249238 | 137008 641
Extension Nsonga border
ME-02 | Kiina Kiina coin (1966) Metal 246383 | 133599 623
ME-03 | Escarpment lkamiro coin, lithic core. | Metal 251184 135756 1041
road
ME-04 | Pipeline Kyakasambu metal, object,’| Metal 249733 | 137646 639
probable
ancient,._burial,
lithics
ME-05 | Pipeline Kasoga metal Metal 263565 | 145296 1146
(probable hoe),
molar tooth
MO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Mosque Mosque 250682 | 141315 624
01
MO- Kiina Kiina Kiina mosque, | Mosque 246522 | 133640 627
02 pottery
concentration
MO- Pipeline Kasoga B Tawehid Mosque 261201 142319 1173
03 mosque,
scatters of plain
pottery
PO-01 | Pipeline Kabaale pottery, slag Pottery 281197 | 159003 1054
Find Spot
PO-02 | In field Road 1 rim sherd Pottery 247297 | 135250 619
(Nsunzu) Find Spot
PO-03 | Pad 3 1 sherd Pottery 247791 | 136033
Find Spot
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
PO-04 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu plain pottery Pottery 247780 | 136525 628
Find Spot
PO-05 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu burial (4 | Pottery 247737 | 136348 629
people), big pot | Find Spot
PO-06 | Airstrip Kyakasambu- | plain pottery Pottery 249206 | 136791 634
Extension Nsonga border Find Spot
PO-07 | Kyakapere decorated Pottery 250401 140300
pottery sherd Find Spot
PO-08 | Kyakapere Kyakapere decorated Pottery 250400 4140353 626
pottery Find Spot
PO-09 | Luzira/jetty Nsonga pottery Pottery 247978 | 137919 619
Find Spot
PO-10 | Luziral/jetty Nsonga pottery Pottery 247952 | 137921 615
Find/Spot
PO-11 | Luzira/jetty Nsonga pottery. Pottery 247918 | 137909 617
Find Spot
PO-12 | Luziral/jetty Nsonga pottery Pottery 247856 | 137923 615
Find Spot
PO-13 | Luziral/jetty Nsonga pottery Pottery 247845 | 137924 616
Find Spot
PO-14 | Nsonga Nsonga pottery, bone Pottery 248013 | 137258 621
Find Spot
PO-15 | Nsonga Nsonga plain pottery Pottery 248035 | 137290 616
Find Spot
PO-16 | Nsonga Nsonga plain pottery Pottery 248190 | 137310 615
Find Spot
PO-17:+4.Nsonga Nsonga Plain pottery Pottery 248145 | 137332 618
Find Spot
PO-18.| Nsonga Nsonga plain pottery Pottery 248048 | 137145 621
Find Spot
PO-19 | Nsonga Nsonga plain  pottery, | Pottery 248000 | 137153 619
meeting  tree | Find Spot
path
PO-20 | Nsonga Nsonga decorated Pottery 248020 | 137029 624
pottery Find Spot
PO-21 | Nsonga Nsonga decorated Pottery 248045 | 136806 622
pottery Find Spot
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO-22 | Pad 4-2 Kyakapere Bones and | Pottery 250777 | 141208 638
Pottery Find Spot
(decorated)

PO-23 | Kiina Kiina decorated Pottery 246393 | 133580 623
pottery Find Spot

PO-24 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu plain pottery Pottery 248836 | 138229 620
Find Spot

PO-25 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu a rim and plain | Pottery 248852 4 138312 622
potsherd, bone | Find Spot

PO-26 | Pipeline Kabaale plain sherd Pottery 281539 | 159631 1060
Find Spot
PO-27 | Pipeline Kabaale plain sherd Pottery 281457 | 159584 1063
Find Spot
PO-28 | Pipeline Kabaale burial with¢w2 | Pottery 281446 | 159631 1061
graves and.| Find Spot
plain péttery
PO-29 | Pipeline Kabaale pottery and | Pottery 281351 159622 1062
lithics Find Spot
PO-30 | Pipeline Kabaale plainvpotsherd | Pottery 281417 | 159332 1047
Find Spot
PO-31 | Pipeline Kabaale plain potsherd | Pottery 281405 | 159313 1049
and shell Find Spot
PO-32 | Pipeline Kabaale decorated Pottery 281264 | 159227 1060

pottery at a | Find Spot
burial of three

graves
PO-33 | Ripeline Kabaale decorated Pottery 281258 | 159192 1056
pottery Find Spot
PQO-34 '} Pipeline Kabaale plain pottery Pottery 280973 | 158995 1055
Find Spot
PO-35 | Pipeline Kabaale decorated Pottery 281054 | 159017 1052
pottery Find Spot
PO-36 | Pipeline Kabaale plain pottery Pottery 281849 | 160209 1071
Find Spot
PO-37 | Pipeline Kabaale plain pottery Pottery 281950 | 160177 1070
Find Spot
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SITE Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UTM HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi (Easting) | (m)
ng)
PO-38 | Pipeline Kabaale burial for 8 | pottery 281930 | 160167 1070
people and a | find spot
potsherd
PO-39 | Pipeline Kabaale rim, slag and | pottery 281963 | 160175 1065
shell find spot
PO-40 | Pipeline Kaseeta plain pottery | Pottery 276905 | 153245 1043
(Nyanseke) and slag, | Find Spot
church of
Uganda
PO-41 | Pipeline Bitagata plain pottery Pottery 273242 151346 1061
Find Spot
PO-42 | Pipeline Bitagata plain pottery Pottery 273360 151278 1054
Find Spot
PO-43 | Pipeline Bitagata plain pottery Pottery 273487 | 151157 1043
Find"Spot
PO-44 | Pipeline Bitagata plain péttery Pottery 273457 | 151150 1045
Find Spot
PO-45 | Pipeline Kyapa (road to |<plain pottery Pottery 268411 146748 1038
Sayuuni) Find Spot
PO-46 | Pipeline Kibaale CNOOC Pottery 265189 | 146242 1174
modern pipeline bench | Find Spot
primary. mark, pottery
PO-47 | Pipeline Kasoga plain pottery Pottery 263877 145584 1144
Find Spot
PO-48 | Pipeline Kasoga incised pottery | Pottery 261673 | 143670 1171
rim Find Spot
PO-49 | Ripeline Kasoga town decorated rim, | Pottery 261137 | 142423 1161
Faith of Unity | Find Spot
church
PO-50 | Pipeline Kituuti rim of | Pottery 254811 134286 1177
decorated Find Spot
pottery
PO-51 | Pipeline Kyarushesha decorated Pottery 265065 | 146993 1137
pottery rim Find Spot
PO-52 | Nsunzu A Bones and | Pottery 246866 | 135456 624
Pottery Find Spot
PO-53 | Luziral/jetty Nsonga abraded Pottery 248046 137924 621
pottery Find Spot
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO-54 | Luziral/jetty Nsonga pottery (2 | Pottery 247992 | 137920 614
pieces) Find Spot

PO-55 | Nsonga beach | Nsonga finger Pottery 247836 | 137693 624
impressed Find Spot
pottery

PO-56 | Nsonga beach | Nsonga mammilated Pottery 247852 | 137643 624
roulette Find Spot
pottery, bone

PO-57 | Pad 4-1 Kyakapere pottery, Church | Pottery 250798 ., | 141196 644
of God Find Spot

PO-58 | Kiina Kiina decorated Pottery 246065 | 133295 621

unique pottery | FindsSpot

PO-59 | Kiina Kiina pottery and a }/Pottery 247039 | 134913 624
lithic pyramidal ['Find Spot
core

PO-60 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu three «cooking | Pottery 248804 | 138177 622
stone, plain'| Find Spot

pottery

PO-61 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery, bones, | Pottery 248808 | 138206 621
shells Find Spot

PO-62 | Pipeline Kabaale pottery Pottery 282709 | 159206 1071
Find Spot

PO-63 | Pipeline Kabaale pottery Pottery 281458 | 159623 1064
Find Spot

PO-64 | Pipeline Kamwokya decorated Pottery 254823 | 139573 1201
(Kamwokya pottery Find Spot

primary
school)

PO-65 | Ripeline Kamwokya plain pottery Pottery 253714 | 140004 1175
Find Spot

RPO-66 } Pipeline Izahura- Plain pottery Pottery 268503 | 150238 1113
Sayuuni Find Spot

PO-67 | Pipeline Izahura- plain pottery Pottery 267716 | 147867 1160
Sayuuni Find Spot

PO-68 | Pipeline Kyarushesha plain pottery Pottery 264899 | 146994 1152
Find Spot

PO-69 | Pipeline Kyarushesha plain pottery Pottery 265049 | 146983 1140
Find Spot
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
PO-70 | Kiina Kiina rim of roulette | Pottery 246885 | 134726 624
pottery findspot
PO-71 | Kiina Kiina decorated Pottery 247201 134991 624
potsherd Findspot
PO-72 | Kiina -infield | Kiina pottery Pottery 247317 | 135066 624
road Findspot
PO-73 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery, bones | Pottery 249024" | 138435 622
Findspot
PO-74 | Escarpment Ikamiro pottery, lithics Pottery 251193 {"1352722 1041
road Findspot
PO-75 | materials yard | Kyakasambu long bone, | Pottery 249060 | 137996 625
lithics, pottery Findspot
PO-76 | In field Road pottery scatter |\Pottery 248669 | 138022
(jetty) (3 pieces) Scatter
PO-77 | In field Road pottery/Scatter. | Pottery 247316 | 135479 629
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-78 | In field Road pottery scatter | Pottery 247367 | 135625 631
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-79 | In field Road pottery scatter | Pottery 247298 | 135352 627
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-80 | Nsunzu pottery scatters | Pottery 246956 | 135529 627
Scatter
PO-81 | In field Road large  pottery | Pottery 247284 | 135360 627
(Nsunzu) scatter Scatter
PO-82 | In field Read pottery scatter | Pottery
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-83.In field” Road pottery scatter | Pottery 247156 | 135472 632
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-84 | In field Road pottery scatter | Pottery 247293 | 135432 629
(Nsunzu) Scatter
PO-85 | Jetty pottery scatter | Pottery 248375 | 138041
(6 pieces) Scatter
PO-86 | Nsunzu A pottery scatter, | Pottery 246987 | 135477 628
lithics Scatter
PO-87 | Nsunzu A large  pottery | Pottery 247257 | 135513 628
dump Scatter
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SITE Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTMm UTM HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi (Easting) | (m)
ng)
PO-88 | Nsunzu A Pottery scatter | Pottery 246764 | 135286 619
at burial site Scatter
PO-89 | Nsunzu A Pottery scatter | Pottery 246788 | 135312 626
at burial site Scatter
PO-90 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu scatters of | Pottery 247755 136476 620
pottery Scatter
PO-91 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu scatters of | Pottery 247696" | 136396 618
pottery and a | Scatter
rim
PO-92 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu close | scatters of | Pottery 247643 | 136290 619
toPad 3 pottery, rim Scatter
PO-93 | Nsunzu B Nsunzu close | pottery Pottery 247736 136305 627
to a bore hole Scatter
PO-94 | Kyakapere pottery scatter, | Pottery 250399 140289 633
Scatter
PO-95 | Kyakapere scatters of'| Pottery 250647 | 140782 619
pottery, Scatter
decorated " and
plain
PO-96 | Pad 4-2 Kyakapere scatters of | Pottery 250642 | 140732 619
pottery Scatter
PO-97 | Pad 4-2 Kyakapere plain pieces of | Pottery 250687 140873 620
pottery Scatter
PO-98 | Spoil Area-A Kyakasambu/ | scatters of plain | Pottery 249841 138720 631
Kyakapere pottery, quartz | Scatter
stone tool
PO-99 | Nsonga/ beach | Nsonga pottery scatters | Pottery 247794 137850 619
line Scatter
PO- Nsorniga/ beach | Nsonga decorated Pottery 247814 137787 618
100 line pottery Scatter
PO- Nsonga/ Nsonga concentration Pottery 247817 | 137774 617
101 beach line of  decorated | Scatter
and plain
pottery
PO- Nsonga/ beach | Nsonga pieces of | Pottery 247831 137727 616
102 line decorated Scatter
pottery
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SITE Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTMm UTM HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO- Nsonga/ beach | Nsonga scatters of | Pottery 247857 | 137537 617
103 line pottery, lithic | Scatter

piece
PO- Nsonga Nsonga concentration Pottery 247924 | 137295 617
104 of pottery Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga concentration Pottery 247974 | 137258 618
105 of plain and | Scatter

decorated

pottery
PO- Nsonga Nsonga pottery scatters | Pottery 247977 | 137247 622
106 Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga plain sherds Pottery 248000 | 137249 620
107 Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga pottery scatters |Pottery 248193 | 137298 620
108 and a bone Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga scatters of | Pottery 248163 | 137199 618
109 pottery,all over | Scatter

(100%100)
PO- Nsonga Nsonga decorated and | Pottery 248023 | 137097 618
110 plain'pottery Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga scatters of plain | Pottery 248047 | 136942 622
111 pottery Scatter
PO- Nsonga Nsonga burial site of the | Pottery 247985 | 136786 624
112 Bakubya clan, | Scatter

pottery scatters
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250747 | 141446 616
113 Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250720 | 141406 623
114 Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250672 | 141295 623
115 Scatter
RO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250677 | 141186 631
116 Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Cemetry, Pottery 250615 | 140536 625
117 pottery scatters | Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Pottery Scatter | Pottery 250581 140447 627
118 Scatter
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Pottery Scatter | Pottery 250527 | 140464 626
119 Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere burial (3 | Pottery 250511 | 140438 629
120 people), Scatter

pottery scatters
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250518 | 140406 622
121 Scatter
PO- Kyakapere Kyakapere pottery scatter | Pottery 250442 4 140335 626
122 Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246564 | 133687 620
123 of  decorated | Scatter

pottery  (50x%

50m)
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246492 | 133648 618
124 of roulette,| Scatter

pottery
PO- Kiina Kiina decorated Pottery 246407 | 133611 618
125 pottery ‘and a | Scatter

smoking.pipe
PO- Kiina Kiina Kiina= catholic | Pottery 246259 | 133516 625
126 church, Scatter

scatters of

decorated

pottery
PO- Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | pottery 246202 | 133419 623
127 and lithics scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina Kiina church of | Pottery 246236 | 133352 620
128 God, scatters | Scatter

of  decorated

pottery
PO- Kiina Kiina scatters of | Pottery 246190 | 133313 622
129 pottery with | Scatter

different

designs
PO- Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | Pottery 246195 | 133287 619
130 (60x 60 m) Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246206 | 133253 620
131 of pottery at the | Scatter

Lake shores
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246154 | 133136 619
132 of pottery Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina pottery Pottery 246119 | 133093 619
133 (Kasonga) concentration Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | Pottery 246117 | 133091 619
134 Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina potsherds and | Pottery 246099 | 133101 620
135 a bone Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina bones and | Pottery 246095 |"133125 620
136 pottery scatters | Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246094 | 133144 619
137 of pottery Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246089 | 133185 621
138 of pottery Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246110 | 133436 624
139 of pottery. Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina Scatters of | Pottery 246138 | 133451 624
140 poftery, finger | Scatter

impression,

roulette, thick

rim
PO- Kiina Kiina Kiina mosque, | Pottery 246522 133640 627
141 pottery Scatter

concentration
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration pottery 246901 134776 623
142 of pottery, | scatter

lithics
PO- Kiina - Pad 5 Kiina pottery scatters | pottery 246867 | 134752 624
143 scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration pottery 246855 | 134732 621
144 of  decorated | scatter

pottery
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246860 | 134766 623
145 of pottery (60x | Scatter

60m)
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 246907 | 134759 625
146 of  decorated | Scatter

pottery  (10x

10m)
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO- Kiina Kiina pottery scatters | Pottery 247095 | 134931 618
147 Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 247150 | 134948 621
148 of pottery (50x | Scatter

50m)
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 247186 | 434970 624
149 of pottery Scatter
PO- Kiina Kiina concentration Pottery 247232 4 135009 622
150 of  decorated | Scatter

pottery  (35x

20m)
PO- Kiina  -infield | Kiina scatters of | Pottery. 247274 | 134996 622
151 road pottery Scatter
PO- Kiina  -infield | Kiina a very big pot |‘Pottery 247229 | 134927 621
152 road rim and pottery,| Scatter

scatters
PO- Kiina  -infield | Kiina scatters of | Pottery 247220 | 134930 627
153 road potsherds, #(30 | Scatter

x20m)

PO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu potshierds and | Pottery 248805 | 138138 621
154 stone tools Scatter

PO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery scatters | Pottery 248906 | 138334 621

155 Scatter
PO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu potsherds, Pottery 248941 138381 616
156 bone Scatter
PO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu concentration Pottery 248957 | 138372 619
157 of pottery, jaw | Scatter

bone

PO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery scatters | Pottery 249014 | 138403 618

158 Scatter
RPO- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery scatters | Pottery 249356 | 138615 619
159 Scatter
PO- Pipeline Kabaale slag, shell, | Pottery 282675 | 159209 1075
160 pottery Scatter
PO- Pipeline Kabaale wavy line | Pottery 281523 | 159614 1060
161 pottery in a | Scatter

concentration

of pottery
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)

PO- Pipeline Kabaale concentration Pottery 281203 | 159060 1059
162 of plain sherds | Scatter
PO- Pipeline Kabaale plain sherds Pottery 281003 | 159016 1058
163 Scatter
PO- Pipeline Kabaale decorated pottery 281885 | 160209 1072
164 pottery and a | scatter

rim
PO- Pipeline Kabaale concentration pottery 281910 « 160203 1064
165 of  decorated | scatter

potsheds and

iron slag
PO- Pipeline Kabaale at the | scatters of plain | Pottery 282085 | 160258 1054
166 rifinery potsherd Scatter
PO- Pipeline Kaseeta scatters of ["Pottery 276935 | 153256 1035
167 (Nyanseke) pottery, plain,| Scatter

and decorated
PO- Pipeline Kaseeta decorated Pottery 276851 153153 1042
168 (Nyanseke) at | (roulette)y «and | Scatter

Kaseeta plain==pottery,

primary school | Kaseeta
catholic church

PO- Pipeline Kaseeta decorated Pottery 276983 | 153126 1032
169 (Nyanseke) pottery and | Scatter

scatters
PO- Pipeline Kisooba several Pottery 276520 | 150777 1058
170 scatters of | Scatter

pottery
PO- Pipeline Bukona potsherds- Pottery 285249 | 160043 1049
171 necks of | Scatter

roulette, slag

PO- Pipeline Bitagata plain  pottery | Pottery 273184 | 151404 1064
172 scatters Scatter
PO- Pipeline Bitagata concetration of | Pottery 273449 | 151155 1046
173 pottery, two | Scatter
graves
PO- Pipeline Kibaale concentration Pottery 265225 | 146207 1175
174 modern of pottery Scatter
primary
PO- Pipeline Kasoga concentration Pottery 263561 145318 1146
175 of pottery Scatter
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SITE | Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTM UT™Mm HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
PO- Pipeline Kasoga B Tawehid Pottery 261201 142319 1173
176 mosque, Scatter
scatters of plain
pottery
PO- Pipeline Kasoga B Kasoga Pottery 261248 | 142283 1168
177 catholic Scatter
church, pottery
scatters
PO- Pipeline Kyarujumba Fountain of life | Pottery 258228 1 141140 1198
178 church, pottery | Scatter
scatters-plain
and decorated
PO- Pipeline Kyarujumba Kyarujumba Pottery 258221 141110 1198
179 model nursey | Scatter
and primary
school,
decorated
pottery.
PO- Pipeline Kituuti coneentration Pottery 254846 | 134348 1173
180 of /decorated | Scatter
potsheds and
iron'slag
PO- Pipeline Izahura# scatters of plain | Pottery 268462 | 150037 1123
181 Sayuuni pottery Scatter
PO- Escarpment Pottery Pottery 251193 | 1352722
182 road Scatter
QU-01 | Borrow Pit Area of past | Quarry 250037 | 136368 667
quarrying/ston | Site
e collection
QU-02 | Borrow Pit Gully, past | Quarry 250102 | 136352 669
quarrying Site
activity evident
SH-01| Borrow Pit re  deposited | Shells 250121 | 1336596 | 676
shells
SH-02 | Kiina Kiina shells and | Shells 247286 | 135056 622
lithics
SH-03 | Kyakasambu Kyakasambu pottery, bones, | Shells 248808 | 138206 621
shells
SH-04 | Pipeline Kabaale slag, shell, | Shells 282675 | 159209 1075
pottery
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SITE Village/ Village DESCRIPTION | SITE UTMm UTM HEIGHT
ID development TYPE (Northi | (Easting) | (m)
ng)
SH-05 | Pipeline Kabaale plain potsherd | Shells 281405 | 159313 1049
and shell
SH-06 | Pipeline Kabaale rim, slag and | Shells 281963 | 160175 1065
shell
SL-01 | Pipeline Kabaale slag, shell, | Slag 282675 | 159209 1075
pottery
SL-02 | Pipeline Kabaale pottery, slag Slag 281197 | 159003 1054
SL-03 | Pipeline Kabaale concentration slag 281910 | 160203 1064
of  decorated
potsheds and
iron slag
SL-04 | Pipeline Kabaale rim, slag and | Slag 281963 | 160175 1065
shell
SL-05 | Pipeline Kaseeta plain  pottery | Slag 276905 | 153245 1043
(Nyanseke) and slag,
church of
Uganda
SL-06 | Pipeline Bukona potsherds- Slag 285249 | 160043 1049
necks of
roulette, slag
SL-07 | Pipeline Kituuti concentration Slag 254846 | 134348 1173
of  decorated
potsheds and
iron slag
Table 15: Cultural Site Catalogue
SITE | Village ! | Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UTM UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
MO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Kyakapere Mosque 250682 141315
o1 Mosque
MO- Kiina Kiina Kiina mosque Mosque 246522 133640
02
MO- Pipeline Kasoga B Tawehid Mosque 261201 142319
03 mosque
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SITE | Village / | Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UTM UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
CE- Pipeline Bitagata concetration of | Burial/cemetery | 273449 151155
01 pottery, two

graves
CE- Nsunzu A Burial (2 | Burial/cemetery | 246788 135312
02 people)
CE- Nsunzu A Burial Burial/cemetery | 246764 135286
03
CE- Nsunzu B Nsunzu burial (4 | Burial/cemetery | 247737 136348
04 people), big pot
CE- Nsunzu B Nsunzu grave yard Burial/cemetery | 248145 136611
05
CE- Nsunzu B Nsunzu community Burial/cemetery | 248197 136581
06 grave yard
CE- Nsunzu B Nsunzu grave yard Burial/cemetery | 247852 136744
07
CE- Nsonga Nsonga burial #site of | Burial/cemetery | 247985 136786
08 the “ Bakubya

clan;, “pottery

scatters
CE- Nsonga Nsonga Burial (2 | Burial/cemetery | 247942 136830
09 graves)
CE- Nsonga Nsonga cementry Burial/cemetery | 248373 137311
10
CE- Kyakapere Kyakapere burial Burial/cemetery | 250711 141123
11
CE- Pad 4-2 Kyakapere cemetery Burial/cemetery | 250751 141304
12
CE- Pad 4-2 Kyakapere Burial Burial/cemetery | 250762 141304
13
CE- Pad 4-2 Kyakapere Cemetery Burial/cemetery | 250815 141199
14
CE- Kyakapere Kyakapere cemetery, Burial/cemetery | 250615 140536
15 pottery scatters
CE- Kyakapere Kyakapere burial (3 | Burial/cemetery | 250511 140438
16 people),

pottery scatters
CE- Spoil Area-A (3 | Kyakasambu | grave Burial/cemetery | 250407 138525
17 huts)
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SITE | Village Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UT™Mm UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
CE- Kiina Kiina cemetery (over | Burial/cemetery | 246076 133345
18 30 graves)
CE- Kiina Kiina cemetery Burial/cemetery | 246331 133514
19
CE- Kiina Kiina cemetery (over | Burial/cemetery | 246509 133745
20 40 graves),

pottery scatters
CE- Kiina Kiina (Juba) | burial (1 grave | Burial/cemetery | 246781 135311
21 Udongo)
CE- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu | community Burial/cemetery |.249396 138602
22 cemetery (6

graves )
CE- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu | burial (1 grave) | Burial/cemetery | 249388 138460
23
CE- Spoil area B Kyakasambu | burial at thew4 | Burial/cemetery | 249820 136457
24 huts
CE- Pipeline Kabaale burial’,ofsthree’ | Burial/cemetery | 281467 159625
25 graves
CE- Pipeline Kabaale burial with 2 | Burial/cemetery | 281446 159631
26 graves and

plain pottery
CE- Pipeline Kabaale decorated Burial/cemetery | 281264 159227
27 pottery at a

burial of three

graves
CE- Pipeline Kabaale grave yard of | Burial/cemetery | 281270 159140
28 one burial
CE- Pipeline Kabaale grave at the | Burial/cemetery | 281129 159039
29 LC3 compound
CE- Pipeline Kabaale burial for 8 | Burial/cemetery | 281930 160167
30 people and a

potsherd
CH- Nsunzu B Nsunzu Nsunzu Church 248023 136327
01 seventh  Day

adventist

church
CH- Nsunzu B Nsunzu Nsunzu Church 248028 136390
02 Pentecostal

church Uganda
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SITE | Village Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UTM UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
CH- Nsunzu B Nsunzu Nsunzu church | Church 247980 136419
03 of Uganda
CH- Nsunzu B Nsunzu Emmanuel Church 248019 136670
04 Mission

Uganda church
CH- Kyakapere Kyakapere Church 250565 140600
05 catholic church
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Nsonga church | Church 248154 136744
06 of God
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Nsonga Face | Church 248313 136602
07 of Unity church
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Christ is the | Church 248378 136694
08 Way  church

Nsonga
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Nsonga chureh | Church 248209 136902
09 of Uganda
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Kiguli zone | Church 248346 137051
10 catholic church

Lwemisanga

parish
CH- Nsonga Nsonga Nsonga Church 248483 137391
11 Miracle church
CH- Pad 4-2 Kyakapere Charismatic Church 250730 141231
12 episcopal

church (CECU)
CH- Pad 4-2 Kyakapere pottery, Church | Church 250798 141196
13 of God
CH- Kiina Kiina Kiina catholic | Church 246259 133516
14 church,

scatters of

decorated

pottery
CH- Kiina Kiina Kiina church of | Church 246236 133352
15 God, scatters

of  decorated

pottery
CH- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu | Kyakasambu Church 248899 138310
16 church of

Uganda
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SITE | Village Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UT™Mm UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
CH- Kyakasambu Kyakasambu | Kyakasambu Church 249324 138417
17 pentecostal
church
CH- Pipeline Kaseeta plain  pottery | Church 276905 153245
18 (Nyanseke) | and slag,
church of
Uganda
CH- Pipeline Kaseeta decorated Church 276851 153153
19 (Nyanseke) (roulette) and
at Kaseeta | plain pottery,
primary Kaseeta
school catholic church
CH- Pipeline Kyarushesha | Kyarushesha Church 265243 146174
20 church of
Uganda
CH- Pipeline Kasoga town | decorated rim, | Church 261137 142423
21 Faith of Unity
church
CH- Pipeline Kasoga B Kasoga Church 261248 142283
22 cathalic
church,“pottery
scatters
CH- Pipeline Kasoga B Fountain of life | Church 261335 141968
23 church
CH- Pipeline Kasoga B Kasoga church | Church 261373 141872
24 of Uganda
CH- Pipeline Buhumuliro- | Itambiro lya | Church 259661 141293
25 Kyarujumba | Bisaka (Faith of
Unity church)
CH- Pipeline Kyarujumba | Buhumuliro Church 259554 141160
26 church of
Uganda
CH- Ripeline Kyarujumba | Fountain of life | Church 258228 141140
27 church, pottery
scatters-plain
and decorated
CH- Pipeline Nyansenge Nyansenge Church 255643 139809
28 st.peters
catholic church
CH- Pipeline Kamwokya - | Kamwokya Church 254427 139158
29 Hanga B church of born
again
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SITE | Village / | Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UT™Mm UTM
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
ST-01 | Nsunzu A Nsunzu A Nsunzu A Sacred Tree confidential | confidential
ST-02 | Escarpment road | Kyakasambu | cultural tree Sacred Tree confidential | confidential
CT- Nsonga Nsonga village Cultural Tree 247978 137179
01 assembly tree
MP- Spoil Area-A (3 | Kyakasambu | Healing Tree Medicinal Plant | 250397 138521
01 huts)
MP- Spoil Area-A (3 | Kyakasambu | medicine plant | Medicinal Plant | 250413 138516
02 huts) (Kyangwe)
MP- Spoil Area-A (3 | Kyakasambu | Medicinal bush | Medicinal Plant | 250389 138512
03 huts)
MP- Escarpment road | lkamiro Kagando tree | Medicinal Plant | 250708 136025
04 (medicinal)
MP- Escarpment road | lkamiro medicinal tree}.Medicinal Plant | 250883 135923
05 (mululuza)
MP- Escarpment road | lkamiro medicinal Medicinal Plant | 250867 135594
06 plants

(busaana)
MP- Escarpment road | lkamiro medinal™ plant | Medicinal Plant | 250814 135613
07 (mujaaja)
MP- Escarpment road | Kyakasambu,| medicinal tree | Medicinal Plant | 250524 135979
08 and plants

(nkooge& mavi

gamukulu)
RO- Kyakapere Kyakapere Feet Washing | Ritual Object 250402 140302
01 Stone
RO- Escarpmentroad | lkamiro 3 ritual stones | Ritual Object confidential | confidential
02
RO- Pipeline Kyarushesha | stone for | Ritual Object confidential | confidential
03 worship
BC- Pipeline Kaseeta Bark cloth tree | Bark Cloth Tree | confidential | confidential
01 (Nyanseke)
RS- Nsunzu B Nsunzu traditional Ritual Site confidential | confidential
01 healers place
RS- Jetty Luzira Ritual Site confidential | confidential
02
RS- Luzira/jetty/beach | Akasonga /| Sacred beach, | Ritual Site confidential | confidential
03 Kasonga fire place with

herbs, pottery,
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SITE | Village / | Village DESCRIPTION | SITE TYPE UTM UTMm
ID Development (Northing) | (Easting)
place for lake
ritual
ceremonies
RS- Spoil area B Kyakasambu | River Masika Ritual Site confidential | confidential
04
RS- Nsonga Nsonga Nsonga Ritual Site confidentialw{«€onfidential
05
RS- Kiina Kiina Mouth of the | Ritual Site confidential | confidential
06 River at Kiina
RS- Nsonga Nsonga Beach from | Ritual Site confidential | confidential
07 Nsonga to Site
RS-03
SR- Escarpment road | Nsonga River Masika Sacred River confidential | confidential
01
CL-01 | Kingdfisher Area Kingfisher Lake Albert Cultdral confidential | confidential
Area Llandscape
CL-02 | Kingfisher Area Kingfisher The Cultural confidential | confidential
Area Escarpment Landscape
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List of villages visited along the Pip@Route in 2014
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Villages visited during Cultural Heritage Consultation along the Pipeline Route

(February 2014)

m  Kyabasambu

m Kaseeta

m lkamiro O
m  Kyarushesha-Sayuni \
m lzahura %

m  Nyanseke

m Bitagata

m Kasoga

m  Kamwokya A

m  Nyamwerimigwa
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1. Nsunzu (NZ) (Buhuuka)

Date: 24" January 2014 (am)

Interviewer: Alice Hobson

Interviewee: Wawa Uchai

Q. How long have you lived here?

A. 35 years and he is 43 years old

Q. Where were you born?

A. Wanseko — Bulisa District

Q. Which tribe are you affiliated to?

A. Alur

Q. Why did you move here?

A. My father was living here; | came to live with him
Q. We are interested in the history of the village; you might know why:the village is called Nsunzu?

A. Nsunzu is the name of the green grass that grows herethereused to be much more — it is very good for
feeding cattle.

Q. What was the village like when you first arrived?

A. It was smaller — we had one Chairman then; now we have 3!

Q. Do you know how old the settlement may be?,How many generations of people have lived here?
A. We are the 6" generation to have livedihere.

Q. We have seen many older pottery pieces here; does anyone still make it in the village?

A. | think so, they sell it in otherwillages, and we have done for many years. There is clay here at Nsunzu, all
over.

Q. We know about salttmaking at Kibiro, does anyone make salt here?
A. No.

Q. As | explained in detail before, we are interested in any places that may be important for Nsunzu for
cultural reasons. Do you think there any sites | should know about?

A. There are such sites here. The {Name withheld for confidential reasons} there, that is very important
for thewillage. We fear that place. We avoid it. Bad things happen there. Sometimes you hear the sound of a
motorboat and of people shouting. But you cannot see anything at all. The tree is a very serious place; there
must be no joking around there. Bad things can happen.

Q. Are there any more taboos related to that place?

A. People do not walk there, if you need to get to the land behind the tree, you must take a big diversion
around it.

Q. Are there any other sites that are important to you, culturally?
A. There are places on the river — Masika — especially where the river meets the lake near Kina.

Q. Why is this place important?

=
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A. It is a place people visit for sick children but it is not used much now, it is more a historic site.
Q. Is there a particular person in the village who might initiate such activities?

A. Any ‘important’ /elder person in the village can.

Q. Are there other places?

A. The river itself is important to us. Sacrifices are made on the river to bring back the fish in
February/March.

Q. Can you tell me anymore about what happens? Do people travel to this place?

A. People come here from all the villages nearby for the ceremony. Nsonga also have a ceremony at {Name
withheld for confidential reasons}. What happens is that all the elders from Nsunzu, Nsonga and Kiina
meet on the river — perhaps at various points and they do the ceremony.

Q. Are there any rules/taboos that help define the culture here?
A. Not really

Q. Are there places where say, only men can go?

A. No, men and women can go in the Lake here.

Q. Are there burial places here?

A. Yes, many, we will show you.

Q. Is there a church here?

A. No. We go to church at Nsonga.

Q. Do you have any questions for me? Is‘there anything else you would like to talk about? Are there any
stories you think are important in the documentation of Nsunzu’s cultural heritage?

A. Some people believe there is a lucky snake in the lake. When you see that big snake, you know you will
soon find money!

Q. Can anyone see this spake? Do people look for it?
A. The Elder's must meetand carry out a special ceremony, they do this then someone sees the snake.
Q. Do you have any,questions?

A. | have told you about our important site, {Name withheld for confidential reasons}. What can you do
about this?

Q. | will give the information to CNOOC, and we will make sure they keep you informed of all development
here,'the road especially. Now we know where it is we can help protect it, so thank you for sharing.

2.Village interview: Nsunzu (NZ)
Date: 24" January 2014 (am)
Interviewer: Alice Hobson
Interviewee: Aduba Ukello

Q. How long have you lived here?

A. | was born here, | am 33 years old.

Q. Which tribe are you affiliated to?

=
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A. Alur

Q. We are interested in the history of the village; you might know why the village is called Nsunzu?
A. No, | don’'t know the meaning.

Q. Do you know how old the settlement may be? How many generations of people have lived here?
A. We are the 6™ generation.

Q. Where did the first settlers come from?

A. From the Western Nile area of Uganda.

Q. We have seen many older pottery pieces here; does anyone still make it in the village?

A. My grandparents made pots here. They even used to make clay boats here! They.cooked the clay in fire
so it was very hard and could go on the water. There was no timber here then for the boats we have now.

Q. We know about salt making at Kibiro, does anyone make salt here?
A. No.

Q. As | explained in detail before, we are interested in any places'that may:be important for Nsunzu for
cultural reasons. Do you think there any sites | should know about?

A. There are many sites here.
Q. Can you tell me more?

A. That {Name withheld for confidential reasons} is culturally important. You must never point at {Name
withheld for confidential reasons} (points using.his fist) If we see a child accidentally pointing at the
{Name withheld for confidential reasons} we must do a special ceremony to protect that child. There is
also a snake, which can move in fire that lives in this place. The snake moves to the lake sometimes too.
The snake is famous here. My fatherused, to talk to the snake, communicate with it (my father was the
cultural leader of Nsunzu) but now there is no cultural leader here.

Q. Is there someone you can ¢all'if you need?

A. There is a cultural leader who lives far away, in the W Nile area, he comes occasionally.

Q. Does the snake have a name?

A. No.

Q. Does the special {Name withheld for confidential reasons} have a name?

A. Yes,Uriyang.lt means sacred, special place.

Q. Are there any more taboos related to that place? Are there places, for example, where women cannot go?
A The places you mention, they did exist but not any longer. They have gone.

Q:Are there any other sites that are important to you, culturally?

A. No.

A. Do you have any ceremonies here, things you can do if there is a problem with the lake for example?

Q. A. We have a ceremony to help with the fishing here. There is a cultural leader who comes down from the
escarpment to help conduct this. He lives in Nyamengo. He carries out a special ceremony on the Masika
River.

Q. Do you have any questions?
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A. | have told you about our most special site. What will happen to the {Name withheld for confidential
reasons}?

Q. I will give the information to CNOOC, and we will make sure they keep you informed of all development
here, the road especially. Now we know where it is we can help protect it, so thank you for sharing.

3. Village interview: Nsunzu (NZ)

Date: 24" January 2014 (am)

Interviewer: Alice Hobson

Interviewee: Urunega Urwothomiyo

Q. How long have you lived here?

A. | was born here, | am 31 years old.

Q. We are interested in the history of the village; you might know why the village is called Nsunzu?
A. No, | don’t know the meaning.

Q. Do you know how old the settlement may be? How many generations of people have lived here?
A. We are the 6™ generation.

Q. We have seen many older pottery pieces here, does anyone stiliimake it in the village?

A. My parents made boats out of clay here, there never used to be any timber.

Q. As | explained in detail before, we are interested in.any/places that may be important for Nsunzu for
cultural reasons. Do you think there any sitesd should know about?

A. There are many sites here.
Q. Can you tell me more?

A. That {Name withheld for confidential reasons} just there is culturally important. It is much respected,
much feared, it is our most impertant place.

Q. Are there any other places?

A. No. We used to fear thatiarea of the escarpment (the ravine) opposite the village, we used to see smoke
there and white people; the elders talk about it, but it is all ok now. Nothing happens anymore.

Q. Are there any more taboos related to that place? Are there places, for example, where women cannot go?
A. No wemen ¢an.go to the sacred tree. There once were areas where women couldn’t bathe, but not now.
A. Do youhave any ceremonies here, things you can do if there is a problem with the lake for example?

A. Therelis a man who comes down from the escarpment to carry out cultural ceremonies, he also goes to
the sacred tree, when people have wishes, he grants their request.

Q. Do you have any questions?
A. What will happen to the tree?

Q. | will give the information to CNOOC, and we will make sure they keep you informed of all development
here, the road especially. Now we know where it is we can help protect it, so thank you for sharing.

4. Kyakapere (pad 4-2 and infield road)
Date: 23 January 2014 (pm)
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Interviewer: Fatumah Mirembe
Interviewee: Uzinga Agenorwoth
Q. How long have you lived here?

A. 37 years and he is 77 years old
Q. Where were you born?

A. Kenya

Q. Which tribe are you affiliated to?
A. Alur

Q. Why did you move here?

A. Was lured by the fishing business.
Q. We are interested in the history of the village; you might know why the village is called Kyakapere?

A. Kyakapere was derived from a man who first settled in the village“called Kapere and whoever came to the
village referred to it as Kapere’s place hence the name Kyaperediterally a village for meaning for Kapere.

Q. What was the village like when you first arrived?

A. The village was quite small with few people and those | found"here have passed on.

Q. Do you know how old the settlement may be? How miany generations of people have lived here?
A. No

Q. We have seen many older pottery pieces here; does anyone still make it in the village?

A. There is no pottery making in this village though pots can be got from the mountains. The pieces around
were probably used by those who came befare us.

Q. We know about salt making at Kibiro, does anyone make salt here?
A. No.

Q. As | explained in detail before, we are interested in any places that may be important for Kyakapere for
cultural reasons. Do you think there any sites | should know about?

A. There are no cultural,sites that am aware of because am a catholic and | go to church.
Q. Are there any more taboos related to this place?

A. No.

Q=Are there any other sites that are important to you, culturally?

A. No. Some people have shrines in their houses, controlled by the head of the family. These are very
secret, not for the public to see.

Q. Do you know any interesting story that is connected to the lake?

A. Initially it is said that there were times of fish scarcity in the lake and then people would come from
Nsonga collecting money and food to perform rituals to appease the lake so as to boost the fish catch.

Q. Is there a particular person in the village who might initiate such activities?

A. This was done by specific people and in this case the Mukubya who died but what he used to do was
inherited by his son who resides in the above the escarpment. The son does it currently.

=

December 2017 ? Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Q. Are there other places?
A. No.
Q. Can you tell me anymore about what happens? Do people travel to this place?

A. People come here from all the villages nearby for the ceremony. Nsonga village also has a ceremony-at
the {Name withheld for confidential reasons} for this reason. What happens is that all the elders from
Nsunzu, Nsonga and Kiina meet on the river — perhaps at various points and they do the ceremony.

Q. Are there any rules/taboos that help define the culture here?
A. Not really

Q. Are there places where say, only men can go?

A. No.

Q. Are there burial places here?

A. Yes, there are two, we will show you.

Q. Is there a church here?

A. Yes, Kyakapere has three churches and a mosque.

Q. Do you have any questions for me? Is there anything elséwou would like to talk about? Are there any
stories you think are important in the documentation of'Kyakapere’s cultural heritage?

A. No, but hope that the oil industry does not displace us.
5. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kyakapere

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Ogot Geralds

Q. How old are you?

A.38yrs and has spent 42yrs‘and he is Alur.

Q. Where did you come,from and why?

A. Came fromiNebbi to earn a living from the fishing business.
Q. Qrigin of thervillage name

AwThere was a man who first settled in this area named Kapere so whoever was going to the area would
refer to it as Kapere’s place literally meaning for Kapere hence Kyakapere.

Q. History or stories about the village.

A. There was a story that at the extreme end of the village there used to appear white people bathing who
would disappear in thin air; they were usually encountered in the early morning. These days they no longer
appear.

Q. What have you heard about the pottery in the area?

A. Pots were brought from the mountains and it is said that during the Kabalega war, they used to put food
and also children for protection during the war. The pots these days are for drinking water.
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Q. About traditional beliefs in the area

A. Initially there was a man named Mukubya who used to make sacrifices during times of low fish catches
and they would improve. However, this man died and the practice was inherited by his son who stays up the
mountain (escarpment). The practice has stopped and instead people these days frequent the church and
mosque in the area.

Q. Any local practices or taboos in the village?

A. There are no taboos because women here also engage in fishing. This implies there were there some
time back.

6. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kyakapere

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Ochai John

Q. How old are you?

A. 41 yrs. and has spent 27yrs, he is Alur.

Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Nebbi following his family and also to‘earnra living from the fishing business.
Q. Origin of the village name

A. There was a man who first settled in this area named Kapere so whoever was going to the area would
refer to it as Kapere’s place literally meahing for Kapere hence Kyakapere.

Q. History or stories about the village.

A. Some years back, it's believed thereswas a spot in the mountain where a snake spitting fire in the night
would be seen especially by those fishing in the lake and usually the catch would be good. The interviewee
has also witnessed it though it is net seen nowadays.

Q. What have you heard about the pottery in the area?

A. Pots were brought.from the mountains and nowadays are being used for water storage and cooking
purposes.

Q. About traditionalsbeliefs in the area

A. When a.woman gives birth sometimes the baby develops an allergy which is not explainable in hospital
and usually if a ritual is not performed the child may die and if it's performed the child is healed in 2-3 days.
Thisritual is performed by a specialized person who takes the child with an egg, lament certain words then
slaughter a chicken after which the child is sent home. The practice is still done and such a place where
these rituals are carried out is {Name withheld for confidential reasons} along Masika River.

7. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kyakapere
Time: Afternoon
Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Owonda Salim
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Q. How old are you?

A.52yrs and has spent 20yrs and he is Alur.

Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Bulisa then to Congo and eventually to Kyakapere to earn a living from the fishing business:
Q. Origin of the village name

A. There was a man who first settled in this area named Kapere so whoever was going to the area would
refer to it as Kapere’s place literally meaning for Kapere hence Kyakapere.

Q. History or stories about the village.

A. There is a story told about a speed boat that is heard on the waters in the nightapproaching the shores
and when they come out to check there is no boat in sight and one time even wavesWwereuvisible but not the
boat.

Q. Any local laws or taboos in the village?

A. Initially pregnant women were not allowed to fetch water in the lake especially during mid-day and late
evening for fear of evil spirits roaming the area and would lead to.miscarriages.

Q. Any traditional practice or beliefs?

A. There is a practice that when children get severe ilinesses, they are taken into the lake by a man named
UMA who laments certain words then throw the spear‘into the water to evade the sickness and the practice
still goes on.

8. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kyakapere

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Ms. Adoko Swazi

Q. How old are you?

A.47yrs and has spent 27yrsiand she is Alur.

Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Kigorobya to engage in fishing and is also married here.
Q. About the'pottery in the area?

A. Has'no'knowledge about pot making or salt making.
Q. Are there any traditional beliefs in the village?

A. there is a traditional religion called “Lam-the-kwar” which has its roots from Nebbi and the leader in
Kyakapere is called Akabi. The religious ceremonies are called out in the leader’s house every Tuesday and
Sunday either during day or night. They do beat drums, sing and dance.

Another traditional belief was when one constructed a new boat or acquired new nets, they would sacrifice a
white cock though the practice is dying down and people engage in prayers for God’s protection.

Q. Any local laws or taboos?
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A. Pounding cassava, splitting firewood and fetching water in the night was not allowed since it was taken as
a sign of disrespect to the ancestors and fish numbers would decrease.

9. Kiina village (settlement in vicinity)
Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kiina

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Usheng Okello

Q. How old are you?

A.79yrs and has spent 40yrs and he is Alur.
Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Nebbi to earn a living from fishing.
Q. Origin of the name of the village.

A. There was once a small ship from Butiaba that needed to anchor in deep waters and such a spot being in
this area, and then the area was named Kiina which if translated from Runyoro means deep water.

Q. History or stories linked to the village.

A. there was a man named Mukobya who used.towperformdrituals as a way of appeasing the lake to give
more fish. It is said that at a spot called Kasonga, this man would lament words and a big stone appeared
out of the lake after which cocks and sheep weré sacrificed on it and on its disappearance fish also came in
huge numbers.

Q. About the pottery seen in the area

A. The broken pieces seen especially-at the lake shores were canoes used for fishing before the advent of
timber while others were used for water storage and cooking food and they get the pots from Nsonga.

Q. Any local laws or tabos?
A. The practice of gonstructing a house is done by men and the women are only allowed to smear the house.
Q. Traditional beliefs

A. There is a'belief that as a sign of respecting the fish and ensure their continued supply from the lake, if a
woman{€emes from the mountain with cassava flour, it's her man to prepare that food accompanied with fish.
And.on theday'the woman leaves, she is given fish to carry up the mountain.

Another practice is about a woman giving birth and in case the after birth failed to come out, a certain herb
was used to save the situation, though it's a woman secret.

However, the practices are dying out and people frequent the church.
10. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kiina

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Mrs. Bahoire Ediriya

=

December 2017 ? Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

Q. How old are you?

A.70yrs and has spent 30yrs and she is a Mugungu.

Q. Where did you come from and why? A. Came from Hoima following her brother.
Q. Origin of the name of the village.

A. Has no idea for the origin of the name.

Q. About the pottery seen in the area

A. Long ago these pots were used for cooking and storing food while performing sacrificessby the Bakubya
tribe and since she is from the other tribe; she doesn’t know what they did exactly.

Q. History or stories linked to the village.

A. They used to say that if one went in the mountains in the morning or during midday one was bound to find
a breastfeeding baboon and if the person told anyone about it, spirits wouldwpossess that person or even Kkill
the person.

More to that if one found a nicely curved stone and brought it back home, it would request to be taken back
to the mountains.

Q.Traditional beliefs

A. The Bakubya clan was known to make sacrifices and performyrituals involving dances for the small gods
in times when the lake wasn’t giving good fish catches.

11. Date: 23.01.14

Village: Kiina

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Abel Kwebiha

Q. How old are you?

A.68yrs and has spent,40yrs and he is a Munyoro.
Q. Where did you comé from and why?

A. Came from Hoima following his parents.

Q. Origin,of the,name of the village.

A. It's a lugungu word to mean deep water and this place is really deep thus the name.
Q. Traditional beliefs

Aulnitially a leader from the Bakubya clan went around collecting sheep and goats which were sacrificed at
Kasonga and afterwards cross the lake to offer more sacrifices at a big stone referred to as Musaijamukuru
and this was done in times of severe ilinesses, low fish catches and also as a way of averting the evil spirits
from the village. However, the practices are dying out.

Q. Local laws or taboos

A. Having sex outside the house was unheard of since it would be disrespect to the traditional beliefs and the
spirits especially at Kasonga. However, people have turned to the church and these are no longer important.

12. Kabaale (pipe line and refinery)
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Date: 28.01.14

Village: Kabaale

Time: Morning

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Isingoma James

Q. How old are you?

A.38yrs and has spent all his life and he is a Munyoro.
Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. He has no idea.

Q. About the pottery in the area?

A. These were used by their grandparents and even says the iron slag in his compound was as a result of
smelting performed by his great grandparents

Q. Traditional beliefs or practices

A. No idea because due to religion, people go to church
13. Date: 28.01.14

Village: Kabaale

Time: Morning

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Kasangaki Fred

Q. How old are you?

A. 49yrs and came in 1989 and'he is.a Munyoro
Q. Where did you comeffrom and why?

A. Came from Kyangwali following the mother
Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. According'to his mother who died recently at 90yrs, there was a stone about 2 km from his home that is
said to besthe origin of the name. Kabaale means small stone.

Q. About'the pottery in the area

A.These are pots that were used long ago even by his mother.

Q- Traditional beliefs

A. Doesn’t know about any because he is catholic and goes to church.
14. Kaseeta interviews (pipeline)

Date: 28.01.14

Village: Nyanseke

Time: Afternoon
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Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Birengeso Wilson

Q. How old are you?

A.32yrs and has spent all his life and he is a Munyoro.
Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. The name Kaseeta has its origin from a tree called Omuseetera which is usually found in the forestibut
when it was seen here, it gave rise to the name.

Q. History of the area

A. Initially it was a cotton growing area but it shifted to tobacco growing though Hedidn’t give me a reason
for the shift.

Q. About the pottery seen in the area.

A. This is said to have been used long ago for food storage and cooking. It is still used today and there is a
woman in a place called Kisooba about 2km from this place who makes pots plus two others in a place
called Ndongo who do the same.

Q. Traditional beliefs.

A. There is a traditional healer in Kisooba where people go for eensultation about one kilometer from this
village. He is a registered traditional healer by the names Kasumba (Twagenda)

There is a hill called Kahara in the forest reserve.where people used to go to offer sacrifices of chicken and
sheep to appease the gods in rain scarcity. After a few days then it would rain.

In 2011 a borehole was being dug in Nyakabale after drilling it, it failed to give water. A one Asera was called
in to make offerings and slaughtered chicken and after three days water started coming. This was about 4km
from this trading center.

Q. About cemeteries of the area.

A. Burial can be done at Kaseeta,.C.Q.U as long as one is a Christian while others are buried on their private
land.

15. Nyanseke (pipeline)

Date: 28.01.14

Village: Nyanseke

Time: Aftérnoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Kamanyire Julius Akiiki

Q."How old are you?

A.37yrs and has spent all his life and he is a Munyoro.
Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. Kuseeta in Runyoro means riding on the ground (Kwekulula) and in this sense the village was named so
due to the very many witches and night dancers. It was also not advisable to move in the night as one was
bound to disappear.

Q. About origin of pet name

.
December 2017 ? Golder
Report No. 1776816-319893-8 Associates



CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT

A. These names were used as a sign of respect while addressing one’s in-laws after the intermarriages
between the Banyoro and Alurs. Akiiki comes from a saying “Rukikula mahanga” which means a savior of
sorts hence it means “great person”.

Q. About the pottery seen in the area.

A. These pots were used for fetching water and also eating utensils while performing rituals of the small
gods.

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. The village has several traditional healers where people usually for consultations especially*the one in
Kisooba.

The bark cloth tree in the school compound is the village meeting tree.

Around the year 1988, as grading of the road was being carried out, about 3km‘from‘this trading center , a
grader went through one old man’s anthill and he died on the spot while the grader had to be towed away
since it's engine could not be started. This old man was called Nkwenzamuze.

It is said that this same old man could send wild pigs to destroy people’s gardens and if the villagers tried to
lay nets to trap these animals, they only found big snakes of the cobra and puff udder type.

Furthermore, when the villagers got fed up of this old man, they set fire on his hut but it failed to burn and he
eventually fled to another village. Fortunately for the village, he isidead now.

Q. Any burial sites?

A. Burials are done on family land.

16. Date: 28.01.14

Village: Nyanseke

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Gahuire John

Q. How old are you?

A. Was born in 1967 and has'spent all his life and he is a Munyoro.
Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. There was a treercalled omuseeta in the village which gave rise to the name.
Q. About pottery in the area

ArPots were used long ago to store water and cooking for.

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. It is said that there used to be lots of hunting in this village and hunters before going out to hunt, they went
to a hill called Kahara to kulamiliza and offer sacrifices to appease the gods to get lots of game and not get
lost in the forest.

17. Date: 28.01.14
Village: Nyanseke

Time: Afternoon
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Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Maria Nakitto

Q. How old are you?

A. 90yrs and has spent 40yrs and she is a Munyoro.

Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Buyaga- Kibaale following her mother.

Q. About the origin of the name of the village

A. The name originated from a rare tree called ‘omuseeta’ usually found in the forest.butwas found here.
Q. About pottery seen in the area

A. Pots were used as cooking utensils and also for eating. There was a man named Rwizire who used to
make pots but he died. The pots are still in use today.

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. There was a stone called ‘Nalongo’ where people could go in ifmes of water scarcity to fetch. This stone
had a big python under it and it was a duty for one named Kapere to take herbs and sacrifices for this snake
to feast and when he died; the snake has since disappeared along with the water.

It was also Kapere’s duty to pray for the rains in times.of drought and surely the rains would come.
However, the beliefs are dying out due to the advent.of'religion.
Q. Local laws or taboos?

A. At that stone called Nalongo; women_ifi their periods were not allowed to fetch water. And the same
applied to those who had had sexual contact with anyone.

It is also said that in case a python came into someone’s home it was not to be harmed. Elders were called
and one had to leave the house for thesshake until it left the following day.

18. Bitagata (pipeline)

Date: 29.01.14

Village: Bitagata/ Howa

Time: Morning

Interviewer: Ratumah M.

Intetviewee: Mwesigye Alasimas

Q. How old are you?

AB3yrs and has spent 5yrs and he is a Mutoro.
Q. Where did you come and why?

A. Came from Toro for employment on the dams’ project in 2001 and when he earned some money bought
land and settled.

Q. About the origin of the name of the village
A. Not sure about the meaning of the name

Q. About pottery seen in the area
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A. It is a sign people were settled here long ago as also evidenced from the mango and jackfruit tree found in
this place.

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. The Alur used to make sacrifices at River Hohwa but that was long ago. There also some very big lake
snakes that everyone is afraid to kill. However, since the coming of the Bakiga and Banyarwanda, thedand
has been tilled thus the snakes are disappearing.

Q. Any burial sites?

A. Burials are done on family land.

19. Date: 29.01.14

Village: Bitagata/ Howa

Time: Morning

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Manuel Kalyango

Q. How old are you?

A.37yrs and has spent 10yrs and he is a Mukiga.
Q. Where did you come and why?

A. Came from Kabaale district following his family andfeventually bought land to settle.
Q. Origin of the name of the village

A. Long ago the area was all wildness but when the Bakiga came and settled the land, it was conducive for
agriculture and was so good for settlemnent hence the name. The word ‘kutagata’ literally means warmth and
for these people, it was like a warm‘welcome and a sense of belonging in attachment to this land.

Q. About the pottery found in the area?
A. These pots were used by hunters for storing their food while in the wildness and were left behind by them.
Q. Any history or stories of the area?

A. There is a story of atboy about 8yrs who got lost in the wildness while tending cattle and he was never to
be seen again. Nothing was ever found like his remains or anyone seeing him leave until now. His father was
a Christian so he left everything to God and never pursued the matter.

20. Kasoga (Pipeline)

Date:29.01.14

Village: Kasoga

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Barugahara Innocent

Q. How old are you?

A.20yrs and has spent 1yr and he is a Mukiga.
Q. Where did you come and why?
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A. Comes from Mubende for seasonal farming in crops like maize and beans.
Q. Origin of the name.

A. Has no idea.

Q. About pottery in the area

A. The first time to see it from the piece picked in his farm.

21. Nyamwerimigwa (pipeline)

Date: 29.01.14

Village: Nyamwerimigwa

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Tibaranuka Lawrence

Q. How old are you?

A.37yrs and has spent 15yrs and he is a Mukiga.

Q. Where did you come and why?

A. Came from Kibaale district due to scarcity of land so he bought it and settled here.
Q. Origin of the name.

A. Has no idea.

Q. About pottery in the area

A. They have seen the broken pieces which,imply earlier settlement but they also buy them now and use
them to store water and for cooking.

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. When one is to go hunting,-they should not have had sexual intercourse the previous night to evade bad
luck.

22. Kamwokya (pipeline)

Date: 29.01.14

Village: Kamwokya

Timey Aftérnoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Asaba Muhereza

Q. How old are you?

A.49yrs and has spent all his life and he is a Mutoro from Kyangwali.
Q. Origin of the name.

A. This place was started by constructing a school and houses started springing up which made the place
become lively which was likened to the Kamwokya in Kampala hence the name
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Q. About pottery in the area

A. Has seen pottery which was probably used for cooking long ago. This is because while digging a grave
bones of a person were found with the pottery.

Q. History or stories of the village.

A. Long ago a lot of hunting was being practiced and before going out sacrifices were performed to please
the gods to get a good catch. Sexual intercourse was not allowed the day before. A man named Zakayo
used to lead the rituals, he stays in Nyamengo.

They usually call upon him in times of drought to offer sacrifices to bring rain.

Q. Any traditional beliefs

A. These are fast dying out due the religion called Unity of Faith; such practices are still in the Alurs.
Q. Tell me more about this religion

A. Local herbs and consulting of witch doctors is prohibited since their place of warship called ‘Itambiro’ is
meant for healing all alignments.

Prayer sessions are conducted three times a month i.e., on the 224, 12th and 22" as these are the days
when their leader gets revelations from their god. They don’t bélieve in Jesus since he is taken like any other
person and instead they believe in Bishaka their leader as a linkito God.

Prostitution is not allowed thus one can marry as many, women as-he can afford as long as the partners are
blessed by the leader and there is no payment of dowry. So'in case the leader gives a go ahead for the
couple the parents of the bride and groom each contributes1000/= and a marriage agreement is entered
into.

23. Kyarushesha: Sayuni/lzahura (pipeline)

Date: 30.01.14

Village: Sayuni/ Izahura

Time: Afternoon

Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Tumwesigye.Edward

Q. How old are you?

A.42 yrs and,has spent 22 yrs and he is a Munyankole.

Q. Where did,you come from and why?

A. Came from Masindi district looking for land to settle.

Q."About the origin of the name of the village

A."Sayuni is borrowed from the biblical name to show how peaceful this area is.
Q. About pottery seen in the area

A. Probably these were used long ago because even grinding stone are usually seen in the farm.
24. Date: 30.01.14

Village: Kyarushesha

Time: Afternoon

.
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Interviewer: Fatumah M.

Interviewee: Begumya Paul

Q. How old are you?

A. Was born 1948 and came in1999 and he is a Munyankole.
Q. Where did you come from and why?

A. Came from Sembabule- Mawogola looking for land to settle.
Q. Origin of the name of the village

A. Has no idea

Q. About pottery seen in the area?

A. Has never seen any potsherds

Q. Traditional beliefs

A. He is born again

Q. Any cemeteries?

A. Burials are done at individual family land.

December 2017
Report No. 1776816-319893-8
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Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Flats Archeology

ID wp SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION Comment PERIOD North East DATE
BO-29 825 FLATS CPF ROADS faunal remains [bone fragment 249406 137560 2017
PO-183 FLATS Nsunzu Pottery Cemetry, Pottery 248415 136254 2017
PO-184 761 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery potsherd (plain) concentration 250499 139977 2017
plain thick bodied pottery, reddish
PO-185 762 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery colour 250425 139819 2017
plain pottery scatters at close to new
PO-186 763 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery bar 250400 139846 2017
pottery scatters of 4x4m, finger
PO-187 770 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery impression and roulette MIA-LIA 250283 139755 2017
PO-188 771 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery pottery, roulette 250263 139750 2017
PO-189 773 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery string knotted roulette rim 250265 139690 2017
PO-190 779 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery plain pottery 250296 139626 2017
PO-191 785 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery 5 pieces of pottery 250483 139679 2017
P0O-192 786 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery decorated pottery bagged 250457 139649 2017
PO-193 789 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery plain pottery, dark grey colour 250396 139479 2017
plain pottery with dark interior
PO-194 791 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery suggesting cooking 250344 139479 2017
PO-195 806 FLATS PAD 1 ROADS [Pottery pottery heavily abraded 248594 137996 2017
PO-196 815 FLATS CPF ROADS Pottery ceramics, scatter 249388 137082 2017
PO-197 829 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery pottery concentration 247567 136218 2017
PO-198 830 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery pottery concentration 247560 136228 2017
pottery concentration about 20x20m
PO-199 831 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery string knotted roulette LIA 247566 136238 2017
PO-200 832 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery thick bodied pottery flat topped rim EIA 247581 136226 2017
PO-201 833 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS |Pottery pottery scatters 247671 136179 2017
PO-202 834 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery pottery scatters 247670 136179 2017
PO-203 835 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery plain pottery 247700 136165 2017
PO-204 836 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery pottery scatters 10x10m 247716 136135 2017
pottery concentration horizontal
PO-205 837 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery triangular punctates EIA 247718 136129 2017
PO-206 838 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery pottery concentration 247736 136120 2017
PO-207 841 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery 2 plain potsherds 247831 135987 2017
PO-208 842 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery roulette pottery 1 and plain' 1 247733 135984 2017
PO-209 844 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery concentration ofpottery 247666 136025 2017
PO-210 845 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery finger nail impressiofns MIA (bourdine) 247547 136039 2017
PO-211 846 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery finger naibimpressions MIA (bourdine) 247544 136039 2017
stretchimark for pottery
PO-212 847 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS |Pottery concentration 247554 136035 2017
stretch. mark for pottery
PO-213 848 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery concentration 247539 136041 2017
PO-214 850 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS [Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247470 136084 2017
PO-215 851 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS |Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247465 136086 2017
PO-216 852 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS " |Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247475 136111 2017
PO-217 861 FLATS CPF ROADS Pottery plain pottery 249355 137376 2017
PO-218 966 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery Pottery, rouletting and some grooves LIA 250800 141184 2017
PO-219 970 FLATS PAD4A Pottery Pottery 250422 139517 2017




Additional Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Flats Archeology

ID WP SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION PERIOD North East DATE
BO-29 825 FLATS CPF ROADS faunal remains bone fragment 249406 137560 2017
PO-183 FLATS Nsunzu Pottery Cemetry, Pottery 248415 136254 2017
PO-184 761 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery potsherd (plain) concentration 250499 139977 2017
PO-185  |762 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery scl,a;;nutrh'Ck bodied pottery, reddish 250425 139819 2017
PO-186  |763 FLATS  |PAD4A Pottery Efr'" pottery scatters at close to new 250400 139846 2017
PO-187 770 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery n MIA-LIA 250283 139755 2017
PO-188 771 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery pottery, roulette 250263 139750 2017
PO-189 773 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery string knotted roulette rim 250265 139690 2017
PO-190 779 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery plain pottery 250296 139626 2017
PO-191 785 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery 5 pieces of pottery 250483 139679 2017
PO-192 786 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery decorated pottery bagged 250457 139649 2017
PO-193 789 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery plain pottery, dark grey colour 250396 139479 2017
PO-194 791 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery plain pottery with dark interior 250344 139479 2017
suggesting cooking
PO-195 806 FLATS PAD 1 ROADS Pottery pottery heavily abraded 248594 137996 2017
PO-196 815 FLATS CPF ROADS Pottery ceramics, scatter 249388 137082 2017
PO-197 829 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery concentration 247567 136218 2017
PO-198 830 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery concentration 247560 136228 2017
PO-199 831 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS  |Pottery pottery concentration@bout 20x20m |, 247566 136238 2017
string knotted roulette
PO-200 832 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery thick bodied potteryflat topped rim EIA 247581 136226 2017
PO-201 833 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery scatters 247671 136179 2017
PO-202 834 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery&catters 247670 136179 2017
PO-203 835 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery plain‘pettery 247700 136165 2017
PO-204 836 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery scatters 10x10m 247716 136135 2017
PO-205 (837 FLATS  |PAD3ROADS [Pottery pottgry concentration horizontal EIA 247718 136129 2017
triangular punctates
PO-206 838 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery pottery concentration 247736 136120 2017
PO-207 841 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery 2 plain potsherds 247831 135987 2017
PO-208 842 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery roulette pottery 1 and plain 1 247733 135984 2017
PO-209 844 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery concentration of pottery 247666 136025 2017
PO-210 845 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery finger nail impressions MIA (bourdine) |247547 136039 2017
PO-211 846 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery finger nail impressions MIA (bourdine) |247544 136039 2017
PO-212 847 FLATS PAD 3‘'ROADS Pottery stretch mark for pottery concentration 247554 136035 2017
PO-213 848 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery stretch mark for pottery concentration 247539 136041 2017
PO-214 850 FLATS PAD 3. ROADS Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247470 136084 2017
PO-215 851 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247465 136086 2017
PO-216 852 FLATS PAD 3 ROADS Pottery huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247475 136111 2017
PO-217 861 FLATS CPF ROADS Pottery plain pottery 249355 137376 2017
PO-218 966 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery Pottery, rouletting and some grooves |LIA 250800 141184 2017
PO-219 970 FLATS PAD 4A Pottery Pottery 250422 139517 2017
LI-45 769 FLATS PAD 4A Lithics discoid (MSA) 250283 139755 2017
LI-46 774 FLATS PAD 4A Lithics levallois multi platform core 250261 139671 2017




Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Flats Cultural

ID wp SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION Comment North East DATE
its i ded by cact
CE31  |874  |FLATS |Nsunzu Cemetery Cemetry {1515 surrounded by cactus 1) 1ea15 136254 2017
and pottery
1 grave for son of Ezra Manja
CE32  |766  |FLATS [PAD4A Cemetery 250309 139822 2017
called Bosco
12 but only t
CE33  |777 FLATS  |PAD4A Cemetery knf\:;\’es Vit only tWO names 250218 139577 2017
Oguti Ociro was burried mother
CE-34 778 FLATS  [PAD 4A Cemetery of chairperson and the step 250274 139645 2017
mother
14 graves with only one
CE-35 780 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery cemented, one of Olum Oram 250311 139610 2017
Etieno cemented
CE-36 799 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery 1 grave of Odaga under Ober Giyo 250186 138895 2017
CE-37 855 FLATS Kyabasambu |Cemetery 249391 138598 2017
CE38  [963  |FLATS [PAD4A Cemetery  |CSTMete: its Sm from the chruch 250618 140531 2017
with alot of pottery scatters
CE39  [971  |FLATS |PAD4A Cemetery grave 250439 139459 2017
CH-30 866  |FLATS |Nsunzu Church Afrocreed Church 247983 [136242 2017
(Lamwethekwaro)
CH-31 868 FLATS Nsunzu Church FePaco Church its incomplete 247920 135913 2017
CH32 [870  |FLATS |Nsunzu Church 2‘:‘::: Seventhday Adventist 248025 136320 2017
CH-33 872 FLATS Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Protestant Church 247980 136420 2017
CH-34 875 FLATS  [Nsunzu Church Tree of Life Pentecostal Church 248108 136483 2017
CH-35 877 FLATS  |Nsunzu Church Faith of Unity Church 248315 136602 2017
CH-36 878 FLATS Nsonga Church Kiguli Catholic Church Nsonga 248350 137053 2017
CH-37 879 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Church of Uganda 248211 136901 2017
CH-38 881 FLATS Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Church of God 248157 136747 2017
CH-39 882 FLATS  |Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Disciple Church 248258 136694 2017
CH-40 883 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Church of the Rock 248380 136694 2017
CH-41 884 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Miracle Church 248485 137387 2017
CH-42 798 FLATS PAD 4A Church Kyakapere Catholic Church 250159 139014 2017
CH-43_ [853  |FLATS |Kyabasambu |Church 249228 138221 2017
CH-44 854 FLATS Kyabasambu [Church 249312 138423 2017
CH-45  [962  |FLATS |PAD4A Church Catholic Church 250615 140548 2017
CH-46 964 FLATS PAD 4A Church Pentecostal Church of Uganda 250779 141002 2017
CH-47 _ |965  |FLATS |PAD4A Church Chruch of God 250824 141178 2017
Protestant Church (Church of
CH-48  |967 FLATS  |PAD4A Church rotestant Church (Church o 250732 141217 2017
Uganda)
CH-49 969 FLATS PAD 4A Church Lamathekwaro cult church 250730 140851 2017
CH50 [972  |FLATS |PAD4A Church Catholic Church 250157 139017 2017
11-45 769 |FLATS |PAD4A Lithics discoid (MSA) 250283 139755 2017
LI-46 774 FLATS PAD 4A Lithics levallois multi platform core 250261 139671 2017
MO-04 880 FLATS Nsonga Mosque Nsonga Mosqué 248076 136979 2017
MO-05  [968 _ |FLATS |PAD4A Mosque Mosque 250690 141319 2017
MP-09 758  |FLATS [PAD4A ':I'ae:t'c'"a' cactus, aloeveta 250446 (139919 2017
MP-10 764  |FLATS |PAD4A :I::f'nal dloevera 250377 139850  [2017
MP-11  |765  |FLATS [PAD4A :}::Lc'”a' Neem tree 250296 139833 2017
MP-12  |767  |FLATS |PAD4A :Ig:lcma' aloevera 250289 139768 2017
MP-13 781  |FLATS |PAD4A 3::;”"3' cactus 250357 139642 [2017
MP-14  [783 FLATS |PAD4A medicliQy cactus at newly constructed 250454 139745 2017
plant house
MP-15  |784  |FLATS |PADMA ;::f'"a' aloevera 250463 139701 2017
MP-16  |788  |FLATS |PAD 4A ';I::f'nal cactus and aloevera 250444 139506 [2017
dicinal
MP-17  |793  |FLATS |PAD4A ;znf'"a 2 big cactuses 250221 [139286 2017
MP-18  |794 0 |FLATS® [PAD 4A ';Iz:f'nal kulumbero for eyes 250203 139273 2017
MP-19 \ |797 W lFLATS  [PAD 4A :}::Lc'”a' aloevera shrub 250168 139111 2017
MP20 (818 FLATS  |CPF ROADS ;:::f'nal medicinal plants catcus 249483 137074 2017
medicinal .
MP-21 822 FLATS  |CPF ROADS plant medicinal plants catcus 249484 137279 2017
medicinal - .
MP-22 823 FLATS CPF ROADS plant medicinal plants eye medicine 249455 137376 2017
Medicinal
MP-23 858 FLATS  |CPF ROADS plant cactus and mukubyakubya 249467 137201 2017
Medicinal
MP24 850 |FLATS |CPFROADS |1 cactus 249375 137219 2017
Medicinal
MP-25 862  |FLATS |CPFROADS plaent'c'"a kulumbero 249362 137401 [2017
MP-26 864  |FLATS |CPFROADS m::t'c'"al kulumbero 249411 137305 2017
RS-08  |867 FLATS  |Nsunzu Ritualsite | owamP for the Afrocreed 248022 136250 2017
holywater
RS-09  |[757 FLATS |PAD4A Ritualsite  |COW skull (recent) the stream is 250459 139884 2017
also used for ritual purposes
RS-10 795 FLATS PAD 4A Sacred Site site called coet 250154 139230 2017
SH-08 759  [FLATS |PAD4A faunal remains |shell 250468 139947 2017
SR-02 819 FLATS CPF ROADS Sacred River  |River Kyamasinga calvete originates on escarpment 249496 137087 2017
ST-03 865 FLATS  [Nsunzu Sacred Tree tree tree cut by CNOOC 246908 135263 2017
302 248581 137857
RS-11 805 FLATS Pad 1 Sacred Site Kagera Well / Swamp site Marshy area at Pad 1 248585 137985 2017
809 248397 138028




Additional Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Flats Cultural

ID wp SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION Site Guardian  North East DATE
CE-31 874 FLATS Nsunzu Cemetery Cemetry 248415 136254 2017
CE-32 766 |FLATS  |PAD4A Cemetery | Erave for son of Ezra Manja 250309 139822 [2017
called Bosco
12 but only t
cE33 777 FLATS  |PAD 4A Cemetery knogvr;ves ut only two names 250218 139577 2017
Oguti Ociro was burried
CE-34 778 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery mother of chairperson and the 250274 139645 2017
step mother
14 graves with only one
CE-35 780 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery cemented, one of Olum Oram 250311 139610 2017
Etieno cemented
CE-36 799 |FLATS  |PAD4A Cemetery é_gra"e of Odaga under Ober 250186 (138895 2017
iyo
CE-37 855 FLATS Kyabasambu [Cemetery 249391 138598 2017
Cemetery, its 5m from the
CE-38 963 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery chruch with alot of pottery 250618 140531 2017
scatters
CE-39 971 FLATS PAD 4A Cemetery grave 250439 139459 2017
CH-30 [866  |FLATS  [Nsunzu Church Afrocreed Church 247983 136242 [2017
(Lamwethekwaro)
CH-31 868 FLATS Nsunzu Church FePaco Church 247920 135913 2017
cH-32 [870  |FLATS  [Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Seventhday Adventist 248025 136320 [2017
Church
CH-33 872 FLATS Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Protestant Church 247980 136420 2017
CH-34 (875 FLATS Nsunzu Church Tree of Life Pentecostal Church 248108 136483 2017
CH-35 877 FLATS Nsunzu Church Faith of Unity Church 248315 136602 2017
CH-36 878 FLATS Nsonga Church Kiguli Catholic Church Nsonga 248350 137053 2027
CH-37 879 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Church of Uganda 248211 136901 2017
CH-38 881 FLATS Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Church of God 248157 136747 2017
CH-39 882 FLATS Nsunzu Church Nsunzu Disciple Church 248258 136694 2017
CH-40 883 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Church of the Rock 248380 136694 2017
CH-41 884 FLATS Nsonga Church Nsonga Miracle Church 248485 137387 2017
CH-42 798 FLATS PAD 4A Church Kyakapere Catholic Church 250159 139014 2017
CH-43 853 FLATS Kyabasambu |Church 249228 138221 2017
CH-44 854 FLATS Kyabasambu |Church 249312 138423 2017
CH-45 962 FLATS PAD 4A Church Catholic Church 250615 140548 2017
CH-46 |964 FLATS PAD 4A Church Pentecostal Church of Uganda 250779 141002 2017
CH-47 965 FLATS PAD 4A Church Chruch of God 250824 141178 2017
Prot t Church (Ch f
cH48 967  |FLATS  |PAD4A Church rotestant Church (g 250732 [141217  [2017
Uganda)
CH-49  |969 FLATS PAD 4A Church Lamathekwaro cult church 250730 140851 2017
CH-50 972 FLATS PAD 4A Church CatholieChurch 250157 139017 2017
MO-04 |880 FLATS Nsonga Mosque Nsonga Mosgue 248076 136979 2017
MO-05 (968 FLATS PAD 4A Mosque Mosque 250690 141319 2017
MP-09 (758 FLATS PAD 4A Medicinal plantjcactus, aloevera 250446 139919 2017
MP-10 (764 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant [aloevera 250377 139850 2017
MP-11 (765 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant |Neem tree 250296 139833 2017
MP-12 (767 FLATS PAD.4A medicinal plant [aloevera 250289 139768 2017
MP-13 (781 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant [cactus 250357 139642 2017
- cactus at newly constructed
MP-14 (783 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant house 250454 139745 2017
MP-15 (784 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant [aloevera 250463 139701 2017
MP-16 (788 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant [cactus and aloevera 250444 139506 2017
MP-17 (793 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant |2 big cactuses 250221 139286 2017
MP-18 (794 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant [kulumbero for eyes 250203 139273 2017
MP-19 . 797 FLATS PAD 4A medicinal plant |aloevera shrub 250168 139111 2017
MP-20 (818 FLATS CPF ROADS medicinal plant [medicinal plants catcus 249483 137074 2017
MP-21 (822 FLATS CPF ROADS medicinal plant [medicinal plants catcus 249484 137279 2017
MP-22 (823 FLATS CPF ROADS medicinal plant [medicinal plants eye medicine 249455 137376 2017
MP-23 (858 FLATS CPF ROADS Medicinal plant|cactus and mukubyakubya 249467 137201 2017
MP-24 (859 FLATS CPF ROADS Medicinal plant|cactus 249375 137219 2017
MP-25 (862 FLATS CPF ROADS Medicinal plant |kulumbero 249362 137401 2017
MP-26 (864 FLATS CPF ROADS Medicinal plant|kulumbero 249411 137305 2017
RS-08 867  [FLATS  [Nsunzu Ritualsie | 22mP for the Afrocreed Confidential |Confidential |2017
holywater
Rs-09 (757  [rLaTS  [pAD4A Ritual site |°O" Skull(recent) the stream is Confidential |Confidential |2017
also used for ritual purposes
RS-10 795 FLATS PAD 4A Sacred Site site called coet Confidential |Confidential {2017
SH-08 759 FLATS PAD 4A faunal remains |shell 250468 139947 2017
SR-02 819 FLATS CPF ROADS Sacred River River Kyamasinga calvete Confidential |Confidential [2017
ST-03 865 FLATS Nsunzu Sacred Tree Site of cut tree Zakaria Confidential |Confidential {2017
802
Alex Olh
RS-11 805 FLATS Pad 1 Sacred Site Kagera Well / Swamp site L ext ur/ Confidential |Confidential (2017
wutung
809




Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Pipeline Cultural

ID wp SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION North East DATE
BC-02 14 PIPELINE HOHWA Cultural Tree Bark cloth tree 274774 151971 2017
BC-03 15 PIPELINE HOHWA Cultural Tree huge bark cloth tree 274814 151999 2017
X Victory Pentecostal Church
CH-50 917 PIPELINE Nyantai Church X 252199 139129 2017
Nyantai
CH-51 944 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Hanga Revival Church 254435 139166 2017
CH-52 948 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Itambiro Lya Bisaka 254544 138800 2017
CH-53 949 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Jehovah's Witness 254601 139177 2017
Catholic church of
CH-54 951 PIPELINE  |Nyansenge  |Church athofic chureh © 256656 139812 /2017
Nyansenge
R bya Church of
CH-55 954 PIPELINE  |Nyansenge  |Church wensambya Lhureh o 256881  [137990%. 2017
Uganda
| iro lya Bisaka - i
CH-56 955 PIPELINE  |Nyansenge  |Church tambiro lya Bisaka -itused |, oo, |1a567¢ ) [2017
to be aritual place
Nyansenge Seventh Day
CH-57 957 PIPELINE Nyansenge Church . 257032 138267 2017
Adventist Church
CH-58 961 PIPELINE Nyansenge Church Itambiro lya Bisaka 256358 139264 2017
K P |
CH-59 975 PIPELINE  |Kyarujumba  |Church atooma Pentecosta 256606  [140129  |2017
Church 1
Kat Pent tal
CH-60 976 PIPELINE  |Kyarujumba  |Church atooma Fentecogta 256813 140367  |2017
Church 2
Kat Pent tal
CH-61 977 PIPELINE  |Kyarujumba  |Church - G 256781 |140786 2017
Church3
Kyarujumba Catholic Church
CH-62 978 PIPELINE Kyarujumba Church andthe school opposite 256813 140885 2017
eachother
CH-63 983 PIPELINE Church Fountain of Lif Church 258199 141145 2017
CH-64 985 PIPELINE Church Lifé Church Buhumuriro 259563 141168 2017
CH-65 986 PIPELINE Church ltambiro Lya Bisaka 259793 141424 2017
CH-66 987 PIPELINE Church Pentecostal church 260160 141649 2017
M Church
CH-67 988 PIPELINE  |Kasoga Church ungumwema thurc 261096  [142132  |2017
Kasoga
Besel Miracle Centre Church
CH-68 992 PIPELINE Kyarusesa Church 266801 146402 2017
Kyarusesa
CH-69 999 PIPELINE Zahura Church Pentecostal (Panikote) 270453 148341 2017
church Zahura
CH-70 1000 PIPELINE Zahura Church Adventist Church Zahura 270389 148557 2017
View Point - the point from
CL-03 973 PIPELINE Kingfisher Cultural Site which one can view the 250364 136524 2017
entire Buhuuka Flat
MP-27 885 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |Kulumbero 249921 138064 2017
MP-28 886 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |Kulumbero 249948 137986 2017
MP-29 891 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |aloevera 250099 137946 2017
MP-30 892 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |concentration of aloevera 250121 138041 2017
. kulumbero for eyes and
MP-31 893 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant 250128 138078 2017
measles
. kulumbero for eyes and
MP-32 895 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant 250220 138240 2017
measles
MP33  |896 PIPELINE Medicinal plant | <Ulumbero and depositional |, (o) 130307 o017
rocks from escarpement
MP-34 901 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |cactus 250356 138784 2017
MP-35 902 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [cactus 250368 138816 2017
MP-36 903 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |kulumbero 250392 138852 2017
MP-37 904 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [cactus, kulumbero 250424 138931 2017
MP-38 922 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant |mululuza 251904 139146 2017
MP-39 937 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant [kamunye 252000 138970 2017
X . timber, medicinal plant, ee
MP-40 942 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant . X 252294 138987 2017
for also trapping birds
MP-41 952 PIPELINE Nyansenge medicinal plant |mango tree 256190 139563 2017
MP-42 1 PIPELINE Zahura Medicinal Plant |medicinal plant 270147 148802 2017




Additional Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Pipeline Cultural

ID WP SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION North East DATE
BC-02 14 PIPELINE HOHWA Cultural Tree Bark cloth tree 274774 151971 2017
BC-03 15 PIPELINE HOHWA Cultural Tree huge bark cloth tree 274814 151999 2017
CH-50 917 PIPELINE Nyantai Church Victory Pentecostal Church 252199 |139129  |2017
Nyantai
CH-51 944 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Hanga Revival Church 254435 139166 2017
CH-52 948 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Itambiro Lya Bisaka 254544 138800 2017
CH-53 949 PIPELINE HANGA 2B Church Jehovah's Witness 254601 139177 2017
CH-54 951 PIPELINE Nyansenge Church Catholic church of Nyansenge 256656 139812 2017
CH-55 954 PIPELINE Nyansenge Church Rwensambya Church of Uganda |256881 137990 2017
CH-56 955 PIPELINE Nyansenge  |Church Itambiro lya Bisaka -itusedtobe |, /g, 1197976 |2017
a ritual place
CH-57  |957 PIPELINE Nyansenge  |Church 2‘:2:5: nge Seventh Day Adventist |, 5035 |138267  |2017
CH-58 961 PIPELINE Nyansenge Church Itambiro lya Bisaka 256358 139264 2017
CH-59 975 PIPELINE Kyarujumba [Church Katooma Pentecostal Church 1 256696 140129 2017
CH-60 976 PIPELINE Kyarujumba [Church Katooma Pentecostal Church 2 256813 140367 2017
CH-61 977 PIPELINE Kyarujumba [Church Katooma Pentecostal Church 3 256781 140786 2017
CH-62 978 PIPELINE Kyarujumba |Church Kyarujumba €atholic Churchand 1, 010 |140885  [2017
the schooal'Gpposite each other
CH-63 983 PIPELINE Church Fountain,of Lif Church 258199 141145 2017
CH-64 985 PIPELINE Church Life Church:Bihumuriro 259563 141168 2017
CH-65 986 PIPELINE Church Itambiro Lya Bisaka 259793 141424 2017
CH-66 987 PIPELINE Church Péntecostal church 260160 141649 2017
CH-67 988 PIPELINE Kasoga Church Muhgumwema Church Kasoga 261096 142132 2017
CH-68  |992 PIPELINE Kyarusesa  |Church Besel Miracle Centre Church 266801  [146402 (2017
Kyarusesa
CH-69  |999 PIPELINE  |zahura Chureh ;:EZ?:OStal (Panikote) church 20453 |1483a1  |2017
CH-70 1000 PIPELINE Zahura Church Adventist Church Zahura 270389 148557 2017
View Point - the point from which
CL-03 973 PIPELINE Kingfisher Cultural Site one can view the entire Buhuuka 250364 136524 2017
Flat
MP-27 885 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |Kulumbero 249921 138064 2017
MP-28 886 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [Kulumbero 249948 137986 2017
MP-29 891 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [aloevera 250099 137946 2017
MP-30 892 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [concentration of aloevera 250121 138041 2017
MP-31 893 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |kulumbero for eyes and measles [250128 138078 2017
MP-32 895 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |kulumbero for eyes and measles [250220 138240 2017
MP-33 896 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |<1umPero and depositional rocks |, o)) 1130357 |5017
from escarpement
MP-34 901 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |cactus 250356 138784 2017
MP-35 902 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |cactus 250368 138816 2017
MP-36 903 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant |kulumbero 250392 138852 2017
MP-37 904 PIPELINE Medicinal Plant [cactus, kulumbero 250424 138931 2017
MP-38 922 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant [mululuza 251904 139146 2017
MP-39 937 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant |kamunye 252000 138970 2017
. " timber, medicinal plant, ee for
MP-40 942 PIPELINE Nyantai medicinal plant . . 252294 138987 2017
also trapping birds
MP-41 952 PIPELINE Nyansenge medicinal plant [mango tree 256190 139563 2017
MP-42 1 PIPELINE Zahura Medicinal Plant |medicinal plant 270147 148802 2017




Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Pipeline Archeology

ID WP SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION PERIOD North East DATE
BO-30 887 PIPELINE Fauna Bone 250020 137868 2017
BO-31 5 PIPELINE Zahura Faunal Remains teeth 270006 149116 2017
LI-47 889 PIPELINE Lithic quartz multi platform core 250076 137879 2017
LI-48 907 PIPELINE Lithics core 250508 139030 2017
LI-49 925 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics Lithics, whole flake 251575 139051 2017
LI-50 926 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics Lithics, whole flake 251456 138986 2017
LI-51 928  |PIPELINE  [Nyantai Lithics Lithics flake fragments made 251391 138951, %, 2017
on quartz
LI-52 933 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics lithics Disc, shell 251677 138954 2017
LI-53 941 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics lithics 252254 138991 2017
LI-54 959 PIPELINE Nyansenge Lithics Lithics core 256650 138359 2017
LI-55 4 PIPELINE Zahura Lithics pottery, LITHICS 2017
LI-56 26 PIPELINE KABAALE Lithics Lithic 285785 158813 2017
PO-220 898 PIPELINE Pottery highly abraded 250292 138548 2017
PO-221 [905  [PIPELINE Pottery s:]if:d burnished reddish 250450  |138959  |2017
PO-222 906 PIPELINE Pottery 250450 138965 2017
PO-223 919 PIPELINE Nyantai Pottery Pottery scatters 4x4m, Plain 252286 139172 2017
PO-224 920  |PIPELINE  |Nyantai Pottery zltitnery’ scattgfs OTNQx10M 252138 |139134  |2017
PO-225 923 PIPELINE Nyantai Pottery Pottery plain 251844 139152 2017
PO-226 938 PIPELINE Nyantai pottery Pottery 252028 138972 2017
PO-227 945 PIPELINE HANGA 2B pottery Pottery'scatters 4x4m 254215 139387 2017
P0O-228 946 PIPELINE HANGA 2B pottery pottery 254161 139508 2017
PO-229 956 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery, roulette 257008 138137 2017
PO-230 958 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery, plain 256838 138152 2017
PO-231 960 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery 256413 139183 2017
PO-232 974 PIPELINE Nyansenge A Pottery Pottery, plain 256620 140001 2017
PO-233 3 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery plain pottery, LITHICS 269992 149563 2017
PO-234 6 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery pottery, plain 270028 149123 2017
PO-235 7 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery pottery, roulette 270041 149100 2017
PO-236 8 PIPELINE Pottery pottery, plain 270015 149075 2017
PO-237 10 PIPELINE Pottery pottery, plain 273521 151655 2017
PO-238 27 PIPELINE KABAALE Pottery pottery 285669 159241 2017
SH-09 921 PIPELINE Nyantai Faunal remains shell 252099 139129 2017
SH-10 984 PIPELINE Faunal Remains shell 258576 141036 2017




Additional Cultural Heritage Sites - 2017 - Pipeline Archeology

ID WP SITE VILLAGE TYPE DESCRIPTION PERIOD North East DATE
BO-30 887 PIPELINE Fauna Bone 250020 137868 2017
BO-31 5 PIPELINE Zahura Faunal Remains |teeth 270006 149116 2017
LI-47 889 PIPELINE Lithic quartz multi platform core 250076 137879 2017
LI-48 907 PIPELINE Lithics core 250508 139030 2017
LI-49 925 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics Lithics, whole flake 251575 139051 2017
LI-50 926 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics Lithics, whole flake 251456 138986 2017
L-51 928 PIPELINE  |Nyantai Lithics :'52':; flake fragments made on 251391 138951 % |2017
LI-52 933 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics lithics Disc, shell 251677 138954 2017
LI-53 941 PIPELINE Nyantai Lithics lithics 252254 138991 2017
LI-54 959 PIPELINE Nyansenge Lithics Lithics core 256650 138359 2017
LI-55 4 PIPELINE Zahura Lithics pottery, LITHICS 2017
LI-56 26 PIPELINE KABAALE Lithics Lithic 285785 158813 2017
PO-220 |898 PIPELINE Pottery highly abraded 250292 138548 2017
PO-221 [905 PIPELINE Pottery plain, burnished reddish sherd 250450 138959 2017
PO-222 (906 PIPELINE Pottery 250450 138965 2017
PO-223 919 PIPELINE Nyantai Pottery Pottery scatters 4x4m, Plain 252286 139172 2017
P0O-224 920 PIPELINE Nyantai Pottery Pottery, scatters of 10x10m plain 252138 139134 2017
PO-225 923 PIPELINE Nyantai Pottery Pottery plain 251844 139152 2017
PO-226 938 PIPELINE Nyantai pottery Pottery 252028 138972 2017
PO-227 945 PIPELINE HANGA 2B pottery Pottery scatters 4x4m 254215 139387 2017
PO-228 946 PIPELINE HANGA 2B pottery pottery 254161 139508 2017
PO-229 956 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery, roulette 257008 138137 2017
PO-230 958 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery, plain 256838 138152 2017
PO-231 960 PIPELINE Nyansenge Pottery Pottery 256413 139183 2017
PO-232 974 PIPELINE Nyansenge A |Pottery Potteryplain 256620 140001 2017
PO-233 3 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery plainfpottery, LITHICS 269992 149563 2017
PO-234 |6 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery pottery, plain 270028 149123 2017
PO-235 7 PIPELINE Zahura Pottery pottery, roulette 270041 149100 2017
PO-236 8 PIPELINE Pottery pottery, plain 270015 149075 2017
PO-237 |10 PIPELINE Pottery pottery, plain 273521 151655 2017
PO-238 (27 PIPELINE KABAALE Pottery pottery 285669 159241 2017
SH-09 921 PIPELINE Nyantai Faunal remains  [shell 252099 139129 2017
SH-10 984 PIPELINE Faunal Remains [shell 258576 141036 2017
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1.0 Introduction

In November 2017 Dr. Kyazike Elizabeth was contracted as a sole proprietor by Golder Associates
to carry out the archaeology and cultural heritage impact assessment to update the ESIA that was
carried out in 2014. This was under the CNOOC Cultural Heritage 2017 Update project number
1776816-Sub-007 of November 2017. Field work was carried out from the 6 November to 114
November 2017. Actual field work was from the 7" November and ended on 10" November 2017.
The field team was made up of two people these were Dr. Kyazike Elizabeth as a team leader who

was supported by Ssemulende Robert as the filed assistant.

1.1 Executive Summary

The field work involved undertaking fieldwork in support of the 2017 cultural heritage update
for the CNOOC ESIA. The update was required following changes to CNOOC’s project
description, including updates in the proposed site layout.emthe Buhuka Flats; and deviations

from the original export pipeline route.
1.2 Project Description

The project lies in CNOOC Block 3A andiis made up of mainly roads, Central Processing Facility
(CPF), well PAD4A and the feeder pipeline as detailed in unit 1.2.1.

1.2.1 Scope and Nature of the Project

The project comprisediof the following major key elements

(i) The new export feeder pipeline from Kingfisher to the Kabaale refinery

(i) Existing roads and infrastructure on the Buhuka Flats

(iii)Thewyvillages in close proximity to Buhuka Flats that included; Nsonga, Nsunzu,
Kyabasambu and Kyakapere

(iv) The villages in proximity to the pipeline route that are: Nyantai, Hanga 2B, Nyansenge 2B,
Nyansenge 2A, Kyarujumba A, Kyarujumba B, Kasoga, Kyarusesa, Hohwa, Nyanseke,

Ndongo, Kitegwa, Zahura, Kamukenduke, Kaseeta, Nyairongo and Kabaale



1.3 Objectives of the field work

This fieldwork had two main objectives:

(i) To determine the survival of cultural resources (e.g. sacred sites) identified during the 2014

fieldwork phase and relevant to the new project layout; and

(i) To identify new archaeological or cultural resources in areas not surveyed in 2014 and now:

relevant to the new project layout.
1.4 Methodology

To comply with the objectives of identifying, describing, mapping.and describing new
archaeological, historical, cultural, religious and scared sites identified during the CNOOC Block

3A the following methods were utilised.
1.4.1 Methods of Data Collection

o Site record sheets for some newly identified cultural heritage (archaeological, sacred and
religious) sites were filled.

e GPS readings in UTM coordinate system of the centre points in most cases were taken
though at some archaeological sites the UTM readings of the site boundaries were also
taken.

o Key features at'each site and some associated features like footpaths were photographed.

e A questiorinaire was administered to identify both tangible and intangible data on a one
on one basis\as indicated in Plate 1. In most cases, we were three people who were the

interviewer, interviewee and the interpreter.



Plate 1: Interview in Nsonga and Nyantai respectively

Archaeological survey involved unsystematic survey using foot walks. In the course of
foot walking diagnostic materials were photographed,recorded using a GPS and on the
site record sheets. A few of the samples of pottery and lithics were collected and bagged
and analysed at camp.

Analysis of the few collected samples_involved examination of the key attributes of
material type, then raw material type for lithics, temper and surface finishing for the
ceramics materials.

Community interviews involved a one on one and key informant interview. This entailed
collaboration with the-local:council chairpersons and the Community Liaison Officers of
CNOOC.

Refined interview guide of 2014 was utilised and the consultant transcribed the answers
to the questions.

1.4.2 Field equipment

The team used the following equipment to execute the field work

()
(i)
(iil)
(iv)
(v)

Two hand held Geographical Positioning Systems (GPS)
Digital camera and smart phone cameras

Black and white scale bar for taking photographs

Note books, pens, paper

Zip lock bags for bagging the samples collected
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(vi)
(vii)

(viii)

(ix)
()

Manila paper for writing the tags to be placed in the sample bags.

Marshalltown trowel for simple trowelling and small scale clearing of on some of the
materials insitu.

Two laptop computers

Voice recorder

Four flash discs

1.4.3 Limitations to data collection

The main limitations to data collection that must be put into consideration’during,the next phase

of the project included the following:

(i)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

V)

The time allocated to the field work was too limited that meant that work was done in
a hurry especially from Kyarujumba to Kabaale alongithe pipeline route where
interviews were almost abandoned and emphasis was put on the archaeology. This
thus implies that in the next phase oral interviews in this area should be considered
seriously as they are a very important seurce of information on cultural heritage.

The month of November is a rdiny season in Uganda thus rain was very problematic
that created delays and sometimes we could not proceed with the use of the record
sheets but rather just usedthe GPS recordings. The rain also made the roads almost
impassable and thus.delay in the movements.

The volume of work was too much in view of the number of people who were in the
field compared t6"what happened in 2014.

The assumption at the planning of this field work that nothing had changed as stated
in the work plan was not right. Given the construction of the road across the
esearpment the population has increased, new entrants pursuing business in the area
are also many meaning a change in the cultural heritage aspects of the area.
Speculation was extremely high leading to hiding some useful cultural information.
This was mainly because of the compensation done for the earlier projects in the area
people had an idea of what is compensated and thus there was a tendency to

emphasise aspects like burials at the expense of other cultural heritage issues.

11



(vi)  There was also a limitation of accessibility due to the thick vegetation and topography
of the area.
(vii)  Thick vegetation that impeded visibility of archaeological materials (Plate 2) as

exemplified in Nyantai.

Plate 2: Archaeological Survey in Nya
1.4.4 Solution to the delimitations of data.collection
Basing on the above limitations the following are recommended in order to address the research

gaps; \

(M Int munity interviews on the basis of a one on one and use of the key
in ants with the help of the Local Chairpersons and the CNOOC Community

roads.
\ i) In future subsurface survey should be undertaken in the form of excavations to
Q check the stratigraphic sequence of the material remains since none has ever been

undertaken in the entire Albertine region as part of the EIA.

Liaison Officers (CLO).
V\fe rainy season limitation was avoided by hiring a car that would move on all
I

12



1.5 Legal, Policy and Institutional Frameworks

A number of laws, policies and institutions in Uganda are in operational and guide the handling of
historical, archaeological and cultural heritage sites. The Ugandan legal, policy and institutional
frameworks are supplemented by international ones. This section therefore is divided into the

National and international legal, policy and institutional frameworks.
1.5.1 National Legal, Policy and Institutional Frameworks

This section concerns the policies, institutions and laws governing «cultural heritage and

archaeology in Uganda. The following policies were identified.
1.5.1 Policy Frameworks

Uganda government policies and plans take cognisance oficulture. Key among these are the
Poverty Eradication Plan (PEAP) and the Social Development Sector Strategic Investment Plan
(SDIP). The PEAP 2004 recognises culture as beirig intrinsically valuable and an important
dimension of identity and as form of capitalwhich, when well harnessed, can help to move people
out of poverty. In the SDIP, culture contributes to social protection through promotion of cultural
industries, indigenous knowledge and also through support to actors and institutions that promote

culture.
1.5.1.1 The 1995 Ugandan Constitution

The 1995 Constitution was the first legal instrument in Uganda’s history to directly provide for
the protection and ‘promotion of our heritage and also to provide for the promotion and
developmentief gandan languages as part of Ugandan culture. The 1995 Constitution recognises
the importance of Ugandan cultures and supports their promotion and preservation of those cultural

values-and practices that enhance the dignity and wellbeing of Ugandans.

Objective XXIV of the 1995 Ugandan Constitution states that, “cultural and customary values that
are consistent with the fundamental human rights and freedoms, human dignity and democracy

and with the constitution of Uganda may be developed and incorporated in all aspects of Ugandan
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life. Objective XXV also mandates the state and its citizens to preserve and promote public

property and Uganda’s heritage.

With regard to culture and similar rights Article 37 of the constitution states that, ‘every person
has a right as applicable to belong, enjoy, practice, profess, maintain and promote any culture,

cultural institution, language, tradition, creed or religion in community with others’.

Article 26 that applies to cultural institutions states protection from deprivation of property, either
individually or in association with others and that no person shall be compulsorily ‘deprived of
property (unless for public use and fully compensated for). This is very valid in the current project

area as it will guide on how to deal with the historical and archaeological sitesddentified.

1.5.1.2 The National Cultural Policy 2006

This was the first comprehensive policy that took into‘€onsideration of the diversity of Ugandan
cultures. It recognises the importance of culture in Yganda’s development processes and the
institutions responsible for the promotion of eulture. The National cultural policy defines culture
as the sum total of the ways in which a/Societypreserves, identifies, organises or sustains and
expresses itself. The policy aims at promoting culture and enhancing its contribution to community
empowerment through cultural industries, research and development, performing art, indigenous
knowledge, language and literary art, cultural beliefs, traditions and values and cultural sites and
monuments. The Policy alsorecognises the institutions that promote culture such as the traditional/
cultural institutions, thefamily, statutory institutions, civil society organisation and the private
sector. This policy will go a long way in guiding in the identification of all cultural aspects that

are defined by the policy.
1.5.1.3 The National Land Policy, 2013
The Land Policy states among other provisions that,

(@) Government shall, ‘protect the land rights and land resources of customary owners,
individuals and communities owning land in areas where mineral and petroleum deposits

are discovered’.
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(b) Provide for the restitution of land rights in event of minerals or oil being exhausted or
expired depending on the mode of acquisition.

(c) Guarantee rights to the sharing of benefits by land owning communities and recognise the
stake of cultural institutions over ancestral lands with minerals and petroleum deposits, and

(d) Adopt an open policy on information to the public and seek consent of communities-and

local governments concerning prospecting and mining of these resources.

In section C (iv) concerning the Land rights of pastoral communities the Land._poli€y considers
land swapping, resettlement or compensation for pastoral communities displaced by.government
from their ancestral lands. Since archaeological and historical sites appear<on land mainly it is

important to understand the land policy.

1.5.2 Legal Frameworks

Uganda has a number of Acts of Parliament related to culture that range from those that deal with
heritage preservation to those concerning land and culturalinstitutions. Some of the Acts are recent

while others have evolved over time while others‘are yet to be updated as discussed below.

The Historical Monuments Act, 1967

This Act is under review and the review process begun in 2015. This Act provided for the
preservation, protection and promotion of historical monuments and objects of archaeological,
paleontological, ethnglogical and traditional interest. The Act further provides for means to list

objects on the national list and stipulates how these should be protected and maintained.

Section 14(1) States that, ‘“The Minister may by statutory instrument, declare any object of
archaeological,’paleontological, ethnographical, traditional or historical interest to be a preserved

object.for purposes of this Act.

Section 8 of this Act also states that there will be maintenance of the objects (including sites,
places, fortifications etc.) for the purposes of maintenance and inspection of any preserved or

protected object there shall be an inspector of monuments who shall be appointed by the minister.
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The Local Government Act, 1997; amended 2002

The Local Government Act, 1997 lists cultural affairs as one of the decentralised services,
activities and functions of the district authorities. The Act also mandates the Ministry of Local
Government to assess the performance of culture in local governments and to ensure that the

culture function benefits from the grants sent to the local governments.

Article 178 (a) (ii) assigns responsibility for promoting local cultures to local authorities, while

Article 33(2) specifies sites to be places to be preserved by local authorities.

The Local Government Act provides opportunities for local cultural «eseurces to be protected,
promoted, and developed at local community levels. It also providés.opportunities for cultures to

be integrated into the local government programs.

The National Environment Management Act, 1998

General Principle (2) (d) of this Act provides for conservation of the cultural heritage and use of
the environment and natural resources of«=Uganda‘for the benefit of both present and future
generations. The Act integrates culture inte'the“environment management principles as one way
to sustainably conserve the environiment. However, it does not provide much information on how

to integrate culture in environment management.

The Mining Act, 2003

The Act states that the entire property in and control of all minerals in, on or under, any land or

water in Uganda are and shall be vested in the Government.

A person may-however, acquire the right to search for, retain, mine and dispose of any mineral by
acquiring a licence. However, a holder of a mineral right shall not exercise any of his or her rights
under that mineral right in respect of or on any land set apart for any public purpose, other than
mining, or any land which is (i) dedicated place of burial; or (ii) a place of religious significance,
or (iii) the site of a public building, or near inhabited or cultivated land, or any land which is held

communally for cultural rites, without written consent of the community concerned.
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Further the rights conferred by a mineral right shall be exercised reasonably and in such a manner
as not to adversely affect the interests of any owner or occupier of the land on which the rights are

exercised.

The owner or lawful occupier of any land subject to a mineral right is entitled to compensation

under either Section 82 of this Act or to a share of royalties (3%).
The Petroleum (Exploration, Development and Production) Act, 2013

The purpose of this Act is to operationalize the National Oil and Gas Policy of Uganda (among
others) establishing an effective legal framework and institutional structures.to ensure that the
exploration, development and production of petroleum resources‘ef.Uganda is carried out in a
sustainable manner that guarantees optimum benefits for all Ugandans, both the present and future

generations.

The Act echoes that, in accordance with Article 244 of the Constitution, the entire property in, and
the control of petroleum in its natural condition_in, on, under any land or waters in Uganda is
vested in the Government on behalf of the Republic of Uganda. The Government of Uganda

therefore shall hold petroleum rights.on behalf of and for the benefit of the people of Uganda.

With regard to surface rights, thevAct states that, a petroleum licence shall not exercise any right

under a licence

(@) Without thewritten consent of the relevant authority, upon any land dedicated or set apart
for a publiefpurpose or for a place of burial, or upon any land over which a mining lease,
an‘exploration licence or a right to cultural site has been granted,;

(b) "Without the written consent of the land owner

(¢, Upon any land which is the site of or which is within two hundred meters of any inhabited,
occupied or temporarily unoccupied house or building;

(d) Within 50m of any land which has been cleared or ploughed or otherwise bona fide
prepared for the growing of agricultural crops or on which agricultural crops are growing;

(e) Upon any land from which, during the year immediately preceding, agricultural crops have

been reaped; or
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(f) Upon any land which is the site of or which is 100 meters of a cattle dip-tank, dam or water

used by human beings or cattle.

A land owner in an exploration or development area shall retain the right to graze stock upon or to
cultivate the surface of the land insofar as the grazing or cultivation does not interfere with

petroleum activities or safety zones in the area.

The Act states that the rights conferred by a licence shall be exercised reasonably so astoeffect as
little as possible the interests of any land owner of the land on which the rights are exercised, and

petroleum activities shall be carried out in a proper manner.

Finally, a licence shall, on demand being made by a land owner,"pay the land owner fair and
reasonable compensation for any disturbance of his or her rights and for any damage done to the
surface of the land due to petroleum activities, and shall atthe demand of the owner of any crops,
trees, buildings or works damaged during the course of‘the activities, pay compensation for the

damage.
1.5.3 International and Regional Laws.and Conventions

In cases where the Ugandan institutions and laws have loopholes or need to be backed they will
be strengthened by reference to the international and regional laws and frameworks. This will also
involve reference to the international conventions especially those that were ratified by Uganda.
The focus on international_laws and conventions is also because cultural heritage may not only
have significant yalues to,the local community and users alone but also universal value from the

point of view of history, art and science (Total E& P Human Rights guide page 15)
1.5.3.1"The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948)

Uganda adopted the UDHR and is a member state of the United Nations since 25" October 1962.
Atticle 27(1) and (2) state that:

(a) Everyone has a right to freely participate in the cultural life of the community, to enjoy

the arts and to share in scientific advancement and its benefits

18



(b) Everyone has the right to the protection of the moral and material interests resulting
from any scientific literary or artistic production for which he is the author.
N.B The declaration provided guidelines for the international conventions relevant to
the protection of cultural rights such as the 2005 UNESCO Convention on the

Promotion and Protection of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions.

1.5.3.2 International covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 1966

The Ugandan government ratified this convention in 1987. Article 15 of this conventiofstates that
the Sates Parties to the Convention recognise the right of everyone to take'part in.cultural life and
to recognise the benefits to be derived from the encouragement and developmeént of international

contacts and cooperation in the scientific and cultural fields.

1.5.3.3 The 1972 UNESCO Convention concerning the-Protection of the World Cultural

and Natural Heritage

The government of Uganda ratified this convéntion in 1987. The convention encourages States
Parties to it to conserve and protect theirsheritages it provided for the protection of both natural
and cultural aspects of heritage. This.laid the foundation for other international and national legal
instruments related to culture. Te date Uganda has three sites on the list of the World Heritage
sites namely: Kasubi tombsgenlisted in 2001; Bwindi Impenetrable Forest National Park and
Rwenzori Mountains National Park. In 2005, UNESCO proclaimed the art of bark cloth making

in Uganda, a master piece 6fthe Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity.

1.5.3.4 The 2003 UNESCO Convention for Safeguarding the Intangible Cultural Heritage.

Uganda ratified this Convention in 2009. According to this Convention States Parties are required

to identify and devise appropriate means of preserving Intangible Cultural Heritage

1.5.3.5 The 2005 UNESCO Convention on the Protection and Promotion of the Diversity of

Cultural Expressions

Uganda has not yet ratified this Convention but it recognises the distinctive nature of cultural goods

and services and affirms in international law the right of countries to apply policies to support their

19



cultural industries. It also provides for the protection of the cultural expressions, cultural
diversities, cultural industries, cultural activities, goods and services so that they flourish and freely
interact in maturely beneficial manner. It affirms the importance of the link between culture and
development and supports action undertaken nationally to secure recognition of the true values of
the link.

1.5.3.6 African Union and East African Community

Uganda is a member of the African Union, and yet one of its objectives is to promote sustainable

development at the economic, social and cultural level.

In the East African Community that Uganda ratified in 2000, its Article 119 states that, Partner

states agreed to promote close cooperation in culture and sports.
1.5.4 Institutional Frameworks

The institutions concerned with archaeology,history and cultural heritage are both local and
national. At the local level are the traditionakinstitutions such as the Bunyoro and Alur kingdoms.
The Ugandan Government has also put inlace statutory institutions responsible for promoting
cultural heritage. The institutions can further be categorised as central government ministries while

others are at the local governmentlevel'some of which are as discussed below.
1.5.4.1 Central Governiment Ministries

These are the central’'government ministries in Uganda tasked with responsibilities of promoting
cultural heritage, archaeology and history in one or another through there enumerated roles. Such
ministries include: Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ministry of Energy and Mineral Development,
Ministry ©of Water and Environment, Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industry and Fisheries,
Ministry of Local government, Ministry of Internal Affairs among the many. These ministries are
either directly or indirectly supposed to be in charge of facilitating the oil and gas activities or
general duties that facilitate the promotion of cultural heritage. Some of the ministries are as
elaborated below.
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1. Ministry of Gender, Labour and Social Development (MoGLSD)

The Ministry has overall responsibility for the cultural affairs of Uganda and shall therefore take
the leading role in the implementation of the National Culture Policy. The Ministry is responsible

for:

e Ensuring the development of programmes in all areas of culture;

e Ensuring the initiation, review and dissemination of regulations, standards and“guidelines
for culture;

e Mobilising resources for culture;

o Creating awareness about culture

e Establishing mechanisms for coordination of institutions that promote culture;

e Building the capacity of culture practitioners, serviee providers and institutions that
promote culture;

e Ensuring the participation of young people in culture;

e Developing a National Action Plan onCulture
2. Uganda National Cultural Centre (UNCC)
The Centre shall:

e Provide and establishitheatres and cultural centres;
e Encourage and'develop cultural and artistic activities;
e Provide aecommodation for societies, institutions or organisations of a cultural, artistic,

academic, philanthropic or educational nature.
3. The National Library of Uganda (NLU)
The:National Library of Uganda shall:

e Promote culture of reading;

e Preserve published national culture;
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e Acquire from any person or institution, any manuscript or literature that may be considered

to be of interest to the country.
4. Ministry of Education and Sports (MoES)
The Ministry shall:

e Integrate culture issues and concerns into educational policies, plans, pragrammes and
curricula;

e Promote the development and use of local language in educatiofal programmes at all
levels;

e Promote culture festivals in institutions of learning at all levels;

e Promote the development of traditional sports in institutions of learning at all levels
5. Ministry of Health (MoH)
The MoH shall:

e Design capacity building programmes for traditional health service providers;

e Train traditional health seryice providers;

e Promote healthy traditional nutrition programmes; Uganda National Culture Policy 28;

e Research, document, and disseminate findings on traditional medicine and traditional
service providers;

e Developand disseminate minimum traditional health service delivery standards, guidelines

and indicators.
6. Ministry.of Finance, Planning and Economic Development (MFPED)
The MFPED shall:

e Provide funds for the implementation of the culture function;
e Mobilise resources for the culture function at all levels;

e Monitor the contribution of the culture function to National Development;
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e Provide investment incentives for the culture sub-sector.
7. Uganda Bureau of Statistics
The Uganda Bureau of Statistics collects and disseminate statistics on culture.

8. Ministry of Tourism, Trade and Industry (MTTI)/ Ministry of Tourism, Wild life and
Antiquities

The MTTI shall:

e Promote cultural tourism;

e Develop and promote natural and cultural sites;

e Ensure community, civil society and private sector-participation in the conservation and
promotion of natural and cultural sites;

e Ensure the protection of local communities from.negative influences of tourism;

¢ Lobby investment incentives fie the culture sub-sector;

e Promote the development of culturé industries.

e Custodian of all tangible cultural heritage resources
9. The Uganda Museum and Menuments Department
The Department of Museums and Monuments shall:

e Collect and showcase items of cultural interest;

e Undertake research and documentation in cultural fields;

o (ldentifyy‘document, gazette and present sites and monuments;
¢ Conserve and store cultural objects;

e Carry out educational outreach programmes on cultural heritage to schools and

communities.
10. Ministry of Justice and Constitutional Affairs (MoJCA)

The MoJCA has to spear head the formulation and revision of laws concerning culture.
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11. Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MoFA)

The MoFA has the responsibility to:

¢ Ratify international and regional instruments that promote and are relevant to culture;
e Participate in negotiation and clearance of cultural agreements;
e Domesticate international and regional conventions relating to culture.

a) Ministry of Energy and Mineral Development
12. The Ministry of Energy and Mineral Development
The Ministry of Energy and Mineral Development shall:

e Promote safe traditional methods of preservation of natural resources;

e Promote awareness about the value of indigenous'plants and animal species.
The development of upstream petroleum projects.is under the overall responsibility of this ministry

13. Ministry of Water and Environment

This Ministry evaluates and disseminates ‘findings on traditional practices of environmental

management as per the Uganda National Culture Policy 30.
14. Ministry of Agriculture; Animal Industry and Fisheries
The Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industry and Fisheries is supposed to:

o Urdertake research and dissemination on indigenous Knowledge and plants in agriculture;
o Promoie safe traditional methods of production, processing and preservation of cash and
food crops;

e Promote indigenous crops especially food crops.

15. Ministry of Local government

The Ministry of Local Government is mandated to:
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e Assess the performance of culture in local governments;

e Ensure that the culture function benefits from grants sent to the local governments

16. Ministry of Internal Affairs

The Ministry of Internal Affairs ensures the enforcement of laws and regulations relevant to

culture.
17. The Department of Information-Office of the Prime minister
This Department in the Office of the Prime Minister is supposed to:

e Sensitise the public on culture through available media;

e Regulate the operations and usage of the media and information communication
technologies with the intention of protectingpeople from negative foreign cultural
influences.

e Promote dissemination and sharing of‘local cultures
18. National Planning Authority

The National Planning Authority, has to ensure that there is mainstreaming of culture into the

National Planning process:
1.5.5 International-kegal, Policy and Institutional Frameworks
1.5.5.1 IFC Performance Standard 8: Cultural Heritage

The IFC 8 issinstrumental in defining cultural heritage. According to the IFC 8 cultural heritage
refers to the, ‘unique and non-renewable resource that possesses cultural, scientific, spiritual or
religious value and includes moveable or immoveable objects, sites structures, groups of
structures, natural features, or landscapes that have archaeological, paleontological, historical,
cultural, artistic, and religious values, as well as unique natural environmental features that
embody cultural values’. This form of definition is adopted in this report at its working definition

wherever reference is made to cultural heritage.
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The IFC 8 also gives very important guidelines that were taken into consideration when conduction
the study. These appear in form of questions that have been answered concerning the protection of

cultural heritage in the project design and execution as follows:

« Isthe project located in a legally protected area or a legally defined buffer zone? yes

« Has the client sited the project to avoid significant damage to cultural heritage? yes

« Isthe project located in an area where cultural heritage is expected to be found?.yes

« Ifyes, has a Chance Find Procedure been established? (i.e. a procedure that autématically is
triggered in case cultural heritage is found unexpectedly) yes

o Ifyes, is access to the public granted? Not sure yet

o Has the client identified proposed project use of cultural resources? At so, has the client
informed these communities of their rights and shared benefits? Not yet but in due course it
will be done.

1.6 Consultations with the Villages Close and In the Project Area

1.6.1 Introduction

Interviews that were one on one were held with 30 informants as outlined in Table 1. These were
held specifically in seven villagés and these were Kyakapere, Nsonga, Nsunzu and Kyabasambu
in Buhuka Flat while other.villages-like Nyantai, Hanga 2B, Nyansenge A, Kitegwa, Nyairongo

and Zahura were along/the pipeline route (Figure 1).

Figure 1: Villages consulted close to the project area
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Table 1: List of informants

S/N | Names Village Date of birth | birth place Ethnic group year of settlement | Date of interview
1 Ugerwoth Amula Kyakapere 1960 Bugoigoi Alur 7?7 7th Nov. 2017
2 Kabagambe Yunusu Kyakapere 5/12/1977 Kyakapere Munyoro sincerhirth 7th Nov. 2017
3 Penjonga Loius Kothe Kyakapere 20/02/1961 Panyamur Alur 1977 7th Nov. 2017
4 Kisembo Yoshua Kyakapere 8/7/1947 Congo Munyoro 1999 7th Nov. 2017
5 Ozinga Agen Orwoth Kyakapere 17/11/1937 Congo Alur 1976 7th Nov. 2017
6 Ndahura Gregore Kyakapere 1961 Kigorobya Munyoro 22 years ago 7th Nov. 2017
7 Zachariah Khalisa Alali Nsonga 1924 Nsonga Munyoro since birth 8th Nov. 2017
8 Twinomujuni Paulson Nsonga 1971 Kabaale(Kigezi) | Mukiga 2010 8th Nov. 2017
9 Lwamukaaga Stephen Nsonga 26/04/1962 7 Muguhgu 1993 8th Nov. 2017
10 | Kaahwa Yusufu Nsunzu 7/3/1976 Nsunzu Mukobya (Munyoro) | since birth 8th Nov. 2017
11 Kamugisha Eriya Nsunzu 1/1/1946 Bushenyi Munyankole 1986 8th Nov. 2017
12 | Uzinga Jackline Nsunzu 1960 Panyamur Alur 1993 8th Nov. 2017
13 | Alex Onenchan Nsunzu 1968 Pakwagch Alur 1980 8th Nov. 2017
14 | Bosco Orombi Nsunzu 1960 Panyamur Alur 1994 8th Nov. 2017
15 | Jolly Mbabazi Kyabasambu | 16/08/1980 Kyabasambu Munyoro 1980 7th Nov. 2017
16 | Jonathan Kahawa Kyabasambu | 1953 Buliisa Mugungu 1970 7th Nov. 2017
17 | John Busingye Kyabasambu | 1968 Buliisa Mugungu 40 years 7th Nov. 2017
18 | Barnabas Mhonigaba Nyansenge B | 1960 Isingiro Mukiga 1993 9th Nov.2017
19 Patrick Isingoma Nyantai 3/7/1989 Kyangwali Munyoro 2014 9th Nov.2017
20 | Oketcha Kibojo Nyantai 1963 7 Alur 1992 9th Nov.2017
21 | Asaba Nyansio Hanga 2B 20/04/1964 Kyangwali Mutooro 1994 9th Nov.2017
22 | Kabanyoro Florence AKiiki Nyansenge B 4| 22/02/1968 Kyangwali Mutooro 1988 9th Nov.2017
23 | Wilson Ngirabari NyansengeBy, | 3/5/1959 ?? Mukiga 1981 9th Nov.2017
24 | Ndora Zakayo Nyansenge A’ .| 12/7/1972 Kagadi Mufumbira 1992 9th Nov.2017
25 | Nzerwe Bagamuhunda Nyansenge’A | 1951 Kabaale(Kigezi) | Mukiga 1997 10th Nov.2017
26 | Christopher Ategeka Nyansenge A> | 5/4/1954 Kisolo Mufumbira 1997 10th Nov.2017
27 | Richard Aliganyira Nyansenge A | 1982 Kabaale(Kigezi) | Mukiga 2005 10th Nov.2017
28 | Godfrey Byabataguuzi Kitegwa 18/02/1953 Kitegwa Munyoro since birth 10th Nov.2017
29 Byamugusha lan Nyairongo 2/7/1986 Kampala Mukiga 2013 10th Nov.2017
30 | Moses Kasupaali Zahura 1981 Rwanda Rwandese 2014 10th Nov.2017
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1.6.2 Origin of the Village names

1.6.2.1 Kyakapere

The area used to be a hunting ground but many people migrated from Congo from a place called
Kyakapere and they also named their new settlement in Buhuka Kyakapere hence thé name
Kyakapere. According to Pejonga, Kisembo, and Ozinga (Refer to Table 1) the name.Kyakapere
was derived from the first settler in the place called Kapere and then people started saying the
place of Kapere which literally is Kyakapere. The latter story seems to be more convincing as it is

common and related to the 2014 result from stake holder consultations.,

Kyakapere seems to be now divided into two. There is Kyakapere at.the extreme end of the flat
and then another part of Kyakapere called Kuwait. The two areas are separated by a gorge and a
seasonal stream running from up the escarpment but whose'name was not identified. The area that
is part of PAD4 now is the area termed as Kuwait. The term Kuwait to them is linked to the place

in Saudi Arabia and they believe the Kyakapere Kuwait was also just taken over by the Alur.

In Kyakapere a number of religious placeswvere identified during the interviews and these were; 2
catholic churches where one is in the main‘iKyakapere and another one in Kuwait Kyakapere. Other
churches were; Pentecostal Church of Uganda, Alleluia Church of God and a Mosque. Of these

the churches that were physically recorded with a GPS are those in Table 2 below.

Table 2: Churches in Kyakapere

SITE Village Name UTM Elevation
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Catholic Church 250615 140548 | 636
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Pentecostal Church of Uganda 250779 141002 | 644
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Church of God 250824 141178 | 646
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Protestant Church (Church of Uganda) | 250732 141217 | 632
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Lamathekwaro cult church 250730 140851 | 643
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Catholic Church 250157 139017 | 639
PAD 4 Kyakapere | Kyakapere Catholic Church 250159 139014 | 634

Besides the churches the shrine of Ochaka is also popular in Kyakapere.
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1.6.2.2 Nsonga

The name Nsonga is derived from the lagoon which was also known as Iziba lya Wamara or Luzira which
is also known as Luzira (Plate 3). This is like the eye of Lake Albert or lake spit that protrudes into

the lake which is also one of the famous cultural site that is known in all villages in Buhuka Flat.

Plate 3: Luzira from which the name Nsongads derived.

The churches identified in Nsonga during'thie interviews were;

1. Nsonga Church of Uganda (Plate 4)

N

Plate 4: Nsonga Church of Uganda

2. Kiguli Catholic Church Plate 5
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Plate 5: Kiguli Catholic Church

3. Nsonga Mosque (Plate 6) and other churches like the Church on.the rock, Miracle Church
and the Revival Church of Nsonga.

Plate 6: Nsonga Mosque

1.6.2.3' Nsunzu

Nsunzu was originally known as Kikobya meaning a place of the Bakobya the original inhabitants
of the Village but with the influx of foreign ethnic groups especially the Alur the village was
renamed Nsunzu. This new name of Nsunzu was derived from one of the dominant grass types in

the area called nsunzo. This grass was mainly used for basket making.
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The churches identified from the interviews in Nsunzu were; Lamethekwa, Zambemalamu, Church
of Uganda, Adventist Church and Pentecostal Church of Uganda.

N.B It should be noted that the demarcation between Nsonga and Nsunzu does not seem to be clear

to be people. Some of the names of the churches listed under Nsunzu were actually in Nsonga.
1.6.2.4 Kyabasambu

The name Kyabasambu has its origin from the Basambu clan one of the clans.of*the Bakobya
(Banyoro) believed to be the original inhabitants of the village. The Bakobya weresthe original
clan that used to stay around the lake fishing while the other Banyoro, stayed up the escarpment
and beyond (Mbabazi Jolly). In Kyabasambu churches identified,through the interviews were;
Kyabasambu Church of Uganda, Halleluya Church, Catholic Church, Church of Uganda, and the
Pentecostal church of Uganda. It should be noted that most.of the churches mentioned in
Kyabasambu were in the neighbouring villages where they would easily go to pray and it also

shows that there is a big problem in the Flats of village ‘demarcations.
1.6.2.5 Nyansenge

The name Nyansenge was derived from the name of rodents called Nsenge (edible rat) that was in
plenty in the place. Nyansengé,is divided into two local councils that are Nyansege A and
Nyansenge B. It was noted that the village used to have very many wild animals such as edible

rats (nsege), warthogsouffalos, mpalaki and nsama among the many.
In Nyansenge five churches were recorded with a GPS as indicated in Table 3.

Table 3: Churches in Nyansenge

SITE Village Name UTM Elevation
Pipeline” | Nyansenge | Catholic church of Nyansenge 256656 | 139812 | 1195
Pipeline” | Nyansenge | Rwensambya Church of Uganda 256881 | 137990 | 1200
Pipeline | Nyansenge | Itambiro lya Bisaka 256914 | 137976 | 1197
Pipeline | Nyansenge | Nyansenge Seventh Day Adventist Church | 257032 | 138267 | 1195
Pipeline | Nyansenge | Itambiro lya Bisaka 256358 | 139264 | 1198

Other than those marked some another church within this village is the Nyansenge Pentecostal
Church,
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1.6.2.6 Nyantai

Nyantai is a village located at the top of the escarpment or where the pipeline leaves the
escarpment. The area used to be a forest but of later people have started occupying the area
especially from Rwanda, Congo and West Nile. Nyantai used to be part of Hanga but because it

was huge it was divided up for proper administration.

The origin of the name Nyantai is a bird locally known as ntai (probably wood pecker) that 1sblack

and white that was very common in the place.

In Nyantai the churches stated through the interviews were; Nyantai \ictory church, St. Kizito
Catholic Church, Lamthekwaro church and Nyantai Pentecostal Church.wHowever St. Kizito

Catholic Church was later confirmed to be in Hanga village instead.
1.6.2.7 Hanga

The name Hanga was used since the coming of the Aluriin the area (Asaba Nyansio). This name
was derived from the Kinyoro word kihanga that literally mean a gorge. Thus Hanga means people
who settled in ekihanga meaning peopleavho settled in a gorge. Actually, there some sort of gorge

that separates Hanga from Nyantai.

Within Hanga are also religious places especially the churches such as Anglican Boma Church of
Uganda, Boma Mosque and Hanga West Pentecostal Church. The churches within Hanga that

were recorded with thé GPS are as indicated in Table 4.

Table 4: Churches in Hanga Village

SITE Village Name North | East Elevation

Pipeline |"HANGA 2B | Hanga Revival Church 254435 | 139166 | 1191

Pipeline . "HANGA 2B | Itambiro Lya Bisaka 254544 | 138800 | 1177

Pipeline. | HANGA 2B | Jehovah's Witness 254601 | 139177 | 1186
1:6.2:8 Zahura

Zahura is a village towards the end of the pipeline. Given the limited time only one interview was
held here with one of the inhabitants. According to him (Moses Kasupaali) he is not aware as to

why the place is called Zahura. The entire village is inhabited by mainly farmers who just settled
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from several other places such as Rwanda, Ankole, Buganda, Kisoro (Bafumbira), Kabaale

(Bakiga), West Nile (Alur). He came to this place to look for a living.

Among the churches identified in Zahura were: Zahura Pentecostal Church, Zahura Church of

Uganda (Protestant) and Zahura Adventist church.

1.6.2.9 Kitegwa

The name Kitegwa was derived from a person’s name called Kitegwa who used.to live in Kipron
a place that is close to the Kabaale airport close to the Kabaale refinery (Byabataguuzi Godfrey).
Historically the people in Kitegwa have been agriculturalists planting eSpegially cash crops like;

cotton, coffee and tobacco and other food crops.

1.6.2.10 Nyairongo

The term Nyairongo according to Byamugisha (Table 1) might have been derived from a kinyoro
word that means a place of prostitutes. In Nyairongo several churches were mentioned during the
interview though only one church called Exodus‘Miracle Church was recorded with a GPS. The
other churches include: Victory Church for pastor Tumusiime, Full Gospel Church for Pastor
Tumushabe John, Nyairongo Cathalic church; Adventist church, Itambiro (Faith of Unity), Church
of Uganda, Nyairongo Mosque;wPentecostal Church of Uganda (PCU) and Adiperi church. The

latter is a church said to hail from Rwanda

1.6.3 Churches

In the one on one ceammunity interviews one of the questions required named of the churches
within the village: Of the churches identified 41 churches were recorded with a GPS as presented
in Table 5«

Frem the list of the churches (Table 5) what is clear is that the traditional churches have been
maintained and these are the Church of Uganda for the Protestants, The Roman Catholic Church
and the Seventh Day Adventist church. The Pentecostal churches have mushroomed in the place
as the general trend is for Uganda generally for these type of churches. These Pentecostal churches

are mainly for the born again Christians. Besides these, is the Itambiro lya Bisaka (Faith of Unity)
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churches whose origin as per the 2014 survey is Kagadi. All these church types stated above were
identified in 2014. This implies that only one church type is new in the area the Lamthekwaro
church has been identified by the November 2017 survey. The latter church ways are as detailed
in Unit 1.6.3.1.
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Table 5: List of Churches

SITE Village Name North | East Elevation
Pipeline HANGA 2B Hanga Revival Church 254435 | 139166 1191
Pipeline HANGA 2B Itambiro Lya Bisaka 254544 | 138800 1177
Pipeline HANGA 2B Jehovah's Witness 254601 | 139177 1186
Pipeline Nyansenge Catholic church of Nyansenge 256656 | 139812 1195
Pipeline Nyansenge Rwensambya Church of Uganda 256881 | 137990 1200
Pipeline Nyansenge Itambiro lya Bisaka 256914 | 137976 1197
Pipeline Nyansenge Nyansenge Seventh Day Adventist 257032 | 138267 1195
Pipeline Nyansenge Itambiro lya Bisaka 256358 | 139264 1198
PAD 4 Kyakapere Catholic Church 250615 |#140548 636
PAD 4 Kyakapere Pentecostal Church of Uganda 250779 11141002 644
PAD 4 Kyakapere Church of God 250824+,141178 646
PAD 4 Kyakapere Protestant Church (Church of Uganda) 250732 | 141217 632
PAD 4 Kyakapere Lamathekwaro cult church 250730 | 140851 643
PAD 4 Kyakapere Catholic Church 250157 | 139017 639
PAD 4 Kyakapere Kyakapere Catholic Church 250159 | 139014 634
Pipeline Kyarujumba Katooma Pentecostal Church,1 256696 | 140129 1211
Pipeline Kyarujumba Katooma Pentecostal Church 2 256813 | 140367 1205
Pipeline Kyarujumba Katooma Pentecostal Church,3 256781 | 140786 1211
Pipeline Fountain of Life Church 258199 | 141145 1193
Pipeline Life Chureh Buhumuriro 259563 | 141168 1187
Pipeline Itambir® Lya Bisaka 259793 | 141424 1177
Pipeline Pentecostal church 260160 | 141649 1170
Pipeline Kasoga Mungumwema Church Kasoga 261096 | 142132 1157
Pipeline Kyarusesa Besel.Miracle Centre Church Kyarusesa | 266801 | 146402 1144
Pipeline Zahura Pentecostal (Panikote) church Zahura 270453 | 148341 1079
Pipeline Zahura Adventist Church Zahura 270389 | 148557 1095
Pipeline Kyarujumba Kyarujumba Catholic Church 256813 | 140885 1212
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FLAT Kyabasambu Kyabasambu Church of Uganda 249228 | 138221 627
FLAT Kyabasambu Pentecostal Church of Uganda (PCU) 249312 | 138423 627
FLAT Nsunzu Afrocreed Church (Lamwethekwaro) 247983 | 136242 631
FLAT Nsonga/Nsunzu | FePaco Church 247920 | 135913 630
FLAT Nsunzu Nsunzu Seventh day Adventist Church 248025 | 136320 631
FLAT Nsunzu Nsunzu Protestant Church 247980 | 136420 630
FLAT Nsonga/Nsunzu | Tree of Life Pentecostal Church 248108 | 136483 630
FLAT Nsonga/Nsunzu | Faith of Unity Church 248315 | 136602 633
FLAT Nsonga Kiguli Catholic Church Nsonga 248350 | 137053 627
FLAT Nsonga Nsonga Church of Uganda 248211 | 136901 626
FLAT Nsunzu Nsunzu Church of God 248157 | 136747 625
FLAT Nsunzu Nsunzu Disciple Church 2482584 136694 628
FLAT Nsonga Nsonga Church of the Rock 248380 | 136694 629
FLAT Nsonga Nsonga Miracle Church 248485¢| 187387 621
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1.6.3.1 Lamthekwaro church

This church is also Afrocreed religion for those who believe in the spirits of the dead. The
headquarters are in Panyamur in Pakwach. The chief priest is called Oriema Pithwa who is also

regarded as a prophet.
How do they pray?

According to Alex Onenchan (Refer to Table 1 for details) their prayer starts with.‘god'wha created
the earth and everything...” and the names of any of the spirits of their dead,grand-parents and
relatives are mentioned too. This may be the reason why believers of other'religions in the Flat
refer to it as the religion that believes in the dead spirits. It should be noted that when praying they
don’t include the words of ‘God the son’ in their prayers because they believe he had a human

fresh and was a prophet.

They also claimed to treat people who are mentally disturbed as long as they believe in their
religion. The swamp where they get holy water is situated in Nsunzu village. It is said the swamp
was revealed to them in a dream by the Holy, Spirit. ' However, this was contested by the local
people in Nsunzu who claimed that this s a trick by the Lamethekwaro people to claim ownership
of the swamp in order to benefit from the likely compensation in case the swamp is affected by the

project.
When do they pray?

They pray on the following days; Tuesday, Friday and Sunday. But on Saturday they start praying
at 2pm and end at:5:00 pm. In the course of their prayers if one got possessed with the spirits they
would sprinkle holy water that they get from a specific swamp located at UTM 248022, 136250

and elevation f 629. They also use the kabaani to drive away the evil spirit.

Despite the praying on those particular days they also respect every 20" of every month which is

also'a day of prayer
Lamethekwaro taboos

A number of taboos are observed by the lamethekwaro religion that are as follows:
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e Family members cannot enter the church called the Ugonjo shrine before solving any
misunderstanding they may have, otherwise a calamity may occur.

e Women are not allowed to enter the church with makeup or plaited hair, bungles, necklaces
and any other jewellery.

e They allow polygamous people to join the religion but after conversion one cannotamarry
any other wife again.

e They are not allowed to marry members of their own church but rather to pick from outside
whom they have to convert before marrying them.

e They don’t eat pork
1.6.4 Cultural activities and ceremonies
From all the interviews that were held it seemed that the only.cultural activity that engulfed entire
communities was the birth of twins’ ceremony called kuturuka mahasa. In case twins were born it

is said that they will stay indoors until they got the first teeth: The mother and father of the twins

do not visit their relatives until the ceremony fof the twins is performed.

Other than twin ceremonies individual householdsiseemed to have had their own cultural activities

and ceremonies that are done silently.at thethousehold level.

The cultural activities that take place at,the Kasonga and Luzira in Nsonga are also renowned by

almost all villages where the chief guardians are members of the Bakobya clan.

There are also sacrifices made for the lake both in the Flat and on top of the escarpment that have

continued till date. These are mainly done by the elders and traditional doctors.

Other ceremonies included kubandwa (worshiping spirits)

1.6.5 Cultural sites

The'sites mentioned that are associated with cultural beliefs include the following:

e Akasonga (Nsonga —Luzira). The guardian is known as Ngasira who currently resides in
Kaiso of the Bakobya clan.

e Kasonga in Kiina.
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¢ River Masika

o Lake Albert

e The escarpment

e Musajjamukulu tree in Kiina

e The Kikobya tree in Nsonga which was recorded in 2014. However the tree was cutdown
and the people insist that it was the CNOOC workers who cult the tree.

e The well known as Kagera in Kyabasambu where they would see people dressedin‘white
(ghosts), kids, puppies, chicks and people still use the place to perfornt sacrifiees. This is

the place that is marshy linking to the jetty landing with several warningsigns for reptiles

like snakes and crocodiles (Plate 7).

Plate 7: Snake and Crocodile Warning Signs

1.6.6 Memorial sitesdrelated to Historical events

Most people werenot aware of any memorial sites that are related to historical events. Thus only
one site was mentioned in this regard in Kituuti village that is the Sir Samuel Baker site that was
properly recorded in the CNOOC 2014 ESIA.

1.6.7 Source of the potsherds scattered in the villages

On the issue of who made the potsherds that are scattered in most of the villages all informants

unanimously agreed that they were made by people who used to stay in those villages in the past.
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1.6.8 Current pottery and iron working activities

Currently it was stated that pottery is still made in Nsunzu by the Bakobya clan members while

iron working is still practiced in Nsonga at the centre (Plate 8).

Plate 8: Nsonga Town Centre

Patrick Isingoma of Nyantai village stated that.pottery is still being made in Kamwokya village.
Okecha Kibojo still in Nyantai actually mentioned the'name of the actual pot maker in Kamwokya
who is Kinywai Godfrey. Pottery making, is alse said to be continuing in Butooli in Kyangwali
according to Ndora Zakayo (Table4). In Hanga 2B it is said that there is an Alur family of Kinyai
Okira who still make pottery accordingto Asaba Nyansio (Table 1). In Kitegwa pottery was made

by a man called Lubumbi (RIP).but who passed on recently
1.6.9 Reasons as teswhy they migrated to the project area

A number of reasonsswere identified by the informants as to why they migrated to Buhuka Flats

and these include'the following:

¢ . The need to spread the word of God.

e Need for land for cultivation. This was mainly for people along the pipeline route outside
the Flat. They claimed that the areas were sparsely populated such as Nyansenge and had
land for agriculture.

e Searching for a living or survival

e The contagion factor where some moved in because others were moving.

41



e There was just one case of a nurse in Nyantai who came in because he had been offered a
job in a drug shop. But when the drug shop he worked in closed he opened his own that he
iS now managing.

e Following the parents who had initially settled in the area as the case was for Busingye
John and Kahawa Jonathan who followed their fathers to Kyabasambu.

e Fishing in Lake Albert

e To continue with work as a traditional medicine man.
1.6.9 Means of transport used to come to areas affected by the project

There were mainly two means of transport used by people who settled mainly.in Buhuka Flats and
these were water and road transport. In the other areas along:«the pipeline route one means of

transport was used that was road
1.6.10 Gender related cultural beliefs

The cultural beliefs identified concerning places that men or women could not access included:

¢ In the past women were not allowedt6"go to the escarpment very early in the morning or
else they would meet evil spirits. This was mainly from 6:00 am to 12:00 noon and from
6:00 pm onwards.

¢ Women are not alléwed\to access all places of traditional worship.

¢ In the past at the time of appeasing the lake gods no one was allowed to go to the Lake to
fish and even women were not allowed to go to the escarpment to fetch firewood.

¢ If one moved,along the escarpment at midday he/she would get lost for about a day without
seeing thesroad/path.

s Atbitheescarpment they used to find food that is already cooked without knowing or seeing
who cooked it.

¢ No sexual activities are allowed at the Kasonga (Luzira)

e \Women do not bathe naked in the Lake Albert.

e Women were not allowed to fetch water from the Lake at midday because then they

believed the spirits would be moving.
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e Women were not allowed to fish in the past and they even had special locations at the lake
shore where they fetched water.

e Women like children are not allowed at all cultural sites unless on special occasions
especially when they are appeasing the gods to get rid of natural calamities (Kamugusha
Eriya, Table 1).

1.7 Results from Archaeological Survey

The findings from archaeological survey included pottery, lithics, faunal semains (bones and
shells), fish weights, graves and medicinal plants. These findings are mare or less similar to the

findings of the 2014 ESIA. Details are elaborated in the sections below.
1.7.1 Graves

The graves are the places where people were buried. These appear in two forms the community
grave yards (cemetery) and the family burial grounds. Among the burials recorded it was only in
Kyabasambu and Kyakapere (PAD4A) areas whéere ‘community burial grounds were recorded

(Table 6). The majority of the graves appear at anindividual or family level.

Table 6: Graves

SITE TYPE DESCRIPTION North | East Elevation
Oguti"Ociro mother of the chairperson and
PAD 4 2 gravess, | the step mother 250274 | 139645 | 629
PAD 4 burial L.grave for son of Ezra Manja called Bosco | 250309 | 139822 | 631
PAD 4 burial 1 grave of Odaga under Ober Giyo 250186 | 138895 | 637
14 graves with only one cemented, one of
PAD 4 Olum Oram Etieno cemented 250311 | 139610 | 630
Kyabasambu |.Cemetery already compensated 249391 | 138598 | 628
PAD 4 Cemetery 250618 | 140531 | 637
PADY grave 250439 | 139459 | 638

There were two forms of graves in the project area identified. These could be categorised as the

ordinary and cemented graves.
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The ordinary graves are those marked with stones as in Plate 9

Plate 9: Ordinary graves

Cementing of graves as shown in Plate 10 is becoming co n in the area especially in areas
suspected to be within the project area due the s@on or compensation in case of

\)

resettlement.

Plate 10: Cemented Graves

1.7.2 Potte\v

Potte s he most common finding identified during archaeological survey. In some areas and
X red in the form of scatters of potsherds or concentrations (Plate 11). No single whole pot was
identified all finds were in form of potsherds. Despite the information from one of the informants
in Nyansenge that they usually come across smoking pipe pieces none of these was identified
possibly due to the limited archaeology foot walking survey done in this area due to the limited

time.
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Plate 11: Pottery concentration in Nsunzu
The pottery traditions included mainly roulette impressions with a fe ctates as shown in Plate
11.

A total of 33 sites were identified with pottery in Kyakapere to Kyabasambu alone out of the 54
sites with pottery (Table 7). In some instances the potter ighly abraded or plain that it could

not be identified to tradition. ?\

The decorations identified from the potterysin ; roulette especially string knotted pottery,
finger nail impression, horizontal triangu ates and grooves. Basing on the decoration types
the ceramic traditions identified inCluded Later Iron Age (roulette), Middle Iron Age also known

as bourdine or Chobe ware depicted from the finger impressions and Early Iron Age depicted from
lat,topped rims forms. This shows that the proposed project areas

the punctates and from th\
could be dated from t @ on Age to the Late Iron Age.
In terms of surfa ishing the pottery was either burnished or slipped. However, for the abraded

pottery no@fi shing could easily be detected.

\%?‘
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Table 7: Pottery findings

WP | SITE DESCRIPTION decoration Tradition UTM Elevation

761 | PAD 4 potsherd (plain) concentration 250499 139977 640

762 | PAD 4 plain thick bodied pottery, reddish color 250425 7139819 632

finger impression

770 | PAD 4 pottery scatters of 4x4m and roulette MIA-LIA | 250283 189755 628

771 | PAD 4 pottery roulette 250268 | A139750 | 625

773 | PAD 4 string knotted roulette rim 250265 139690 | 627

779 | PAD 4 plain pottery 250296 | 139626 | 630

785 | PAD 4 5 pieces of pottery 250483 139679 639

786 | PAD 4 decorated pottery bagged 250457 139649 636

789 | PAD 4 plain pottery, dark grey color 250396 139479 634

plain pottery with dark interior suggesting

791 | PAD 4 cooking 250344 139479 630

763 | PAD 4 plain pottery scatters at close to new bar 250400 139846 | 635

806 | PAD 1 pottery heavily abraded 248594 137996 | 619
PAD 3

829 | ROADS pottery concentration 247567 136218 624
PAD 3

830 | ROADS pottery concentration 247560 136228 625
PAD 3 string knotted

831 | ROADS pottery concentration about 20x20m roulette LIA 247566 | 136238 | 622
PAD 3

832 | ROADS thick bodied pottery flat topped rim EIA 247581 | 136226 | 625
PAD 3

833 | ROADS pottery scatters 247671 136179 629
PAD 3

834 | ROADS pottery scatters 247670 136179 629
PAD 3

835 | ROADS plain pottery 247700 | 136165 | 627
PAD 3

836 | ROADS pottery scatters 10x10m 247716 136135 627
PAD 3 horizontal

837 | ROADS pottery concentration triangular punctates | EIA 247718 136129 627

46




PAD 3

838 | ROADS pottery concentration 247736 136120 627
PAD 3

841 | ROADS 2 plain potsherds 247831 135987 630
PAD 3

842 | ROADS roulette pottery 1 and plain 1 247733 135984 627
PAD 3

844 | ROADS concentration of pottery 247666 136025 | 628
PAD 3 finger nail MIA

845 | ROADS pottery impressions (bourdine) | 247547 136039 629
PAD 3 finger nail MIA

846 | ROADS pottery impressions (bourdine) | 247544 136039 630
PAD 3

847 | ROADS stretch mark for pottery concentration 247554 136035 629
PAD 3

848 | ROADS stretch mark for pottery concentration 247539 136041 628
PAD 3

850 | ROADS huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247470 136084 | 627
PAD 3

851 | ROADS huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247465 136086 627
PAD 3

852 | ROADS huge pottery concentration roulette LIA 247475 136111 630

861 | CPF plain pottery 249355 137376 634

898 | PIPELINE highly abraded 250292 | 138548 | 638

905 | PIPELINE plain, burnished reddish sherd 250450 138959 648

906 | PIPELINE 250450 | 138965 | 648

919 | Nyantai Pottery plain 252286 139172 1116

920 | Nyantai Pottery scatters of 10x10m | plain 252138 139134 1102

923 | Nyantai Pottery plain 251844 139152 1073

938 | Nyantai Pottery 252028 138972 1087

945 | HANGA 2B Pottery scatters 4x4m 254215 139387 1171

946 | HANGA 2B | pottery. 254161 | 139508 | 1164

956 | Nyansenge Pottery roulette 257008 138137 1197

958 | Nyansenge Pottery plain 256838 | 138152 | 1196

960 | Nyansenge Pottery 256413 139183 1197
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rouletting and

966 | Kyakapere Pottery grooves 250800 141184 645
970 | Kyakapere Pottery plain 250422 | 139517 |639
974 | Nyansenge A | Pottery plain 256620 | 140001+ 11209
6 Zahura pottery plain 270028 149123 1118
Zahura pottery roulette 270041 149100 1115
8 pottery plain 270015 149075 1120
10 pottery plain 273521 151655 1063
27 | Kabaale pottery plain 285669 | 159241 | 1097
3 Zahura pottery plain 269992 149563 1139
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1.7.3 Lithics

There were less lithic sites (9) compared to the ceramic sites (54). The lithic artefact types
identified were broadly cores, disc and flakes. The cores belonged to the patterned platform cores
such as the multiplatform core which could be dated to range from the Middle Stone"Age (MSA)
to the Later Stone Age (LSA) (Table 8).

Table 8: Lithic findings

WP Site Village type Date UTM Elevation
3 PIPELINE | Zahura 269992 149563 | 1139
889 PIPELINE multi- LSA 250076 137879 | 644
platform
907 PIPELINE core 250508 139030 | 653
769 PAD 4 Kyakapere | discoid MSA 250283 139755 | 627
774 PAD 4 Kyakapere | levallois | MSA 250261 139671 | 624
multi-
platform
core
7
941 Pipeline Nyantai core 252254 138991 | 1107
959 Pipeline Nyansenge«. core 256650 138359 | 1178
933 Pipeline Nyantai disc 251677 138954 | 1049
26 Pipeline Kabaale core 285785 158813 | 1095

A lithic disc wasddentified in Kyakapere Kuwait area as indicated in Plate 12.
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Plate 12: Disc Q
1.7.4 Medicinal Plants ?\

Medicinal plants as identified in the 2014 also identified this time. The medicinal plants
identified included; cactus, kulumbe:o (Plate 13) for healing eyes; mululuza for fever, kamunye

for wounds and aloevera that tre eral diseases especially malaria.

Plate 13: Medicinal plants; Kulumbero
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1.7.5 Faunal Remains

Basically two types of faunal remains were identified and these were bones and shells. At one
point a jaw bone was observed as seen in Plate 7. Other were mainly bone fragments. The jaw
bone seemed to be for a cow. This is not surprising since the area in the Buhuka flat where it was
found it a predominantly a grazing place. The bones could have been for either cows slaughtered

for meat of those that died especially during periods of drought or due to any other sickness.

Plate 14: Jaw bone

1.7.6 Fish weights

The weights used on‘thesfishing nets that are commonly used in the area were identified. These
indicate the co-existence ‘of two time periods the old and the new that challenges the Law of
Superimposition that.states that materials in the bottom layers are older than those on top. This
does not give due attention to co-existence of materials of different time periods without any

disturbance.

The existence of the stone weight and the plastic one as indicated in Plate 15 is an indicator of co-

existence of the old and the new.
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Plate 15: Stone and Plastic fishing weights

1.8 Impact assessment

The potential impacts could be assessed according to the diféetion, intensity (or severity), duration,
extent and probability of occurrence of the impact (CNOOGC ESIA by Golder, 2014). This also
entailed examining the importance of the site from the" international, National and local point of
view. Basing on this one would decide whethenthe significance of the site is High, moderate, low
or negligible. Generally there was only Site.the.Baker’s site that holds National value and hence
high significance. Sites with lithics{ graves and pottery are equally of high value. The rest of the

sites significance was very negligible.

1.9 Conclusions

The original inhabitants of the Buhuka Flat are the Bakobya but these have been overtaken by the
multiplicity of ethnie groups who come to the place due to especially the lucrative fishing business,
due to the proximity of Lake Albert. The Bakobya are just one of the clans of Bunyoro Kitara
Kingdom.-The dominant ethnic group currently are the Alur. The Alur are both from Uganda’s

West.Nile'regions such as Panyamur while other are from Congo (Democratic Republic of Congo).

On,the other hand the pipeline route outside the Buhuka Flat is mainly inhabited by the Bakiga
who seem to have been attracted to the area due to the virgin land suitable for agriculture. The

Bakiga being agriculturalists were attracted by free land for cultivation. Though the Alur and
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Rwandese are also common. Most villages have a predominant ethnicity such as Zahura which is

mainly for the Rwandese.

Christianity and speculation have destroyed the cultural values of the area.

Most areas along the pipeline route after the escarpment stretch are migrants who know little abo
the history of the areas likely to be affected by the project.

The cultural sites respected on the lake and escarpment are similar to most of tho% ied in
2014. Despite this a lot has changed in the area compared to the situation in especially due
to the construction of the road along the escarpment (Plate 16) that had e transportation to the
Buhuka flat areas. For instance unlike in the past (2014) when the QO predominantly made

of grass thatched houses the area is now dominated by iron sheet ro uses.

Plate 16: Sections of the Kingfisher road
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The overall assessment of the impact of the project shows that there was no major cultural heritage

site identified to warrant change in the proposed project map.
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Nyantai interviews.pdf
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

\
Date: Time: Which village: / 9\(\»\% Interviewer:

(introduction on our work)

Good morning, my name is .....

&

How long have you lived here?

D

(Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you wer ?)

198

Which tﬁ@\%s the native language here”
If fro ygnother pIaEe @

When d:d you come?

A DI
HOW? Why / LYV [f/w VC\,ﬂ

We re mterested in h|s ry o) es? Do you know ‘anything useful for us?

VL”@-Q_

What is the ning of the na of this vullage’7
% K Lo a (oo — | WL)
o made it?)

(We hav ard bout old poftery nearby’? Do you know when this was made or

one Stl|| make po ?szbherw (Iron also/copper)?

here a y traditi nal behefs in the villagesyarou re"
M_L o

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

N — @ o
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%;%?@W GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?

Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?)
(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) %

(Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Esc@
Are there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where m@ or where women

can't go?

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village?

@

Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people?

%

Are there memorial sites here, related t@a histo vent, a story?

Where are the cemeteries fok lage”

Are there burials withj ? Where are these places?

ot B petnal fand
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,%%ﬁi’i@ GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Date: Time: Q" 'g/r) " Which village: Interviewer:

ey -

(introduction on our work)

Good morning, my name is M

What is your name please?

%ﬁ% s Lo lrain | A ' Lol
How long have you "V%'Thf/gae/q)d

(Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you wé 2)

N (;Lkei/(j
&

: , 19

Which tribe are you from? \{,\\/ﬁt is the native age e@
If from another place: % @

When did you come?

IR io,

How? Why?

What is the orig 3 ofth name of this village? Wv@b dw W/‘/ LQ

o
about old potteryicea y? D u know when this was made or'who made it?)

£ still make pottery here? n aisolﬁpper)g M
there any traditjonal beliefs in the villages around her o /& Cd}
vy Tna w V\«e}é@gé Sy m%%as!&d\/i‘&%&w

) m&ﬁ(&s WY o lanainn foo, Lsly
o gorda ]
| Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

/\M

Are there any sites associated with th%se beliefs? P T | [ﬂ ﬂO;- i S P i
‘T[M/Ff Y bansS U d
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a/iver or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show T{s the site? L D«
(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) )\ g %\

Na
(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or htstoncally’?)
(Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Escay

)o ' %
Are there any local laws or practlces/taboos in this area? For exaw Yor where wom:(/ o
can't go? Vq‘{:a/‘i Af % L/L—Qf/
What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? WF at}t\igz of year?
Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people? 0" J

rttrne 1o (UK aud 1¢ o
Are there memorial sites here, re’-%t%é" i vento,La story? _/?ﬁ\@ ﬁ o~ LWy
led
o 5

<&

o
7& —feH= Sle waes
Where are the c;a\n)etenté: for it C?J‘e\jd_f% £ u;\ﬁ

Are there burials within t ? Where are these places?

| VDE(W Qe revd ,(%/a Loa 1
Are there a hurches T;e;deeMdlné‘s7 ) -
/ﬁv /,éu/fbm Cwumma
j w]?f/f LUJCL fwz\pﬂém
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Date: Time: Which village: , , _ Interviewer: /~ [\ | ' / -
‘20 P, | %4 o |
(p( ¥ € F ™ m\@jm

(introduction on our work) O E

Good morning, my name'is ..... %\

What |s your name please? Q~

(Were\yfu born h@e you, mind telli g me what year you wer&
i Q-

Which tri Me are you from? the natlve Ianguage her:
= L. ‘73\/&

a
If from another pl ce: @
When did you come? M
L oanr Ew nw
How? Why?

We a é\lén!arested in history of i s’7 Do you know anything useful for 2‘1\/@/
W i otk Cafles

Wh t is the origi 3 of the name of his village? %D / /{L@ LJZe
"\941’3» agn - (/[‘D&Q Q/Lr‘ /)/W% LGU/ é’(/
(Wﬁ have“%abo ito d p ttery nearby? zj’éu know when thls was made or who made it?)
e still make pottery her e? (Iron also/co er)7 % AL
O Mo m he Q,/ﬁﬂ\d VLS
here any traditional beliefs in the wllages around here ‘?ﬁﬁ/

Are (there anyiﬁﬁﬁéﬁv Iage'> WFL MMW% aiu%”Q @Jﬁ
Ne_

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

?{\I‘J oL
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that si‘e? Can they show us the site?

, DR O
(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) \

(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) %

(Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Es nt

Are there any local laws or /:ractices/taboos in this area? For example, where can’'t'go, or where women
can't go? [\ D

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village?

Is this ceremony for everyone? O[ just for certain people

N

Are there memorial sites here,}rel?ted to a his event, a story?
N
|

Where are the cen‘ﬁeries for t

~

Are there }urials within e? Where are these places?

Are there any churches‘here? Or other religious buildiﬁgs?

Q\ e kb
- C“Mic C &MJL MQM&
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Which village: Interviewer

//0/// / 707} /'Z,,; ﬂZ)IIW wﬂéﬂf éﬂ7(f A - )6/-25 17 Vé /}/é
ntroduction on our work) O

What is your name please?

Aligangira faclrd Q/%

w long have you lived here?
| 2 S
Were you born“here? Do you, mind telling me what year you wer

’, ,‘///t,baw/é : Kugw & Lo

hich tribe are you from

: is the native |aZI;Z her
MU/LM/ j’a
ffrom another place

did you come?

200
e o/ Ny lortl gor L s G

We are interested in histo

n?)
! T4~

ges? Do you know anything useful for us?

What is the orQ eaning of the name of this village?

V4

about old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or who made 1t?

¢

lyone still make pottery here? (Iron also/copper)?

Ne haWypeard

re

there any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs? W&

o
A
- T Lsnide
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
'ho is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

- Meme

Flats - |s the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historicaily?)

(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) []

Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Es

on €

re there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

4

Mhat special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? hat time of year? A/M
s this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain pe Ie%o?

Are there memorial sites here, relate a historiC event, a story?

L€
\ a5?

Nhere are the cemeterie
Are there burials wimytNgvillage? Where are these places?

Nien
‘7%/17 oy (S o do o SE

Are there Whes here? Or other religious buildings?
[N Li
@‘2@ coS 7L éh/&@ /WW&

@ﬁii'ﬁ’s;%;”
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Jate Time: Which village: Interviewer g Q—M(/Z,a//ﬁ
/57 i‘/Zm? 1 oS /Uffmﬂjfff {% ‘ B

itroduction on our work)

)00 Morning, my name is ...

Nhat is your name please? %

/L/Z,\éﬁ&t/f /gaé(dﬂ”u LMWJQ .

—~ow long have you lived here?

(Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year yoywere ?)
lhodbogle (ligewo)

Nhich tribe are you from? “WhatTs the native langua ere’

-

from another place:

Mzoév el e

did you come?

(ga7

LA TL

YA

L€

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?
Are there any sites associated with these beliefs? ///W
ialiiaoh /U =
e ! o @"?(Qniﬁ:r
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Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) Mmﬂ

GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?

Nho is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

1 Flats - Is the Iake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) W \:

Are there any sites nearby which are/soirituaﬂy important — on the Lake Shore or Es

Are there any local lafvs or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

/hat special cultural ceremonies take place in this village?

% hat time of year? MMZ

o?

is ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain pegple”

Al €

Are there memorial sites here, relati a historlc event, a story?

Where are the cemeterie ilage?

s

Are there burials v village? Where are these places?

y Cbose Jo s lon'SES

hes here? Or other religious buildings?

@
Associates
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

)ate Time: Which village: Interviewer g;‘;/%/é.g/éléz.;
12/ nliF 1" 28 Am Wgaz/zfgnje - —

introduction on our work) O

d morning, my name is

What is your name please?

NTEGENA  Chrstophe -

How iong have you lived here?

2QLOHS

Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you we mn?)

’//Ll{D/ﬂ Alf?l//e )Z i,:guf / h / Z)ﬂ 0[/

/hich tribe are you from? What is the native | e N
/%.U}M/m ver [1/'/ { L«/}um szrk
tfrom another place

92¢7. 9,
Nhen did you come?

/977
How? Why?

g , : ’;4/7?.
To lrar A ¢/ 77,07/ 6’{7}/&6«/
We are interested in hlst\ ages? Do you know anything useful for us?

What is the oW eaning of the name of this village?

about old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or who made 11?)

nyone still make pottery here? (iron also/copper)?

N\ © (here any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?

ey e

there any traditional beliefs in this village?

Mo €

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs? ﬂ/éﬂ% /“

-
h 3
, - % ‘F(:Ou::"
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-

Are tt

Nhat special cultural ceremonies take place in this village?

Are there memorial sites here, relat

here are the Fpmererlesf

GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are

(<\

R

here any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree:
o is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?)

> any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) W
- on the Lake Shore or Es

peme B OJ\O

any sites nearby which are spiritually important

/¢

ny local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

reaa

hat time of year?

eremony for everyone? Or just for certain pegple

oné&

o a histoMc event, a story?

vnllage’? Where are these places?
d&w”f e </v W k5

ch ches here? Or other religious buildings?

here hurwalv W,

there
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

: Date: Time: Which village: Interviewer: 5 g\/ 1L, / /LZ é =
q/////; &ngJC]Q‘M N"Kt»lrtﬂ*ial‘(; Ka/j

(introduction on our work)

Good morning, my name is .....

What is your name please? Q@

Ot harrr Riba

(Were you born here” Do you, mind telling me what year you wer:

West tule (/)d/zfcmég> J 4/{4/0

How long have you lived here? )
From 1972 (S 9 3
?)

Which tribe are you from? What is the native language here

Pl lor
If from another place:

west wile @
When did you come? Q~

19T

How? Why?
//g (ameE A5 A

We are interested in history of

% flace

es? Do you know anything useful for us?

0t abeesr) Wbt e 4M(,/}c44 ard 117
do oS d tmsé/‘a,lm/ gw/j/// Ar

aning of the name of this village?

LTre wrr g e y /]//(jf (l//afn/ﬂg) 10 e v

Daoes a till make pottery here? (Iron also/copper)?

Aoe

\ there any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?
x

3 /’ 27 .(7 /’6{,&1‘;(‘(-
O3S < (uldeen arf ol bl ed /7/‘“ w7 /
Q aCa o %ﬂ(/&?'c/ 4 / W /}/

»’h/v’(&%rm/ el /)1//

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

4o

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs? .\/ es

A $acre ;4(’4// p/d[é /\.Z///Udj U wWille
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
. . o a7y )
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site? ﬂZ e W@‘,

bo Sacr piczl plage [ Yeme Cers far Voo

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) 7’ exs- X
(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) £, ﬂ&f?};& lLel, v éf e Sex <

(Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Esca nt? & - ’7 771! ')- j
2 places o Jop - i dile cew o be eg e fict 7€
Are thér

e any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

can'tgo? Wwoer EN (at? /’i/r)?" éﬂ %v }/J?’”

- Mddoeer plabded fo il

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village?
pov pees air e
Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people

W caréd sred wrndl

Are there memorial sites here, related to a histdric event, a story?

fon ¢

Where are the cemeteries for t

foné

Are there burials within

Where are these places?

lherr leoos®-

Are there any churches here? Or other religious buildings?

- /) NJE/& ( "lmdﬂv
= S 7Y Z//é/
My V5 p— éﬁ}ﬂw Coreos )
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

ime: ich village: Interviewer: = X;\Q,
oo ™ T R

(introduction on our work) O E
Good morning, my name is W %\

What is yougname please’>

A RACU \Su«ém
, &0

How long have you lived here”

adeavs M

?

(Were you born here? Do you, mmd tellmg m what ear you we 3( & \a%

° %VVV\ W \<
Whiﬁ\nbe are you from? What is the native language her

\))f\/\\ﬁ_\fo

If from anpther place:

B
When did you cqme?

Qow( v g
‘ 0 you know anythmg useful fo us’7

o, 1
Ve %?\N‘KXL
We are interested in histo
What is the ori&j’:i;: of the name of this vjllage? %'\m.h&/b Q M M

ety

Ko \orZ o Cen Ao o=
(ge ha eard about old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or who made it?)
v MWD T

e still make potte here? (Iron also/cop em
gim -y g
\ e there ny tradif nalb jefs in the vi agesar here? —A&Q Q\/\)&M W W
o AR e \...,*\,L,L

g‘k@x&m

VN\&A e\ Wleens
Are }h{re any traditional beliefs MQM

Are there any sktes assocuated wuth these beliefs?
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) \A \ R
(Are there any stories associated with the La Wegmm e gxe,o ‘D\—\J

(Are there any sites neagby which are spiritually importaht — on the Lake Shore or Esca t?

%)
Are there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where m@ or where women

can’'t go? w 9

What special cultural ceremonies place in this village? hat time of year?

is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people”

N\ &

Are there memorial sites here, related t¢”a histofig event, a story?

b eon's Tk AN Semns) Bedlon ot ledhinis

Where are tha cemeteries f illage™
Are there burials withi ? \g::ie:rue:hese places?
¢

\g

Are there churches here? Or other religious buildings?

) @  Golder
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o GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

7ate Time: ¥ o Which village: Interviewer: @QQU&Q
/ | L, <

d[ul2ot
(introduction on our work) O
Good morning, my name is W : %\

What is your name please?

OKec ha klbb\jo A@

How long have you lived here?

Lrnte 1992
(Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you n?)
No 19623

Which tribe are you from? What is the ;a/tlge language her

A
If from another place:
/

When did you come? @
1997 Q‘
? r
How Whyoww &\/’L‘i Q_QCQ,Q&Q, &/QL,Q/\/_S %/@t
in R ? i | for ’? ( }

What is the ori§j g he na of this village?
v dRIAY u\.ein? "’e{&iﬁ

e hy Wabout old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or who made it?)

9

o e stlll make pottery here? (|ron also/copper)”
@ e den s e e N% ﬁ‘i Knjm &DC\[W

e there any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?

’V\ %&j«/ we Kined %ﬁak&

\*6 con~—

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

)JD PQ{;&

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that sitey’ijan they show us the site?

AR
(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?)
Are there any,stqries a ocuated the Lake ment?
(e pee o Y felgeiprelpmen) o moncq 14
(Are there any sites ne by whlch re spiritually important fhe Lake Sho or Es
\

Are there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

can't go? \M\/\L

hat time of year?

Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people”

NM

Are there memorial sites here related a hIStO event, a story?

Where arx e cemeteries f illage?

‘7 Where are these places?

“\g\&\gu Lyen g S W@q&

Are there rches here? Or other eligious buuldlngs’7
\,Z&CA e Ot e

Are there burials withj

-
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Date: Time: Which village: Interviewer: g@"‘? ) EAs, 6&2;’
Vilrp 2. f27m Henge IT ez o

(introduction on our work) O

Good morning, my nameis .....

What is your name please? 6
/5//./1//4/6/ PO YSrea§ /n@) &2

How long have you lived here?
o ylarss :
(Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you we ?) / 76()
/(u/ém‘zzméjq s e pne lYat o et So ge pa /4/47« <7 R
Which tribe are you ffom? What is the native language here?
/Y?(/nf/t/?@ Lvp o ored

If from another place:

Hwen{a b ¢« @E

When did you come? ¢ Q

How? vCr? # )

Me éf’ 2?7 E &/&M( g/z/‘/ }74)}’/’ M /74//,23,354”-

We are interested in history of the villages? Do you know anything useful for us?

e /Q/ﬂé € iy /7/}44//7 was  Ruer (ﬂ(wéja cen J
‘f/M 5712477/' e il B (oS & ,-J[azcc‘ ?—o’w’ /g;g”c bala lé\,u e s
What is the origin/meaning of the name of this village? ) é [z é /4} . J—
: " ; ; . s Ly ” ¢
People Af/J’” o t \oaelkcngm‘/@ 52#1?_6/ 17 By ‘}Zz;u/ﬂﬂg/ V2 ftim @ 77
(We have heard about old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or who made it?) J
\y U AVE ﬁul pecle. Tlhevre WS A person JSleo
Does il make pottery here? (Iron also/copper)? W‘z‘ ‘)_U“’:’\Qd P Sle \)D“’ wﬂ'r&
ne £ M”"““”S ipe . 67 £ €

any traditional beliefs in the villages around here? $7/¢ / datt.

}’7’ ‘bt bt s mry
Q\ Lone o

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

fdenl

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs? MOZ/ e .
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

/L[Cﬂ/; é ,MLM é/z
(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) Vel Kgd /,';’,zz,/:(/
(Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) ,( )14'711: el s j 7 l/b

(Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Escarpment?)
8 plae e Jhger(aa(a and Zotdon (4 g fow lzre s/d/@,/

Are there any local laws or practices/taboos in this afea? For example, where menh can’t,go, or where women

can't go?

Lo &

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? \Where2What time of year?

ron €

Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people2. If sojwhd?

Are there memorial sites here, related to a histéric event, a story?

Mon €
Where are the cemeteries for thewvillage?

Mo @
Are there burials withinthe village? Where are these places?
v R , ) ) ,‘ . ) 7 )
/{w /?/e /9 4 { C lexe # }Zﬂ %{z’,{ - /u>7/‘! Zae
e

Are there any churches‘here? Or other religious buildings?

%{ \ ¥ u’({// L&V/ (’/L

-a“
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Date: Time: |\'Q; 33?-.4,\ Which village:q,\:m\mA 26 Interviewer: %’:&1’)&@
A \u Qe

(introduction on our work)

Good morning, my name is ...\~ ’ %

What is your name please?

NCaloa \%«M‘W
go

How long have you lived here?

(Were yo&bom here? Do you, mind telling me what year you w

©

Srube are you from? What is the native languaT her
v\ V. Q&;—w{%—\m %m

If from another place:

When did you come?

Qi

ﬁg Why” &N \%& \Sw\,& % /g” M@
re interested ln istory ot lages? Do yo owan hin usef
5}%%@ VARG QWKM s

%ls the ori mme of this wllagg E
V‘)Kh eard a oldm%m/ know w e

%I n als /copper

WRure 18 & wb DKW %AM&\B

e there any traditional beliefs in the vnllam ere?
oA, AV

) i

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

\TL(_K%Q—‘D\/‘Q/‘

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

O Movua) Botiew e
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Likma tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or hustoncally”) O
%r%{'any stones associated m}l\: e\k%rpment W
(Are there any sm y which ere spiritua y important — on the Lake Shore or Esca

Are there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where m 't or where women

can't go? \DKS-’D\N\M V\Q»\i M\/R

Are there memorial sites here, related a historig event, a story?

\Lu\$ f

Where are the emetenes fo\ llage”?
Are there buri>als wit ? Wherg are these places? ¢
- VJ/@KS \/<I§W/t \ W

Are there churches here? Or other religious buildings?

_‘: .

(A Golder
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS
Date: Time:

Which village: lnterVIewer @w&é@e "
O\\\\\’&-ﬁ)\:'t oL '{‘5% 3% ﬁ @%Q

(introduction on our work) O E

Good morning, my name is W : %\
What i izt;r\name please? Q~
0\ WSGVO ¥EN\QWUL l&x %

How long have you lived here?

(Were yoy born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you w&?)

o 2 1 &b
Wth&({be are you from? What is the native language her

If frorﬁ other plac

m)
When did you come? 0\ ; %\MB\A)
1K

w? Why?
WE% ;:Z:a\s;%d un‘\rﬁlﬁ 8 """ ‘ s7%you$oﬁﬁmwm
(A m%«\\c\m%

of the name of this v:Hage

AR § s C‘\\\‘e

eard bou} old pottery nearby? \/\Sé\)&iou w when this was mj:fgmade it?)
g‘&ﬂ 3"“”\9*\“’5 jﬁ\\aeo MM Osmv\ i

onestill Sake pottery ere? (Iron also/gopper)?

\ ’ WD e e olpar s
there\m&ldmonal beliefs in the v ::garo d\?&:,j\o &Q\'\ ? \ﬁteib
Q s s \\5(\\((9&_’0, i VL\%Q

Lu% \Aﬂ_,\

Are there any tradmonal beliefs.in this v ‘
@ Qe o & a\m
= a sl M=o
<9Vdo Seo .

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

\R\eQiﬂ NZ\./%'76816\;¥‘\ W\&OA\M g . &\E %\&g m o 2] GOldert
\MMW\%W&M{MM S\Ar»k

“heelslu o D st




A GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

e o

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) \
re there any stories assqciatedwith the Lake / es meng{? = > -
Q&(gv-« ﬁv\dewﬁS&l %V\&O\W@m&&%&:&&%%\( o Clb\/!‘d
{Are there any sites hearby which are spirtually important —on th e Shore or Esca .

i\

Are there any local laﬁm&(or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where m

or where women

"

can't go?

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? hat time of year?

Is this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certain people?

A <</

Are there memorial sites here, related historig,event, a story?

o

Where are the cemeteries fo\'l age”

Are there burials wiﬂ%’? Where are these places?
< \

Are there churches here? Or other reliﬁ/i::i::/ilhcfngs?

\%?“ \\/CCM\M

—

(—

"5
@' goicer
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Time: "\ 5??.,\, Which villagm& Interviewer: W
O\W 15

Date:
O\X \\\\» ACANES

(introduction on our work)

Good morning, my name is .....

O
What is your name please'7 %
WG %Gm%m&@ \\@w&w @Q‘

How long have you lived here?

Ao

(Were ﬁborn here? Do you, mind telhng e what year you we ?)

‘ \35\ .

Whrch\{i{)e are you from? What is the native languag
A
If from anaqther place’ #
Q8
When did%ou come?

How? Why”

Weare restéd in hlStO es'7 Do you know anything useful for us?

What is the ori ani fthe name o thls village M
N\ %%f
‘&b \V\& q\\ éﬁ‘g &ﬁﬁi\/& m

out old pottery nea Do y now when this was made or who made, it?) -

: “UIR_NE ouk Yo uma W
W& ey W )
one s\& ake pottery here? (Iron also/copper)? .

\S here any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?
k{o 4\% e~ M\o\w&% M_gq,v ,/%VW (\/uﬂ

Are there any Qdmonal beliefs in this village?

o .

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

N
N 3
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?

is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site? \
(CRVCT TG o) M \S(I\\&,OQQ Wégﬂg\)%\x <

(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) \LL ‘
e geegry SR el w Lt bas s

(W e any sites ne rby are spirifually gmpom on the Lake Shore or Esca
’S\A&&\o N Lo
ocal

Are there any I or practices/taboos in this area? For example where m t g8y or where women

can't go?

village? t time of year?

What special cultural ce onieg take ei
D~ W

Is this ceremony for everyon&? Or just for certa{n people.

Rw ke <@”

Are there memonal sites here, related a histo vent, a story?

Where are the c metenes fo\'llage.
j{%; bg:{s WIth ? Where are these place
- WQ w3y Nl g ol G e sudhre
Z .

Are there churches here? Or other religious buildings?

\% A e o Wgendla
<

&M{ (;»&Q%c C/w
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

>
Eiate: Time: % \0 hvmage Intewiewerzw

ﬁle f?bﬁﬁ%%‘ E:
(introduction on our work) O
Good morning, my name is . W ’ %\

\_ How long have you lived here?

What is yo r name please?
&%Ta__7$xyé&§0 <2>'

(Wer?&u born here? Do you, mind telhng me what year you w&?)

v 1213 v

ic trib are yqu from? What is the n lar?guage her, \/\L \0\1\/ D\S).)ft

If from anothe%\a/c:}\k &Rf\ﬁ\e\/ \/W \)&—ecl W‘Z
When did you come? ﬁe\%

\ 492

How? Why? %\ﬂ /

Qﬁ & g 3 CTWL \QPQ {MJ ( WMA\«% <

W interested in histo es? D you@s)\g an | for g’ &o\ \
AT < ¢ TUReX owean & letacie

What is the ori aning of the mame gf this village?
S g %\5 C/oéq\ QA LQA/\/).Q)/Q%Q/
eard_ about old pottery nearby? Do you know when this was made or wSo made it?) IJQCD AAZ/
PN N\kl VB
yone still make pottery here? (Iron also/copper)? \€<
\\\ §> Qﬁ&tifow

there any traditional bellefs in the villages around here?
\\' Ve lae Moo b AL oy wove. kil sy G
Q ke gLty = T

Are there any termonaI beliefs in this village?

Are there any sites associated with these beliefs?

'y JK\\L 2 ax \M Agg“c‘;lgm
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" GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Are there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Lik ver or a tree?
Who is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site? -

\\ '
(If on Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?)
Arepthere any stories asso |at d with the Lake /,escarpment? iv: ;
s L mtbﬂ%\ ) '\D&C}U\) (= 5C oy
(Are thertg/a}r%’f s nearby whi G&ZSMI y important — on the Lake Shbre or Esca

Are there any al aws or practices/taboos in
can't go? \ \ - \

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? - at time of year?

th|s ceremony for everyone” Orju forjjgi; people? V\‘W@ Y(MLQ/QS/

histo vent, a story?

ol

Are there memorial sites here, related t
\\"\7 A\

Where are he cemeteries fo

\
Are there burlals WIth/n

? Wtj?i;rj;hese places’?
Are there Wes here? Or other religious uum

\é%

=5
Bl
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

Time:

Which village:

o . Interviewer 5&;//"’7(/%’7_(56:
7/ ’1/ '} 2 30pm b '/a.nfemfp iZ =

troduction on our work)

a morning, my name is ..... %\
is your name please?
How long have you lived here? A
Frem 19973

Were you born here? Do you, mind telling me what year you &7?)
4,/0 /{/ﬁzr& /96

tribe are you from? What is the nat:ve language he

T'Hﬁh lace:
/f/") 71"0

/'773 Q

e £ %x}é tend Lea, o
Ne ﬁkw%n hls)tff// ges? Do you ki/o)vfanythmg useful for us? /ZW /(202)

Vhat is the o

eaning of the name of this village?

//e as§ompes e e ccer ﬁ&({on»é” e // erseng?

i 4

Ne heard about old pottery nearby7 Do you know wh thls was made or who made 1° (0;141/_{ )
e be L/ﬂj sed Jo S s/aj Flyr€ -

nyone stiil r"aK° oottery here? (iron also/

Adeone -

ere any traditional beliefs in the villages around here?

/f’//f ‘Q7 ég[lg,/é/s ‘e Wbéﬂf/&?&‘z,,

Are there any traditional beliefs in this village?

A oHe

re there

any sites associated with these beliefs? /(/Dﬂé

” 5
* Goider
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GOLDER ASSOCIATES COMMUNITY INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

e there any natural sites that are spiritually important to you? Like a river or a tree?
'ho is the guardian of that site? Can they show us the site?

n Flats - Is the lake or escarpment important to you, culturally or historically?) /LZO \
Are there any stories associated with the Lake / escarpment?) M‘O

Are there any sites nearby which are spiritually important — on the Lake Shore or Es

e there any local laws or practices/taboos in this area? For example, where

What special cultural ceremonies take place in this village? S hat time of year? p

s this ceremony for everyone? Or just for certam%% 07

Are there memorial sites here, relat a historic event, a story?

WNhere are the cemeterie N jllage?
ey e

village? Where are these places? '
I éWZ 14 Zn&t;/ /W e /)/Mff

Are there 2Ry chiggches here? Or other religious buildings?

¢ Clr ol

Are there burials

-
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As a global, employee-owned organisation with over 50 years of experience,
Golder Associates is driven by our purpose to engineer earth's development while
preserving earth’s integrity. We deliver solutions that help our clients achieve

their sustainable development goals by providing a wide range of independent

consulting, design and construction services in our specialist areas of earth,
environment and energy.

For more information, visit golder.com

Africa + 27 11 254 4800
Asia + 86 21 6258 5522
Australasia + 61 3 8862 3500
Europe + 44 1628 851851
North America + 1 800 275 3281
South America + 56 2 2616 2000

solutions@golder.com
www.golder.com

Golder Associates Africa (Pty) Ltd.

P.O. Box 6001

Halfway House, 1685

Building 1, Golder House, Magwa Crescent West
Maxwell Office Park, cnr.

Allandale Road and Maxwell Drive

Waterfall City

Midrand, 1685

South Africa

T: [+27] (11) 254 4800

Golder

¥ Associates
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