
 

REGISTRATION AND COMMENTS SHEET POPIA Consent Information 

 
NOTICE OF REVIEW OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT (EIA) AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAMME (EMPR) REPORT IN SUPPORT OF THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) APPLICATION IN TERMS 
OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT, 1998 
(ACT NO. 107 OF 1998), AS AMENDED (NEMA), SECTION 102 
AMENDMENT APPLICATION IN TERMS OF THE MINERAL AND 
PETROLEUM RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT, 2002 (MPRDA) 
(AS AMENDED); WASTE MANAGEMENT LICENSE (WML ) IN 
TERMS OF NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT: WASTE 
ACT, 2008 (ACT. 59 OF 2008) (NEMWA) AND INTEGRATED WATER 
USE LICENCE APPLICATION (IWULA) IN TERMS OF  THE 
NATIONAL WATER ACT, 1998 (ACT. NO 36 OF 1998), FOR THE 
PROPOSED UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT, WITHIN THE 
RUSTENBURG LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, BOJANALA PLATINUM 
DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY (BDM), NORTHWEST PROVINCE. 

 
DMRE REFERENCE NUMBER: NW 30/5/1/2/3/2/1/ (358) EM; NW 

00330MR/102; NW-00358MR/102 
MANYABE CONSULTANCY (PTY) LTD PROJECT CODE: 202308 

In terms of the Protection of Personal Information Act, 
2013 (Act No. 04 of 2013) (POPIA), Manyabe 
Consultancy (Pty) Ltd [the appointed Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner (EAP)] sought consent from 
I&APs, to collect and use their personal information 
for purposes of conducting the project’s Public 
Participation Process (PPP) in terms of the EIA 
Regulations, 2014, as amended. The Draft EIA and 
EMPr Report was subjected to public review and has 
been finalised and is being submitted to DMRE, which 
reflects all comments that have been received from all 
I&APs. In the context of the overall project and the 
PPP, all I&APs’ personal information: (i) full name (s) 
and surname (s); (ii) email address (es); and (iii) 
comments, concerns or objections submitted during 
the PPP, are being circulated by MC to Tharisa 
Minerals (Pty) Ltd (Tharisa) and the relevant 
competent authorities.  

I would like to be registered as an I&AP so that I may receive project updates for the duration of the proposed 
project.  

YES NO 

Please send me notifications by: 

Fax  

E-mail 

Cell phone (SMS) 

Post 

MY COMMENTS/ ISSUES/ CONCERNS ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

 

 

 

 

You are more than welcome to attach additional comments should the space provided not be sufficient.  

PLEASE ALSO ADD THE FOLLOWING I&AP IN YOUR DATABASE FOR FUTURE CORRESPONDENCE 

 
Your contribution in this process is highly appreciated.  

 

NAME AND SURNAME  

ORGANISATION  

E-MAIL  

RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

POSTAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE   

TELEPHONE NUMBER   

FAX NUMBER   

CELL PHONE NUMBER   

E-MAIL ADDRESS   

NAME AND SURNAME  

ORGANISATION  

E-MAIL  

RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

POSTAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

TELEPHONE NUMBER  

FAX NUMBER  

CELL PHONE NUMBER  

E-MAIL ADDRESS  



 
PAMPIRI YA GO IKWADISA LE GO DIRA DITSHWAELO Tshedimosetso ya go Dira Tumelelo ya POPIA 

 
KITSISO YA KOPO YA GO FIWA TETLA E E AMANANG LE DILO TSA 
TIKOLOGO (EA) GO YA KA MOLAO WA BOSETŠHABA WA BOTSAMAISI 
JWA TIKOLOGO, WA KA 1998 (MOLAO WA BO 107, WA KA 1998), O O 
TLHABOLOTSWENG (NEMA), KOPO YA KAROLO YA 102 E E 
TLHABOLOTSWENG GO YA KA MOLAO WA DIMENERALE LE 
TSWELETSOPELE YA DITSOMPELO TSA PETEROLEAMO, WA KA 2002 
(MPRDA) (O O TLHABOLOTSWENG); LAESENSE YA BOTSAMAISI JWA 
MATLAKALA (WML) GO YA KA BOTSAMAISI JWA BOSETŠHABA JWA 
TIKOLOGO: MOLAO WA MATLAKALA, WA KA 2008 (MOLAO WA BO 59 
WA KA 2008) (NEMWA) LE KOPO YA LAESENSE YA GO DIRISA METSI KA 
DITSELA TSE DI FAROLOGANENG TSE DI TLHAKANTSWENG (IWULA) 
GO YA KA MOLAO WA BOSETŠHABA WA METSI, WA KA 1998 (MOLAO 
WA BO 36 WA KA 1998), MO POROJEKENG E E TSHITSHINNGWANG YA 
KATOLOSO YA KAFA TLASE GA LEFATSHE, MO MMASEPALA WA 
SELEGAE WA RUSTENBURG, BOJANALA PLATINUM DISTRICT 
MUNICIPALITY (BDM), POROFENSE YA BOKONE BOPHIRIMA. 

 
NOMORO YA TSHUPETSO YA DMRE: NW30/5/1/2/3/2/1/358MR EM 

KHOUTU YA POROJEKE YA MANYABE CONSULTANCY (PTY) LTD: 
202308 

Go ya ka Molao wa Tshireletso ya Tshedimosetso ya 
Poraefete, wa ka 2013 (Molao wa bo 4 wa ka 2013) (POPIA), 
Manyabe Consultancy (Pty) Ltd (MC) e senka tumelelo ya gago 
ya gore e kgobokanye tshedimosetso ya gago ya poraefete le 
go e dirisa ka maikaelelo a go tsamaisa Thulaganyo ya go Nna 
le Seabe ga Baagi (PPP) ya porojeke eno go tsamaisana le 
Ditaelo tsa Tshekatsheko ya Ditlamorago tse di Nnang Teng 
mo Tikologong (EIA), 2014, o o tlhabolotsweng. Pegelo ya 
Tshekatsheko e e tlhatlhobiwang ke baagi e tlile go konelwa le 
go romelwa kwa Lefapheng la Ditsompelo tsa Diminerale le 
Eneji (DMRE), go sekaseka dikakgelo tsotlhe tse di ka bong di 
amogetswe go tswa go Makoko otlhe a a Nang le Kgatlhego 
mo go Seno le a a Angwang ke Seno (I&APs). Mo maemong a 
porojeke ka kakaretso le (PPP), tshedimosetso yotlhe ya 
poraefete ya I&AP e tlile go akaretsa: (i) (le)maina ka botlalo le 
sefane; (ii) (di)aterese ya imeile; le (iii) dikakgelo, dikamego 
kgotsa dikganetso tse di rometsweng (fa di le teng) ka nako ya 
PPP. Khampani ya MC e rata go kopa tetla ya gago ya gore 
tshedimosetso ya gago ya poraefete e romelwe bathong ba ba 
farologaneng kwa khampaning ya Tharisa le kwa bathating ba 
ba maleba ba ba tshwereng marapo.  

Ke rata go kwadisiwa jaaka I&AP gore ke kgone go amogela tshedimosetso e e kaga diphetogo tsa porojeke 
eno mo sebakeng sotlhe se porojeke eno e e tshitshintsweng e tlileng go se tsaya.  

EE NNYAA 

Ke kopa gore lo nthomelele dikitsiso ka: 

Fekese  

Imeile 

Selefounu (SMS) 

Ka poso 

DITSHWAELO/DIKGANG/DIKAMEGO TSA ME MO POROJENG ENO E E TSHITSHINNGWANG KE TSE DI LATELANG: 

 

 

 

 

 

O dumeletswe gore o ngaparetse dikakgelo tse dingwe fano fa go ka diragala gore sebaka se o se filweng se bo se sa lekana.  

RE KOPA GORE O TSENYE LE I&AP E E LATELANG MO POLOKELONG YA GAGO YA TSHEDIMOSETSO GO DIRISA SENO 
MO DITLHAELETSANONG TSA MO ISAGWENG 

 
Re lebogela seabe sa gago mo thulaganyong eno go menagane.  

 

LEINA LE SEFANE  

MOKGATLHO  

IMEILE  

ATERESE YA BONNO 
 

KHOUTU YA POSO  

ATERESE YA POSO 
 

KHOUTU YA POSO   

NOMORO YA MOGALA   

NOMORO YA FEKESE   

NOMORO YA 
SELEFOUNU 

  

ATERESE YA IMEILE   

LEINA LE SEFANE  

MOKGATLHO  

IMEILE  

ATERESE YA BONNO 
 

KHOUTU YA POSO  

ATERESE YA POSO 
 

KHOUTU YA POSO  

NOMORO YA MOGALA  

NOMORO YA FEKESE  

NOMORO YA SELEFOUNU  

ATERESE YA IMEILE  



 

REGISTRATION AND COMMENTS SHEET POPIA Consent Information 

 
NOTICE OF REVIEW OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT (EIA) AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAMME (EMPR) IN SUPPORT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
AUTHORISATION (EA) APPLICATION IN TERMS OF THE NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT, 1998 (ACT NO. 107 OF 
1998), AS AMENDED (NEMA), SECTION 102 AMENDMENT 
APPLICATION IN TERMS OF THE MINERAL AND PETROLEUM 
RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT, 2002 (MPRDA) (AS AMENDED); 
WASTE MANAGEMENT LICENSE (WML ) IN TERMS OF NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT: WASTE ACT, 2008 (ACT. 59 OF 
2008) (NEMWA) AND INTEGRATED WATER USE LICENCE 
APPLICATION (IWULA) IN TERMS OF  THE NATIONAL WATER ACT, 
1998 (ACT. NO 36 OF 1998), FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND 
EXPANSION PROJECT, WITHIN THE RUSTENBURG LOCAL 
MUNICIPALITY, BOJANALA PLATINUM DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY 
(BDM), NORTHWEST PROVINCE. 

 
DMRE REFERENCE NUMBER: NW30/5/1/2/3/2/1/358MR EM 

MANYABE CONSULTANCY (PTY) LTD PROJECT CODE: 202308 

In terms of the Protection of Personal Information Act, 
2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013) (POPIA), Manyabe 
Consultancy (Pty) Ltd (MC) seeks your consent to 
collect and use your personal information for 
purposes of conducting the project’s Public 
Participation Process (PPP) in terms of the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 
2014, as amended. The Draft EIA and EMPr Report; 
and the Integrated Water and Waste Management Plan 
(IWWMP) that are being subjected to public review are 
also being made available to the Competent 
Authorities (CAs), which reflect all comments 
received from all Interested and Affected Parties 
(I&APs) thus far. In the context of the overall project 
and the PPP, all I&APs personal information: (i) full 
name (s) and surname; (ii) email address (es); and (iii) 
comments, concerns or objections submitted during 
the PPP. MC would like  to request for your consent 
for the circulation of your personal information to 
Tharisa and the relevant competent authorities.  

I would like to be registered as an I&AP so that I may receive project updates for the duration of the proposed 
project.  

YES NO 

Please send me notifications by: 

Fax  

E-mail 

Cell phone (SMS) 

Post 

MY COMMENTS/ ISSUES/ CONCERNS ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT ARE AS FOLLOWS: 

 

 

 

 

 

You are more than welcome to attach additional comments should the space provided not be sufficient.  

PLEASE ALSO ADD THE FOLLOWING I&AP IN YOUR DATABASE FOR FUTURE CORRESPONDENCE 

 
Your contribution in this process is highly appreciated.  

 

NAME AND SURNAME  

ORGANISATION  

E-MAIL  

RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

POSTAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE   

TELEPHONE NUMBER   

FAX NUMBER   

CELL PHONE NUMBER   

E-MAIL ADDRESS   

NAME AND SURNAME  

ORGANISATION  

E-MAIL  

RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

POSTAL ADDRESS 
 

POSTAL CODE  

TELEPHONE NUMBER  

FAX NUMBER  

CELL PHONE NUMBER  

E-MAIL ADDRESS  



COMMENTS AND RESPONSES REPORT 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA) AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME (EMPR) REPORT AND 

ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) APPLICATION LODGED IN TERMS OF THE 
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT, 1998 (ACT NO. 107 OF 1998), AS 

AMENDED (NEMA), SECTION 102 AMENDMENT APPLICATION IN TERMS OF THE 
MINERAL AND PETROLEUM RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT, 2002 (ACT NO. 28 

OF 2002), AS AMENDED (MPRDA); WASTE MANAGEMENT LICENSE (WML) IN 
TERMS OF NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT: WASTE ACT, 2008 (ACT 

NO. 59 OF 2008) (NEMWA) AND INTEGRATED WATER USE LICENCE APPLICATION 
(IWULA) IN TERMS OF THE NATIONAL WATER ACT, 1998 (ACT NO. 36 OF 1998), 

FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT, WITHIN THE 
RUSTENBURG LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, BOJANALA PLATINUM DISTRICT 

MUNICIPALITY (BDM), NORTHWEST PROVINCE. 

Prepared for: 

THARISA MINERALS (PTY) LTD  

 

 

 
Portion 8, Farm 342 JQ, Marikana, 0284 

Telephone: +27 14 572 0700 
Website: www.tharisa.com 

 

Prepared by: 

 

 
 
 

Unit 269, Corner Paul Smith Street and 10th Avenue 
Ravenswood Mews, Block F, Boksburg North, 1459 

Tel: +2711 863 1079 
Website: www.manyabeconsultancy.com 

Contact Person: Ms Mpho Manyabe 
Date: May 2025 



PREFACE 

Section 41 of Government Notice Regulation (GNR.) No. 982 in Government Gazette No. 38202 (04 December 
2014), as amended, of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as amended, 
promulgated in terms of Section 24(5) and 44 of the of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 
No.107 of 1998), as amended (NEMA), makes provision for comments from Interested and Affected Parties 
(I&APs) to be recorded in reports and plans, and that such written comments, including responses to such 
comments, are attached to the reports and plans that are submitted to the competent authorities in this case, 
the North West Department of Mineral Resources and Energy (DMRE). 

This report constitutes the Comments and Responses Report (CRR) which captures the issues raised by 
stakeholders during the Scoping and Environmental Impact Reporting (S&EIR) process for the proposed 
Underground Expansion Project, within the Rustenburg Local Municipality, Bojanala District Municipality, 
Northwest Province.  

As part of the announcement, notification letters which appended registration sheets were sent to all identified 
I&APs. Four (4) site notices were erected at places conspicuous and accessible by the public in and around the 
proposed study area. One (1) newspaper advertisement was placed in the Rustenburg Herald Newspaper on 
Friday, 09 February 2024. The availability of the Draft Scoping Report was announced from Friday, 09 
February 2024 to Monday, 11 March 2024. The Final Scoping Report was made available for public comment 
from Wednesday, 13 November 2024 to Friday, 13 December 2024. The Draft EIA and Environmental 
Management Programme (EMPr) Report was made available from 04 April 2025 to Wednesday, 14 May 2025. 
Comments which were/ are being received from stakeholders have been/ are being captured in this CRR as it 
is not a static document but is, however, updated as and when comments are received. This report is being 
updated as the S&EIR process unfolds.  

 
POPIA Consent Information 

In terms of the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 04 of 2013) (POPIA), Manyabe 
Consultancy (Pty) Ltd [the appointed Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP)] sought consent 
from I&APs, to collect and use their personal information for purposes of conducting the project’s 
Public Participation Process (PPP) in terms of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended. The Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report was subjected to public review and has been finalised and is being submitted to 
DMRE, which reflects all comments that have been received from all I&APs. In the context of the 
overall project and the PPP, all I&APs’ personal information: (i) full name (s) and surname (s); (ii) email 
address (es); and (iii) comments, concerns or objections submitted during the PPP, are being 
circulated by MC to Tharisa Minerals (Pty) Ltd (Tharisa) and the relevant competent authorities.  

 



 

Table 1: Comments received on the review of the Draft and Final Scoping, Draft EIA and EMPr Reports.  

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 

The following Comments were received from the Adjacent Landowner (SVS Boerdery): 
 

• Thank you for reaching out to us during your Public Participation Programme and as 
direct neighbours of your project. 

• I would like to inform you about the presence of our boreholes on our property. 

• Given the scale and scope of your project and the potential negative impact on our local 
water resources, I request that you inspect our boreholes and provide a report on the 
current water tables and the amount of water available for our use and how this may 
affect both the water tables and the availability of water for our farming industry. 

• As our farming operations rely heavily on these water sources and is directly dependant 
on the water supply, any changes in water availability could significantly affect our 
business. It is crucial for us to understand any potential impact your project may have 
on our water and the broader farming industry in our area. 

• We would appreciate your undivided and prompt attention to this urgent matter and 
response regarding your detailed findings as a Managing Director and South African 
Council for Natural Scientific Professions (SACNASP) Registered Scientist. 

Email received on 15 
November 2024 and 
26 November 2024.  

A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 requesting for 
clarification on the farms and portions owned by SVS Boerdery. 
Additionally, the I&AP was asked to make available any plan, 
coordinates and the number of boreholes. 

None 

On 11 December 2024, a response from Lizl Clarke Kriel was received, with the following 
information: 
 
The five farms belonging to Willem van Schalkwyk where the boreholes are located: 
 

• SVS Boerdery (Pty) Ltd – Citrus farm and instant lawn farm – 2x boreholes. 

• JVS Hoenders – Livestock – Chicken farm – 1x borehole. 

• Selborne – Citrus farm – 1x borehole. 

• Rondekopje – Citrus farm – 1x borehole. 

• Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1x borehole. 

• Homestead- Instant lawn farm – 1x borehole. 

Emails received on 15 
November 2024, 26 
November 2024 and 
11 December 2024. 

A response email was sent on 27 January 2025 as follows: 
 

• Many thanks for acknowledging consultation as the adjacent 
landowner in relation to the project. 

• The following boreholes coordinates have been received via email 
sent on 11 December 2024. Please confirm the boreholes 
information as shared by “Lizl Clarke Kriel” 

 

Ite
m 
No 

SVS 
Boerdery 
Boreholes 

Name 

Farm & 
Portion Names 

Longitud
e 

Latitude 

1. Kompong 
Borehole 

Portion 47 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 

-
25.76040

14 

27.4949518 

2. Homestead 
Borehole 

Portion 30 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 

-
25.76269

7 

27.480953 

3. Pakhuis 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) of 
Portion 27 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/27/343) 

-
25.76522

21 

27.495551 

4. Rondekopje 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) of 
Portion 29 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/29/343) 

-
25.75646

17 

27.4765324 

5. JVS 
Hoenders 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) of 
Portion 27 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/27/343) 

-
25.76998

71 

27.4829898 

None 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

6. Selborne 
Borehole 

Portion 31 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 

-
25.76230

56 

27.4766607 

 
Clarity was sought for the “Italicised “items: 
 

• SVS Boerdery (Pty) Ltd – Citrus farm & Instant lawn farm – 2x 
boreholes – Clarity on these boreholes is not consistent with the 
shared google earth imagery boreholes labels document. The 2x 
Boreholes, are they SVS Boerdery & Kompong? Or this is one 
borehole? 

• Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1x borehole  - This is not named on the 
google earth imagery boreholes document shared. 

a. Based on the boreholes provided above, which are outside of the 
Tharisa Mining Right Area (MRA) and the Hydrogeological Impact 
Assessment Modelling Technical Report conducted by Artesium 
Consulting Services (Pty) Ltd (30 April 2024),  it states that 
underground development must be planned at least 100m away 
from river features and recommends that a ± 100m crown pillar be 
left where mining goes underneath the Sterkstroom river. Potential 
linkages (faulting) should be grouted (i.e. semi sealed) when 
encountered as the preferred mitigation option. Boreholes towards 
the north of the open pits could potentially encounter loss of yield 
due to dewatering of the shallower underground units (< ± 200 
mbgl). Due to mine dewatering, the local groundwater flow 
directions in the deeper fractured aquifer are generally re-directed 
towards the mine. The general groundwater flow direction is from 
south to north, or southeast to northwest Boreholes (community 
boreholes/third party) located within the Tharisa MRA are used for 
domestic and agricultural purposes (livestock and irrigation).  From 
the hydrocensus, only one borehole was found within the Tharisa 
underground footprint (Borehole HPH36) which utilises groundwater 
for domestic purposes. Pump tests of a range of boreholes indicated 
that the average upper aquifer yield is between 1 and 2.5 litres 
/second. Therefore, it is identified that most of the boreholes are 
used for domestic and agricultural (livestock and irrigation) 
purposes within the Tharisa MRA. The groundwater elevations 
within the mining area range ~1 175 to 1 210 metres above mean 
sea level (mams) and it is noted that the weathered aquifer, as well 
as the alluvial aquifer along the Sterkstroom River, supports most 
irrigation and domestic water-supply boreholes throughout the 
region. 

b. As described above, most of the boreholes (community 
boreholes/third party) which are used for domestic and agricultural 
(livestock and irrigation) purposes are within Tharisa’s MRA and 
your boreholes as the adjacent landowners are taken into 
consideration.  The Hydrogeological Impact Assessment report 
records that the weathered aquifer, as well as the alluvial aquifer 
along the Sterkstroom River, supports most irrigation and domestic 
water-supply boreholes throughout the region and that Tharisa is 
aware of that. Therefore, the below potential impacts have been 
identified during the Scoping  Phase and further impacts (if any) will 
be determined during the EIA Phase for which you will be notified 
as the adjacent landowner for reports’ review and commenting. The 
EMPr will be compiled to safeguard against the any potential 
impacts that might affect these water sources within the Tharisa’s 
MRA. See the potential impacts table below: 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

 

Potential Impact Mitigation Type Significa
nce 

Reduced 
recharge of 
groundwater due 
to increased run-
off. 

Minimise through soil management 
programme. 

Low 
Negative 

Replenishment of 
groundwater 
aquifer 

Surface and Groundwater 
monitoring. 

Low 
Negative 

Reduced 
groundwater 
quantity as a 
result of 
dewatering for 
underground 
mining 

Control through groundwater 
monitoring programme; and 
Compensation of impacted 
landowners where proven to be 
impacted from mine dewatering. 

Medium 
Negative 

Dewatering and 
loss of yield from 
potable (villages) 
and/or 
agricultural water 
supply boreholes 
within the Zone of 
Influence (ZOI) 

Tharisa is situated within a minor 
aquifer region, characterised by 
poor to minor groundwater quality. 
Based on analogue data from 
similar mining operations in similar 
geology, there is a low risk of the 
shallow aquifer being affected by 
deep underground mining. 
However, based on the 
precautionary principle and 
scenario modelling, drawdown for 
the high dewatering case scenario 
was evident. From the 2024 
hydrocensus (Figure 1 below), 
limited groundwater users were 
found within the underground 
extension zone (Borehole HPH36), 
but it is recommended to conduct a 
detailed hydrocensus based on the 
modelled ZOI to map all users and 
include in monitoring protocol post 
EIA phase. Continual monitoring 
based on the monitoring protocol. 
Abstraction volume and water level 
monitoring and observations if 
geological fractures are 
intersected at depth during 
underground mining (more data 
required); grout and attempt to seal 
if abstraction is deemed excessive. 

Low 
Negative 



 

 
Figure 1: The 2024 hydrocensus, limited groundwater users were found 
within the underground extension zone. 
 
c. Two Conceptual Site Models (CSM) across both the west and east 

open pit and proposed underground extension were constructed to 
gain a better understanding of the potential impacts (and receptors) 
prior to numerical modelling. Underground development is planned 
at least 100m away from river features, but it is recommended that 
a ± 100m crown pillar be left where mining goes underneath the 
Sterkstroom river. Potential linkages (faulting) should be grouted 
(i.e. semi sealed) when encountered as the preferred mitigation 
option. Due to the low hydraulic conductivities of local geology, 
underground dewatering is not expected to significantly affect the 
shallow aquifer zone based on benchmarking with similar studies 
(expected case), but a high dewatering case (i.e. worst case) in line 
with the precautionary principle is also shown in the conceptual 
models due to uncertainty related to deep hydrogeological 
parameters. Boreholes towards the north of the open pits could 
potentially encounter loss of yield due to dewatering of the shallower 
underground units [< ± 200 metres below ground level (mbgl)]. 
From the hydrocensus, only one borehole was found within the 
Tharisa underground footprint (Borehole HPH36) which utilises 
groundwater for domestic purposes. Based on the conceptual 
models and the abovementioned discussions, the following 
potential receptors (Figure 2 below) are noted: 

• Loss of flow from the Sterkstroom due to underground mining below 
the river; and 

• Potential loss of potable/agricultural boreholes directly north of the 
Tharisa Mine. [*For which your boreholes are excluded, since 
due to mine dewatering, the local groundwater flow directions 
in the deeper fractured aquifer are generally re-directed 
towards the mine. The general groundwater flow direction is 
from “south to north”, or “southeast to northwest” which are 
least likely to affect your boreholes water supply]. 



 

 
Figure 2: Potential Receptors 
 
d. From the attached Map based on the provided boreholes 

information and Hydrogeological Impact Assessment Modelling 
Technical Report conducted by Artesium Consulting Services (Pty) 
Ltd (30 April 2024), the six (6) boreholes provided are the least to 
be affected as they are outside Tharisa’s MRA (see the attached 
Map) and not located within the North of the Tharisa’s MRA. From 
the above discussion, the below conclusions are drawn: 

- Tharisa Mine is situated in a developed mining region, with several 
mines situated downstream and agricultural activities upstream of 
the proposed development. The groundwater levels from monitoring 
data indicate limited impacts from mine dewatering and 
groundwater use for mining purposes. Due to low hydraulic 
conductivities associated with the local geology (and analogue 
data), underground dewatering is not expected to significantly affect 
the shallow aquifer zone. However, due to the uncertainty related to 
deep hydrogeological parameters, scenario modelling showed that 
a cone of influence could occur (±50 – 100m drawdown) should 
linkage be present with the shallower Lonmin underground 
operations and/or shallow aquifer. These linkages would be discrete 
based on the current hydrogeological understanding, with cover 
drilling and grouting (i.e. semi sealing) being the preferred mitigation 
option. The existence of hydraulic connections between 
Underground Mining and Strekstroom River, especially when 
mining commences below the stream, is not yet confirmed.  

 
- The site is situated on a minor aquifer region, with a rating of “least 

vulnerable”. This is confirmed with the Aquifer testing results 
showing moderate to low permeability (1 – 1E-03 m/d) and typical 
low borehole yields of 0.1 - 1 L/s occur on site. Based on analogue 
data from similar projects, it is unlikely that the deep 
underground units will have any impact on the shallow aquifer 
zones.  

 

• The dewatering impact from the east pit is shown to extend ± 450 – 
600 m north, with limited extent towards the south due to the 
Tailings Storage Facilities (TSFs). The west pit and far west pit 
dewatering cone extends ± 350 – 450 m north, and ± 450 – 650 m 
south. Minimal drawdown effects could be experienced by 
groundwater users directly upstream of the west mine pits, with 
none of the known boreholes downstream modelled to 
experience drawdown effects.  
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• The expected dewatering case ZOI is modelled to extend 1.2 – 1.5 
km towards the north from the Tharisa open pits (1 300 ha), where 
the shallowest part of the Tharisa underground extension is located 
(< 250m). 

- Based on the abovementioned impacts table, mitigation measures 
and controls would include within the Tharisa’s MRA: 

• No mining within 100m floodline of the Sterkstroom river, crown 
pillar of at least 100m below the Strekstroom. Cover drilling; 
Grouting (semi sealing) of water flowing through fractures. 

• Tharisa is situated within a minor aquifer region, characterised by 
poor to minor groundwater quality. Based on analogue data from 
similar mining operations in similar geology, there is a low risk of the 
shallow aquifer being affected by deep underground mining. 
However, based on the precautionary principle and scenario 
modelling, drawdown for the high dewatering case scenario was 
evident. From the 2024 hydrocensus, limited groundwater users 
were found within the underground extension zone (Borehole 
HPH36), but it is recommended to conduct a detailed hydrocensus 
based on the modelled ZOI to map all users and include in 
monitoring protocol post EIA phase. Continual monitoring based on 
the monitoring protocol. Abstraction volume and water level 
monitoring and observations if geological fractures are intersected 
at depth during underground mining (more data required); grout and 
attempt to seal if abstraction is deemed excessive. 

• It is recommended that boreholes fitted with pumps be equipped 
with dip tubes to be able to monitor groundwater levels actively and 
accurately. 

• Underground development is planned at least 100m away from river 
features, but it is recommended that a 100m crown pillar be left 
where mining goes underneath the Sterkstroom river. 

 
We acknowledge the: “Request that you want Tharisa Minerals (Pty) Ltd 
(the Applicant)  to inspect your boreholes and provide a report on the 
current water tables and the amount of water available for your use and 
how this may affect both the water tables and the availability of water at 
your farming industry”. The “Hydrogeological Impact Assessment 
Modelling Technical Report” is available for reading and for your 
analysis and the request shall be communicated with the client 
concerning the boreholes located at Portions RE/27, RE/29, 30, 31 and 
47 of Buffelspoort 343 JQ  that you own. However, let it be known that 
none of the known boreholes downstream modelled are expected to 
experience drawdown effects due to the proposed underground mining. 
 
Many thanks for commenting and raising your concern as the adjacent 
landowner and your comments are noted and will be included in the final 
EIR and EMPr reports for the Authorities to put conditions to be complied 
with when the underground mining project is approved. At this stage, 
you will be notified as the I&AP (adjacent landowner) of the commenting 
period of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report, including the updated 
specialists’ studies reports. 

A response email from Lizl Clarke Kriel was received on 28 January 2025, providing 
responses to the queries raised on boreholes located on SVS Boerdery and Zwartbok farms. 
 

• SVS Boerdery (Pty) Ltd – Citrus farm & instant lawn farm – 2x boreholes. 
Response: We have two boreholes on this farm: Packhouse and the Kompong. They are 
at two different places on the Farm. 
 

A response to email 
received on Tuesday, 
28 January 2025 from 

Lizl Clarke Kriel  

An acknowledgement email was sent to Lizl Clarke Kriel thanking them 
for confirmation of the clarity raised in the response email that was sent 
by the EAP on the 27 January 2025. 

None 
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• Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1x borehole  
Response: There are two (2) boreholes on this farm.  
A. Dolf’s house  
B. Ursula’s house – they are staying on Zwartbok farm. 

The following comments were made: 
 
The wayleave application/ background information document with project reference number 
202308 dated 09 February 2024 has reference. 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by the proposal.   

• The applicant’s awareness of the existence of Transnet’s pipeline servitudes and 
concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 10 February 2024. 
 
 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 MR dated 20 
March 2024 has reference. 
 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by the proposal. 

• The applicant’s awareness of the existence of Transnet's pipeline servitudes and 
concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 20 March 2024. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 MR dated 20 
March 2024 has reference 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by the proposal. 

• Your awareness of the existence of Transnet’s pipeline servitudes and concern for their 
integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 14 November 2024. 
 
 
 
 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 MR has 
reference: 

• The Project proposal does not affect Transnet Property Rights”. 

Email received on 10 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 

 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 20 
March 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
by Niara 

Environmental 
Consultants (Niara) (a 

Community Health 
Impact Assessment 
specialist appointed 
by the EAP) on 20 

March 2024 
 
 

Email received on 14 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 13 
November 2024 

 
 
 
 

Email received on 14 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 13 
November 2024 

 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 16 May 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project and authorisation which is valid for 48 
months from the date - 14 November 2024 granted by Transnet. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project and acknowledging that “the Project 
proposal does not affect Transnet Property Rights”. 

None 

An email was received having attached guidelines for consideration. Email received on 25 
March 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
by Niara (a 

Community Health 
Impact Assessment 
specialist appointed 
by the EAP) on 20 

March 2024. 

A response email was sent on 16 May 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project. 

None 
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• Mariette Liefferink, on behalf of the Federation for a Sustainable Environment (FSE), 
thanked the EAP for the notification. 

• She asked that FSE be registered as an I&AP. 

Email received on 11 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project, assuring them that they have been 
registered on the project database. 

None 

The following comments were made: 

• All development applications are processed via our online portal, the South African 
Heritage Resources Information System (SAHRIS) found at the following link: 
http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  

• We do not accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or DropBox links as 
official submissions. 

• Create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all documents 
pertaining to the EA Application Process. As per section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 
38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA), an 
assessment of heritage resources must form part of the process, and the assessment 
must comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. If a case already exists on SAHRIS 
regarding the development, upload the documents to that case using the "Make an 
additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector wizard 
https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector.  

• Ensure that all documents produced as part of the EA process are submitted as part of 
the application. 

 
 
 
The following comments were made: 

• All development applications are processed via our online portal, the SAHRIS found at 
the following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  

• We do not accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or DropBox links as 
official submissions. 

• Create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all documents 
pertaining to the EA Application Process. As per section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 
38(8) of the NHRA, an assessment of heritage resources must form part of the process, 
and the assessment must comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. If a case already 
exists on SAHRIS regarding the development, upload the documents to that case using 
the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector 
wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector.  

• Ensure that all documents produced as part of the EA process are submitted as part of 
the application. 

• An application fee is now required for all section 38 applications. Please ensure that the 
SAHRIS application contains a proof of payment as per the notice at the following link: 
https://sahris.org.za/help. 

• A payment of R 2 000.00 for each application is required. Please make separate 
payments with the specific reference numbers. Applications that do not include a proof 
of payment will be considered incomplete and will not be processed until proof of 
payment is provided. 

• Please make use of the SAHRIS Case ID in the payment reference. e.g. 12345/38.8. 
Please upload the proof of payment using the "Make an additional submission to an 
existing case" in the application selector wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-
selector. The case officer assigned to your case will approve the submission and begin 
to process the case. 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 15 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 
review of the 

submitted Final 
Scoping Report to the 

DMRE on 13 
November 2024.  

An application was created on 26 February 2024. 
 
Case ID: 22042 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent to “Boitshepo Motsodisa” with the following 
highlights: 

• The Application was submitted along with the Proof of Payment 
(POP) via SAHRIS online portal. From the submission of the Draft 
Scoping Report, the interim letter was received on 05 December 
2024 as per the attached, for which the comments therein will be 
addressed.  

None 

INTERIM COMMENT DATED: 0 5 DECEMBER 2024 BY SAHRA ON THE DRAFT 
SCOPING REPORT (DSR) ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) – WASTE 
MANAGEMENT LICENSE (WML); SECTION 102 AMENDMENT AND INTEGRATED 
WATER USE LICENCE APPLICATION (IWULA) FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND 
EXPANSION PROJECT (TRANSITIONING FROM THE CURRENT OPENCAST MINING 

Interim Comment 
(Case ID 22042) 
received on 05 

December 2024. 

LETTER OF RESPONSE BY EAP TO THE ISSUED INTERIM 
COMMENT (DATED 05 DECEMBER 2024) BY SAHRA WAS SENT 
ON 27 JANUARY 2025. THE FOLLOWING RESPONSES WERE 
PROVIDED IN THE LETTER: 
 

None 
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TO UNDERGROUND MINING), WITHIN THE RUSTENBURG LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, 
BOJANALA DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY, NORTHWEST PROVINCE WAS RECEIVED 
WITH THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS: 
 

• SAHRA requests that an assessment of the impacts to heritage resources that complies 
with section 38(3) of the NHRA as required by section 38(8) of the NHRA and section 
24(4)b(iii) of NEMA be conducted as part of the EA process. 

• The assessment must include an assessment of the impact to archaeological 
resources. The field-based assessment of archaeological resources must be conducted 
by a qualified archaeologist and the report comply with the SAHRA 2007 Minimum 
Standards: Archaeological and Palaeontological Components of Impact Assessment 
Reports (see www.asapa.co.za or www.aphp.org.za for a list of qualified 
archaeologists). The assessment must include the track logs of the area to be surveyed. 

• Any other heritage resources as defined in section 3 of the NHRA that may be impacted, 
such as built structures over 60 years old, sites of cultural significance associated with 
oral histories, burial grounds and graves, graves of victims of conflict, and cultural 
landscapes or viewscapes must also be assessed. 

• An amended .kml file must also be submitted to map the entire development area as a 
polygon and not a single point. 

• The Draft Environmental Impact Assessment (DEIA) along with its appendices must be 
submitted to the case. 

• The applicant is advised to extend the EA process in terms of section 19(1)b of the 
NEMA EIA regulations in order to address this comment. Further comments will be 
issued upon receipt of the above requested reports. 

• Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the 
case number quoted above in the case header. 

 
 
 
 

• For the DSR, a heritage screener has been undertaken which 
summarises the heritage impact assessments and studies 
previously undertaken within the area of the proposed development 
and its surroundings. The recommendation made from the heritage 
screener is based on the available information, the proposed 
development is not likely to impact on significant heritage resources 
and as such, it is recommended that no further heritage impact 
assessments are required in terms of section 38 of the NHRA. 

• In the assessment completed by Pistorius (2009, SAHRIS NID 
19955) for the Tharisa Mine, the following heritage resources that 
exist within the mine area: Stonewalled settlements which date from 
the Late Iron Age; Historical structures such as farmhouses with 
outbuildings, agricultural infrastructure and the van Rensburg 
School (now called the Retief Primary School); At least six 
graveyards as well as Objects with heritage significance such as 
outdated and discarded agricultural implements. As indicated in 
Figure 3, the area proposed has been subject to heritage impact 
assessments in the past. In 2023 ,Kruger, on behalf of CES 
conducted an HIA near the southern border of the MRA 
(SAHRISNID162931). His findings are not yet extracted to SAHRIS. 
It is unlikely that the sites identified by Kruger will be impacted by 
the proposed development as they are located more than 1km away 
from the West Mine. It is clear that all of the area proposed for 
development has been either previously surveyed for heritage 
resources (Figure 3) or is already extensively disturbed by the 
existing mine activities. From the Heritage Screener (Figure 1.1-
1.5), it is very unlikely that the proposed development will impact 
negatively on any significant archaeological heritage resources. No 
further assessment of the impact to archaeological heritage is 
recommended, as the underground nature of the mine is unlikely to 
impact the above-ground structures. 

 
Figure 3: Previous HIAs Map. Previous Heritage Impact Assessments 
surrounding the proposed development area, with SAHRIS NIDs 
indicated (Refer to Appendix 2 for a full reference list on the Heritage 
Screener) 

• Based on the available information, that the proposed development 
is not likely to impact on significant heritage resources and as such, 
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it is recommended that no further heritage impact assessments are 
required in terms of section 38 of the NHRA. 

• An amended polygon kml will be submitted to the existing SAHRIS 
case (Case ID: 22042). 

• The DEIA along with its appendices will be submitted to the existing 
SAHRIS case (Case ID: 22042). 

• The EA process will proceed to the Impact Assessment Phase, 
where these comments as addressed will be incorporated into the 
Draft EIA and EMPr Report, and subjected to another PPP of at 
least 30 days. 

• Nokusho Ngobeni with email: nngobeni@sahra.org.za shall be 
contacted using the Case ID: 22042. 

The I&AP requested a proper layout and coordinates in latitude and longitude. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments as received from the letter are as follows: 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT FOR PUBLIC COMMENT, FOR THE UNDERGROUND 
EXPANSION PROJECT AT EAST AND WEST MINES FOR THARISA MINERALS. 
 
The application affects Eskom’s North West Operating Unit. The following Eskom 
infrastructures are affected: WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM37/2/2 11 kV 
Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM37/2A 11 kV Pole 
Mount Switching Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM37/1 11 kV Pole 
Mounted Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11kV Feeder WM39 11 kV Pole Mounted 
Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 ·11 kV Feeder WM40A 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr 
Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM41 11 kV Pole Mount Switching Bay, 
WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11kV Feeder WM40/3 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, 
WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM31 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, 
BIGHORN/ TAILINGS 1 88kV Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to TAILINGS SUB Conductor, 
BIGHORNl/ TAILINGS 2 88kV Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to TAILINGS SUB Conductor, 
BIGHORN/ CCT 1 88kV Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to CCT SUB Conductor.  
 
Eskom Distribution will raise no objection to the proposed application, provided Eskom's 
rights and services are acknowledged and always respected. 
 

• There is 9 metres building and tree restriction on either side of the centre line of the 11 
kV power lines, which must be adhered to in all future developments. No construction 
work may be executed closer than 9 meters from any of Eskom's structures and or 
supporting mechanisms. The building restriction for 132 kV on each side of the centre 
of the power line is 15.5m and the separation distance between parallel lines is 21 m.  

• All work within Eskom Distribution reserve area and servitudes must be done in 
accordance with the requirements of the Occupational Health and Safety Act, 1993 (Act 
No. 85 of 1993), as amended (OHSA). Special attention must be given to the clearances 
between Eskom's conductors, structures, cables and electrical apparatus and the 
proposed work as stipulated by Regulation R15 of the Electrical Installations 
Regulations of the aforementioned Act or any other legal requirements. The 
requirements of the OHSA must be adhered to in conditions where they are existing. 

• Eskom Distribution's services and equipment must be always acknowledged and may 
not be tampered or interfered with. 

• All work within Eskom Distribution reserve area and servitudes must be done in 
accordance with the requirements of the OHSA Special attention must be given to the 
clearances between Eskom's conductors, structures, cables and electrical apparatus 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 
 
 
Email received on 21 

February 2024.  

A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached a KMZ 
file of the project area. 

None 
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and the proposed work as stipulated by Regulation R15 of the Electrical Installations 
Regulations of the aforementioned Act or any other legal requirement. 

• The Applicant’s and Eskom's cables must be placed in sleeves encased in concrete 
across the width of the servitude, at the applicant's expense where frequent excavations 
occur in the cable area.  

• Eskom Distribution shall not be liable for the death of or injury to any person or for the 
loss of or damage to any property whether because of the encroachment or of the use 
of the area where Eskom Distribution has its services, by the applicant, his/her agent, 
contractors, Employees, successors in title and assigns. 

• The applicant indemnifies Eskom against loss, claims or damages including claims 
pertaining to interference with Eskom Distribution services or apparatus or otherwise. 
The applicant's attention is drawn to section 27(3) of the Electricity Act, 1987 (Act No. 
41 of 1987), as amended in 1994, which stipulates that the applicant can be fined and/or 
imprisoned as a result of damage to Eskom's apparatus. 

• No mechanical equipment, including mechanical excavators, high lifting machinery and 
drilling equipment, may be used within Eskom's reserve area, or within close proximity 
of Eskom's services and equipment, without prior permission in writing and supervision 
of Eskom's authorised area manager for the NWOU Technical Service Centre Area; 
Teboho Sewisa email : SewisaTM@eskom.co.za (Tel. +2718 464 6724 ).  

• Permission must be obtained at least 10 working days prior to the commencement of 
any work within the reserve area.  

• Eskom Distribution shall always have unobstructed access to and egress from its 
services. 

• It will be required of the applicant to familiarise him/her self with all safety hazards 
related to electrical plant.  

• Eskom's consent will not relieve the applicant from obtaining the necessary statutory, 
land owner or municipal approvals. (Eskom is not the land owner). 

• Any third party servitudes encroaching on Eskom servitudes shall have to be registered 
against the property at the applicant's own cost.  

• The ineffective management and handling of waste is of crucial importance. No 
dumping shall be allowed within Eskom Distribution Servitudes. All unwanted waste 
(gaseous, liquid or solids) should be disposed of at a registered waste disposal site as 
stipulated under Section 20 of the Environmental Conservation Act, 1989 (Act No. 73 
of 1989) (ECA).  

• No blasting is permitted. If blasting is needed, an additional application is to be lodged 
with Eskom Distribution. 

• Any development, which necessitates the relocation of our services, will be to the 
account of the developer. For the relocation of any services, please contact Eskom 
Customer Services at Eskom Contact Centre: 086 00 37566.  

• Eskom will recover costs from the applicant where any damages of Eskom assets and 
or any penalties suffered by Eskom occur. 

• Should the applicant or his contractor damage any of Eskom services during 
commencement of any work whatsoever, then Eskom's 24 hour Contact Centre Tel: 
086 000 1414 must be notified immediately to report the incident.  

• We thank you and hope you will find the above in order. Should you have technical 
queries on the Eskom standards and specifications please feel free to phone our 
Technology and Quality Department, contact person: Mr. Stephen Nkwane Tel: 012 421 
4853  

The I&AP requested that the EAP sends them the Draft Scoping Report and the KMZ file 
for the proposed infrastructure related to the application. She also requested to be 
registered as an I&AP, as a representative of Sibanye Stillwater. 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 

 
 
 

A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached the 
Draft Scoping Report and a KMZ file of the project area. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None 
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The I&AP requested that the EAP sends them the Mining Right (MR) of the study area. 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP thanked the EAP for the information. the EAP was requested to send the Mining 
Works Programme (MWP) for the proposed project; and a copy of the amended MR 
received in 2011. The I&AP also mentioned that they have had a brief look at the Draft 
Scoping Report, and they could not tell if there will be any surface infrastructure that will be 
built or expanded on the MRA. The I&AP also mentioned that the MR expands over the 
Western Platinum (Pty) Ltd mine (WLP) (owned by Sibanye-Stillwater) MRA, and they 
therefore need to confirm if any infrastructure will be required on WPL MRA in support of 
the project.  
 
 
The MWP was requested. 
 
 
 
 
A comments sheet was received with the following comments: 

• We acknowledge that we were informed that the surface infrastructure will only be at 
the East and West Pits, where the current open pit mining is underway as received on 
23 February 2024 from the EAP.  

• Sibanye-Stillwater requested a copy of the MWP on 23 February 2024, 07 March 2024 
and 11 March 2024, and has not received any such programme to date.  

• Sibanye-Stillwater also plans to in future utilise its UG2 void located on the Tharisa MR 
for tailings deposition and ultimately a mega tailings dam. Sibanye-Stillwater requests 
that a quantitative cumulative assessment be conducted to determine the holistic 
impacts of the surrounding mining projects.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 16 
February 2024. 

 
 
 
 

Email received on 23 
February 2024. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Emails received on 07 
and 11 March 2024. 

 
 
 

A comments sheet 
was received on 11 

March 2024.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached the 
MR of the project area. 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 23 February 2024. A consent letter signed 
by Mr. Dawie Aswegen (Executive Vise President of Sibanye Stillwater) 
was sent in response to the query, to give clarity that a Section 102 
application was lodged for the areas not belonging to Tharisa. It was 
clarified that the surface infrastructure will only be at the East and West 
Pits, where the current open pit mining is underway. The amended MR 
of 2011 was also sent. 
 
 
 
The MWP was sent on 11 March 2024.  
 
 
 
 
The MWP was sent on 11 March 2024. the EAP followed up with the 
I&AP on 13 March 2024, if they had received the MWP. The 
correspondence was noted by the EAP.  

The following comments were received from the Landowner (Sibanye Still water): 
“We have requested a copy of the MWP in the previous consultation round. Please can you 
provide a copy for us to provide meaningful comment”. 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 

November 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
by the EAP for the 

review of the 
submitted Final 

Scoping Report to the 
DMRE on 13 

November 2024 

A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 with the attached 
MWP and proof of emails containing MWP were attached, that were 
shared with Yolande Janse van Rensburg. 

None 

The following comments were received:  

• In line with the requirements of Section 29 of the Spatial Planning and Land Use 
Management Act, 2013 (Act No. 16 of 2013) read with Section 3 of the Promotion of 
Administrative Justice Act, 2000 (Act No. 3 of 2000), the South African National Roads 
Agency SOC Ltd (SANRAL) have 30 days to acknowledge receipt of your application 
and 90 days to evaluate and provide response. 

• Should you not receive any response within 120 days, kindly follow up on the enquiry 
by responding to Jan Oliver who will be dealing with it and will convert back to you. He 
can be contacted on (012) 426-6242 / Mobile 081 010 6403. 

Email received on 13 
February 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
on 09 February 2024. 

 
 
 
 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project, assuring them that they have been 
registered on the project database. 
 
A follow-up email was sent on 04 November 2024 to Jan Oliver.  
 
 
 
 

None 
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SANRAL has no objection to the above-mentioned application, subject that no work will be 
allowed inside the N4 Road Reserve and no direct access to N4. 

 
Email received on 07 

November 2024. 

 
A response email was sent on 08 November 2024, thanking the I&AP 
for their response. 

Comments in Letter 1:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRIES: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ, THE FARM ROOIKOPPIES 297 
JQ, THE FARM ELANDSDRIFT 467 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Receipt of the letter dated 13 February 2024 was acknowledged. 
 
 
A formal response could be expected from the Department of Agriculture, Land Reform and 
Rural Development (DALRRD) within the next Fourteen (14) working days. Ms. T Mahatlhe 
could be contacted for additional information.  
 
 
Comments in Letter 2:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRY: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Reference was made to the letter dated 13 February 2024. 
 
It was confirmed that there is an existing land claim against the property above; however, 
the claim was dismissed on the basis that it does not meet the requirements of Section 2 of 
Restitution of Land Rights Act, 1994 (Act No. 22 of 1994). Whilst the Commission takes 
reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the information it provides, there are various 
factors that are beyond the Commission's control, particularly relating to claims that have 
been lodged but not yet gazetted such as: 

• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights in land against 
using historical property descriptions which may not match the current property 
description; and 

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they claim without 
mentioning the particular actual property description they claim dispossession of rights 
in land against. 

 
The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through the process 
of further investigation of claims it is found that there is in fact a land claim in respect of the 
above property.  
 
If Tharisa is aware of any change in the description of the above property after 19 June 
1913, such description so as to enable the department to do further search must be 
provided. 
 
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRY: THE FARM ELANDSDRIFT 467 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Reference was made to the letter dated 13 February 2024. 
 
It was confirmed that there is an existing land claim against the property above, the claim 
was lodged under Rustenburg local municipality within Bojanala district and the claim has 
been found to be valid and it is settled in phases. This reflects on the database for claims 
lodged by 31 December 1998. 
 
Whilst the Commission takes reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the information it 
provides, there are various factors that are beyond the Commission's control, particularly 
relating to claims that have been lodged but not yet gazetted such as: 

A letter dated 13 
February 2024, 
received on 14 

February 2024, via an 
email in response to 
the notification email 
sent on 09 February 

2024 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A letter dated 26 
February 2024, 
received on 27 

February 2024, via an 
email in response to 
the notification email 
sent on 09 February 

2024 

A response email was sent on 14 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their response, and stating that a formal correspondence shall be 
awaited. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 27 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation on the project. 

None 
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• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights in land against 
using historical property descriptions which may not match the current property 
description; and 

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they claim without 
mentioning the particular actual property description they claim dispossession of rights 
in land against. 

 
The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through the process 
of further investigation of claims it is found that there is in fact a land claim in respect of the 
above property. 
 
If you are aware of any change in the description of the above property after 19 June 1913 
kindly supply us with such description so as to enable us to do further search. 
 
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRY: THE FARM ROOIKOPPIES 297 JQ 
 
We refer to your letter dated 13th of February 2024.  
 
We confirm that there is an existing land claim against the property above, the claim was 
lodged under Rustenburg local municipality within Bojanala district and the claim has been 
found to be valid and it is settled in phases. This reflects on the database for claims lodged 
by 31 December 1998.  
 
Whilst the Commission takes reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the information it 
provides, there are various factors that are beyond the Commission's control, particularly 
relating to claims that have been lodged but not yet gazetted such as: 
 

• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights in land against 
using historical property descriptions which may not match the current property 
description; and  

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they claim without 
mentioning the particular actual property description they claim dispossession of rights. 

 
The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through the process 
of further investigation of claims it is found that there is in fact a land claim in respect of the 
above property.  
 
If you are aware of any change in the description of the above property after 19 June 1913 
kindly supply us with such description so as to enable us to do further search. 

the EAP was informed that an objected stamped letter and locality map were received 
through Rand Water’s wayleave inbox.  

An objected letter 
received on 19 

February 2024 via 
email in response to 
the notification email 
sent on 09 February 

2024. 

On 19 February 2024, an email response was sent to Rand Water, 
indicating that 2 projects were being put out on public review. 
Documents referring to the proposed Tharisa Underground Expansion 
Project were resubmitted. The response received from Rand Water was 
referring to the TSF2 and TSF 2 Extension.  

None 

• The I&AP indicated that, as business owners to the area employing over 200 people, 
they were unaware of the draft report that went out for public comments and 
engagement. She requested that they be registered as a stakeholder and partaker. 

• The I&AP indicated that there was no Marietjie at the resort, and requested that proof 
be sent of notification, with the necessary documentation. 

• The I&AP acknowledged receipt of the documents. She indicated that she did receive 
an email from the Social Impact Assessment Specialist, requesting for a consultation 
meeting. 

Email received on 12 
March 2024.  

An email response was sent on 12 March 2024, indicating that 
notifications were sent to the emails below. 
 

• buffelspoort@atkv.org.za 

• adrianz@atkv.org.za 

• marietjies@atkv.org.za 
 
The I&AP was informed that they have been registered on the project, 
and that they will be informed of the project’s related processes moving 
forward. Proof of email notification with documents was sent on 12 
March 2024. Marietjie was removed from the stakeholder database.  

None 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

The following comment was received: 

• North West Parks and Tourism Board (NWP&TB) does not object the proposed activity.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following comment was received: 

• NWD&TB is the conservation authority in the North West Province responsible for the 
management of the Protected Areas. NWD&TB as the I&AP, hereby acknowledge 
having received the Application for the above mentioned project for listed activities 
associated with MR. NWD&TB can confirm that the proposed MR application does not 
fall 5km radius within Protected Areas of NWD&TB. According to the list of portion and 
farm submitted for proposed MR application, do not form part of Expansion Strategy for 
NWD&TB. Therefore, NWD&TB does not object this proposed MR application. However 
decision of whether to issue an EA or Prospecting Right, liaise with the DMRE. 

A comments sheet 
was received on 13 

March 2024, via 
email. 

 
 
 
 
 

A letter was received 
on 11 December 2024 

via email. 

A response email was sent on 13 March 2024, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation, and commenting on the project.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 06 January 2025, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation, and commenting on the project.  

None 

The following comment was received from the former member/employee “Kristal Maze” of 
South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI): 
 

• Thank you for your message. As of 1 March 2019 I no longer work at SANBI. Please 
contact Cecilia Jaffer c.jaffer@sanbi.org.za who will redirect your email accordingly. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following comments were received: 
1. SANBI thus kindly declines to participate in this application as an I&AP at this point 

in time. 
2. SANBI thus also declines to participate as a commenting authority in this application. 

For comment on the biodiversity impacts of the development, please consult the 
relevant provincial conservation agency. 

3. I also encourage you to visit our web portal http://biodiversityadvisor.sanbi.org for free 
access to spatial biodiversity information relevant for land-use planning and decision-
making processes. 

Email received on 13 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 
review of the 

submitted Final 
Scoping Report to the 

DMRE on 13 
November 2024.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A letter was received 
via email  on 16 
January 2025. 

An email was sent to “Cecilia Jaffer“ on 10 December 2024 as follows: 
 

• As directed by “Kristal Maze” on the trailing email. Please note: 
Applications for Integrated EA and Section 102 Amendment were 
submitted to the DMRE, for the above-mentioned project, on 09 
February 2024. Acknowledgements of receipt and approval of the 
Section 102 and EA Amendment applications by the DMRE were 
received on 21 and 25 October 2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping 
Report has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with 
comments and feedback received from I&APs and authorities. 

• The email contained the attached: letter of invitation to comment on 
the Final Scoping Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map. 

 
A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 to “Kristal Maze” as 
follows: 

• Many thanks for Correspondence. The original email is sent to 
“Cecilia Jaffer” c.jaffer@sanbi.org.za” as per notification. 

 
 
A response email was sent on 20 January 2025 with the following 
responses. 

• The EAP has noted that SANBI requests to be removed as an I&AP 
for the above-mentioned application with Reference number 
202308. 

• The EAP noted that SANBI declines to participate as a commenting 
authority on the application. The relevant provincial conservation 
agency will be engaged onwards until the final stage of the 
Application (Reference number 202308). 

• The “SANBI web portal address http://biodiversityadvisor.sanbi.org, 
for free access to spatial biodiversity information relevant for land-
use planning and decision-making processes” is well received and 
noted. 

None 

The following comments were received: 
 
OBJECTION TO EA FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT 
AT EAST AND WEST MINE FOR THARISA MINERALS NEAR MARIKANA IN 
MMADITLHOKWA AND LAPOLOGANG 
 

Email received on 28 
March 2024, in 
response to the 

notification email sent 
by Niara (a 

Community Health 

The EAP acknowledged receipt of the comments made on 16 May 2024, 
stating that responses to comments will be provided in due course. 
 
 
 
 

None 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

The Defenders for Environment and Human Rights Violations in Africa (DEHRVA) 
organization is based in Marikana with the object of protecting Human Rights and 
Environment in the area. DEHRVA organization, Mmaditlhokwa and Lapologang 
communities hereby object to your client’s application for EA for its proposed underground 
Expansion project for the following reasons: 
 

• The project will result to forcefully evacuating the community. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The project will result in unacceptable pollution of our water source (river). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• There has never been a public participation. The EAP did not follow proper procedure. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Impact Assessment 
specialist appointed 
by the EAP) on 20 

March 2024. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The following responses to comments were sent on 21 August 2024:  

• The Underground Expansion Project is being undertaken due to 
numerous factors, inter alia, the inability of Tharisa to relocate 
communities out of the opencast mining area as well as lack of 
space to construct new Waste Rock Dumps (WRDs). The 
resettlement of the community will no longer be required for the 
mine development, however resettlement as a result of other mining 
infrastructure such as the Lapologang TSF will be required but will 
be limited in extent.  
 

• A hydrological assessment in support of the proposed Underground 
Mining Expansion Project has been undertaken. A Hydrological 
Report that summarises the findings from the baseline hydrological 
assessment and evaluation of the surface water quality; and an 
assessment of potential surface water impact, has been compiled. 
Impact assessments and mitigation measures have been proposed.  

• Clean and dirty areas will be placed on the surface during the 
underground mining. Clean runoff from areas such as offices, roads, 
and the upstream natural environment will be allowed to flow freely 
from these areas into the environment. Furthermore, clean 
stormwater will be prevented from entering dirty water catchments 
by creating upstream cut-off berms around the pit footprint 
(channels and berms) and the workshop areas. Internal stormwater 
will drain towards the perimeter of the facility for collection. Dirty 
water will be contained by diverting it to the stormwater 
management system dams which will minimise the quantity of runoff 
reporting downstream. 

 
 

• PPP is being undertaken in terms of Chapter 6, Regulation 41 of the 
EIA 2014 Regulations, as amended, for the proposed project 
triggering listed activities under the NEMA, National Environmental 
Management: Waste Act, 2008 (Act. 59 of 2008) (NEMWA) and 
Mineral and Petroleum Resources Development Act, 2002 (Act No. 
28 of 2002) (MPRDA). The EAP on behalf of Tharisa took into 
account all relevant guidelines applicable to the PPP as 
contemplated in section 24J of the NEMA. Notices were given to all 
potential I&APs to participate in the project, as follows: 
 

Announcement of the project and the Draft Scoping Report 
availability 

The objectives of PPP during the scoping phase are to provide sufficient 
and accessible information to I&APs in an objective manner to enable 
them to raise comments, issues of concern and suggestions for 
enhanced benefits. I&APs also have an opportunity to provide input into 
the terms of reference (ToR) for the specialist studies, and to contribute 
relevant local and traditional knowledge to the S&EIR process. 

The project was announced to the public on Friday, 09 February 2024, 
by means of the placement of a newspaper advertisement and site 
notices. Background Information Documents (BIDs) were distributed to 
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I&APs to create awareness of the proposed project. The report was 
subjected to a PPP of at least 30 days.  

The following processes were undertaken to announce the project and 
the availability of the Draft Scoping Report: 

• An I&AP database was compiled and is being maintained and 
includes all I&APs in respect of the application in accordance with 
Regulation 42. 

• Letters were sent to all I&APs, written in any of the manners 
provided for in section 47D of the NEMA, announcing the project 
and the availability of the Draft Scoping Report, containing project 
information, a locality map to the municipal councillor, community 
members, the local and district municipality, state departments 
and  all other stakeholders as required by the Competent Authority 
(CA), including adjacent communities’ members. 

• Affected parties who could not be reached via mail, fax or e-mail of 
the proposed project, were visited for delivery of the letters. The 
letters attached sheets which allowed I&APs to register and/ or/ 
comment on the Draft Scoping Report. 

• Four (4) site notice boards were fixed at places conspicuous to and 
accessible by the public at the boundary of the site where the activity 
to which the application relates. Site notices were written in English 
and Setswana. 

• One (1) advertisement (translated into both English and Setswana) 
was placed in the Rustenburg Herald Local newspaper. 

• The Draft Scoping Report was also made available on the EAP 
website (https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-
engagement/); and at the Marikana Public Library. 

• SMS notifications of the availability of the Draft Scoping Report for 
public comment were distributed. 

• Two (2) focus group meetings were hosted with the surrounding 
community members, to discuss the Draft Scoping Report and the 
project, as follows. 

Venue Date Times 

Mmaditlhokwa Village: Open 
Space 

10 February 
2024 

10:00 - 12:00 

Lapologang Village: Sports 
Ground 

10 February 
2024 

14:00 - 16:00 

 

• The proceedings of the public meetings, as well as all comments 
submitted have been captured in a CRR. 

• Telephonic consultation was undertaken with I&APs to obtain 
comments about the Draft Scoping Report; and to share information 
about the Project and to obtain comments about the Draft Scoping 
Report. 

• The Draft Scoping Report was available for public comment from 
Friday, 09 February 2024 to Monday, 11 March 2024. 

The following Dehrva team members were consulted/ notified of the 
project: Christina Mdau with email 
address:mdauchristinahdehrva@gmail.com; and Sello with email 
address: selloedehrva@gmail.com, as per the attachment.  

Please note that the EAP awaits acknowledgement and acceptance of 
the application by the DMRE. The project is still in its infancy. The 

https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-engagement/
https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-engagement/
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• The mine has never communicated with the community for engagement. 
 
 
 

• The mine once stated that there shall be no expansion towards the community. 
 
 
 
 

• The mine has violated Section 24 of the South African Constitution for the past 13 years 
of relocation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

contact details of all Dehrva team members have been captured in the 
live stakeholder database. Members have been registered on the project 
and will be informed of the project processes to be followed. 

• On receipt of the acknowledgement/ acceptance of the application, 
the Draft Scoping Report will be updated based on the comments 
and inputs received during the review and commenting period of the 
Draft Scoping Report. The Final Scoping Report will then be 
submitted to the DMRE for decision-making. All registered I&APs 
will be notified of the Final Scoping Report submission and the 
report will be made available on the EAP website for review and 
commenting. Any additional comments received will be 
incorporated into the Draft EIA and EMPr Report. All additional 
comments will also be captured in the “live, continuously updated” 
CRR for the project. 

• A meeting was convened with the Ward Councillor Cllr. John 
Salang, on 24 January 2024, to discuss the project, for him to inform 
community members of the project, and the EAP’s intention to 
convene public meetings.  

• Two (2) focus group meetings were hosted with the surrounding 
community members, to discuss the Draft Scoping Report and the 
project, as follows. 

Venue Date Times 

Mmaditlhokwa Village: Open 
Space 

10 February 
2024 

10:00 - 12:00 

Lapologang Village: Sports 
Ground 

10 February 
2024 

14:00 - 16:00 

 
 

• Tharisa, as represented by Mr. Bongane Nkwana was present at 
the public meetings. 

 
 

• The project involves underground mining. The mining activities will 
be undertaken beneath the surface approximately 100 – 800m 
below ground level. The impact on surface from the mine due to this 
depth is extremely limited and no impact to the housing community 
should be anticipated.  

 

• The mine is committed to ensuring that the South African 
constitution is upheld and complied with. Section 24 of the act states 
that “Everyone has the right- (a) to an environment that is not 
harmful to their health or well-being; and (b) to have the 
environment protected, for the benefit of present and future 
generations, through reasonable legislative and other measures 
that- (i) prevent pollution and ecological degradation; (ii) promote 
conservation; and (iii) secure ecologically sustainable development 
and use of natural resources while promoting justifiable economic 
and social development.” Tharisa is committed to ensuring that 
Tharisa reduces, as much as possible, its impact on the 
environment through the implementation of mitigation measures as 
required in both the approved EMPrs and current EMPr for the 
underground project. Monitoring activities are also undertaken to 
ensure that, if contamination occurs, measures are in place to 
address these nonconformance’s or contamination incidents.  
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• The mine always uses false information to violate Human Rights of the community. 
 
 
 
 
 

• There is no transparency from the mine. 
 
 
 
 

• For the past 13 years, they have violated the NEMA. NEMA principles :Section 2(2). 
 
 
 
 
 

• The mine has never practiced the Mine Health and Safety Act, 1996 (Act No. 29 of 
1996), Section 5(2).  

 
 
 

• The project will result in total damage of our Primary School Infrastructure. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

• Can Niara share with the community proof of PPP showing their engagement with the 
community. 

 
 
 
 

• The communities have a different vision for its future development, which prioritises 
relocation before the proposed underground project.  

 

• The mine is governed by and ensures compliance with the South 
African mining legislation. Licences and permits have been issued 
for the mining operation to commence and continue to operate. 
Tharisa ensures that it complies with these conditions to ensure the 
mine is lawful and compliant.  

 

• Tharisa is open and transparent regarding all information made 
available to the public for stakeholder review and comment. Any 
information, if not confidential, will be made available upon request.  

 
 

• The mine by law is required to comply with the NEMA. Failure to do 
so will require the mine to be closed and decommissioned. Tharisa 
is committed to ensuring that the mine complies with all applicable 
mining and environmental legislation with its associated regulations. 
 
 

• The mine by law is required to comply with the Mine Health and 
Safety Act. Failure to do so will require the mine to be closed and 
decommissioned. Tharisa is committed to ensuring that the mine 
complies with all applicable mining and environmental legislation 
with its associated regulations.  
 

• A blasting assessment is underway as part of the underground 
project to determine the impacts anticipated. The blasting report will 
be made available for public review. It is not anticipated that the 
underground mine will have any significant impacts on the primary 
school. Surface infrastructure will remain within the opencast pits 
and thus no additional infrastructure will encroach on the primary 
school area. 

 
 

• The following Dehrva team members were consulted/ notified of the 
project: Christina Mdau with email 
address:mdauchristinahdehrva@gmail.com; and Sello with email 
address: selloedehrva@gmail.com, as per the attachment.  

 

• The Underground Expansion Project is being undertaken due to 
numerous factors, inter alia, the inability of Tharisa to relocate 
communities out of the opencast mining area as well as lack of 
space to construct new WRDs. The resettlement of the community 
will no longer be required for the mine development, however 
resettlement as a result of other mining infrastructure such as the 
Lapologang TSF will be required but will be limited in extent.  

The I&AP requested that farms and portions numbers in relation the proposed expansion 
project be shared with them.  

Email received on 15 
April 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by Niara (a 
Community Health 
Impact Assessment 
specialist appointed 
by the EAP) on 20 

March 2024 

An email, indicating all farm portions was sent on 16 May 2024.  None 
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The I&AP indicated that he still does not understand the content of the e-mail.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Following the response sent to Edgar Thomo (E), the following comments were received 
from Difference Chauke (D): 
 
The wayleave application/ background information document with project reference number 
202308 dated 15 November 2024 has reference. 
 
CIVIL SERVICES/ ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION SERVICES CONDITIONS: 
With reference to the proposed work indicated in your drawing, I hereby inform you that the 
proposed services are approved in terms of section 22 of the Electronic Communications 
Act, 2005 (Act No. 36 of 2005). This approval is valid for 6 months only, after which 
reapplication must be made if the work has not been completed. 
 
As the exact positions of the cables can only be assumed, due to various reasons, the 
positioning of the cables as indicated on the attached plan must be regarded as only a 
guideline. Openserve does not guarantee that the information provided is complete in every 
respect, and the fact that the information was requested and provided does not limit the 
responsibility of anyone who is working in the vicinity of Openserve Limited’s services, to 
ensure that no damage is caused to Openserve Limited’s network.  
 
ELECTRICAL / POWER SERVICES CONDITIONS: 
 

• Aerial Plant - At points of crossing, the overhead power lines should cross above the 
overhead communication lines in accordance with, and clearances stipulated in the 
OHSA, Electrical Machinery regulations 20 - Crossings, and Electrical Machinery 
Regulations 15 - Clearances of Power Lines. If the specifications could not be met, all 
deviation costs will be for the applicant's account. We also refer to section 25 of the 
Electronic Communications Act, 2005 (Act No. 36 of 2005).  

• Underground Parallelism - In cases where an underground power cable will run 
parallel with an existing underground communication cable, a separation as great as 
possible should be maintained with a minimum separation of 600mm. Should the 
separation be less than 600mm and the power cable are not enclosed in a suitable pipe, 
a concrete slab must be provided immediately above the power cable for the length of 
parallelism. If the separation is less than 300mm, additional protection is required by 
placing concrete slabs between the OPENSERVE cables/pipes and the power cables. 

• Underground Crossings - At the points where this Company’s existing underground 
communication cable will be crossed by an underground cable, the latter should be laid 
a depth of at least 300mm below the communication cable – normally laid at a depth of 
600mm. If the power cable is not enclosed in a suitable pipe, protection in the form of a 
concrete slab should be provided immediately above the power cable for a minimum of 
2 (Two) meters on either side of crossing. It would be appreciated if this office can be 
notified within 30 days on completion of construction work. Confirmation is required on 
completion of construction as per agreed requirements. 

• The person or organization responsible for any cables or telecommunication 
equipment damages during their excavations or construction work will be held 
responsible for the repair costs. Prior to the commencement of any work, Openserve 
must be contacted to have the position of the cables identified. Kindly advise this office 
after the completion of the work. 

Email received on 14 
November 2024. 

Email received on 18 
December 2024. 

An email was sent by the EAP on 10 December 2024, explaining the 
content of the email and the overall projects applications lodged for the 
project, and the reason for requesting comments from I&APs i.e. to 
comment on the Final Scoping Report submitted to the DMRE. 
 
 
 
 
 
An email was sent on 06 January 2025 to Difference Chauke (D) 
acknowledging receipt of the Wayleave Approval for Establishment/ 
Development of Civil Services/ Electronic Communication Services/ 
Electrical Services and the conditions contained in the letter. It was also 
stated in the email that, it should be noted that in terms of EA process, 
the project upon approval of the Final Scoping Report submitted to the 
DMRE will proceed to Impact Assessment Phase, and the I&AP will be 
updated as the process unfolds.   

None 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

• PLEASE CONTACT BELOW FOR KICK-OFF MEETINGS: OPENSERVE 
PROPRIETARY LIMITED INFRASTRUCTURE TO BE VERIFIED ON SITE PRIOR TO 
COMMENCEMENT OF WORK: 

 

 Name Contact Numbers Email Address 

Cable Network Services, 
Operations Manager 

Edgar Thomo (E) 012 381 3223 / 081 401 
1304 

EdgarT@openserve.co.za 

Cable Network Services 
Manager 

Henry Van Der Byl (HB) 081 392 7304 012 685 4163 

The toll-free number is 0800 203 951 in case of damaging Openserve infrastructure. 
 

Correspondence was also received from Gopolang Moeketsane, requesting that the 
application be sent via email. 

Email received on 14 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 
review of the 

submitted Final 
Scoping Report to the 

DMRE on 13 
November 2024.  

A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 confirming that an 
email was sent to northzonewayleaves@telkom.co.za as follows: 
 

• The Final Scoping Report Review email notification was sent to this 
email address: gautengwayleaves@telkom.co.za, which is not 
working. Please note: Applications for Integrated EA and Section 
102 Amendment were submitted to the DMRE, for the above-
mentioned project, on 09 February 2024. Acknowledgements of 
receipt and approval of the Section 102 and EA Amendment 
applications by the DMRE were received on 21 and 25 October 
2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping 
Report has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with 
comments and feedback received from I&APs and authorities. 

• On the email, the letter of invitation to comment on the Final Scoping 
Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map was attached. 

None 

The official acknowledged receipt of the notification, and requested that the Final Scoping 
Report be shared with him. 

Email received on 14 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 
review of the 

submitted Final 
Scoping Report to the 

DMRE on 13 
November 2024.  

A response email was sent on 10 December 2024 which attached the 
signed Final Scoping Report. He was also referred to the EAP website 
(https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholderengagement/) to access 
the report and its appendices. 

None 

A comment from former Mail & Guardian employee was received as follows: 

• Please note that I no longer work for the Mail & Guardian. 

• Please direct all queries relating to features, native ads, webinars etc. to Earl Joseph at 
earlj@mg.co.za. 

• If you are trying to get hold of me for a personal matter, please write to me on 
derek.davey44@gmail.com. 

Email received on 13 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 
review of the 

submitted Final 
Scoping Report to the 

DMRE on 13 
November 2024.  

An email was sent to Earl Joseph at earlj@mg.co.za on 10 December 
2024 as follows: 

• As directed by Derek Davey on the trailing email, please note the 
following: Applications for Integrated EA and Section 102 
Amendment were submitted to the DMRE, for the above-mentioned 
project, on 09 February 2024. Acknowledgements of receipt and 
approval of the Section 102 and EA Amendment applications by the 
DMRE were received on 21 and 25 October 2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping 
Report has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with 
comments and feedback received from I&APs and authorities. 

• On the email, the letter of invitation to comment on the Final Scoping 
Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map was attached. 

 
A response was sent to Derek Davey on 10 December 2024 informing 
him that the notification was sent to  Earl Joseph. 

None 

An email having attached a document titled “User Training Manual Rand Water Wayleave 
Management Systems Website Content_v1.3 – Incoming Submitted” was received on 18 
November 2024 stating the following: 

Email received on 18 
November 2024, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP for the 

The EAP to upload the Draft EIR and EMPr on the Rand Water online 
application system. 

None 
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• Kindly note that Rand Water is now processing wayleave applications on an online web-
based system. Please send all your applications (including environmental applications) 
in the online web-based system to allow Rand Water to review and process your 
applications. 

• Rand Water's resources are all focused on the online application system, so they are 
unable to handle applications manually.  

• To utilise the system and continue sending Rand Water your wayleave applications you 
will need to register and set up a profile on the following URL address; 
https://wayleave.randwater.co.za/ 

• Please find attached user training manual to assist you with registering your profile and 
uploading your applications.  

• The following only concerns environmental applications: 

• Once registered and now uploading an application please choose "Environmental 
application" under "Application type." Under ‘responsible engineer’ dropdown 
select/choose “place holder – Registration number default-000000”, since your 
application does not require an engineer. Both options are found right at the beginning 
of the application process. 

review of the 
submitted Final 

Scoping Report to the 
DMRE on 13 

November 2024.  

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIA AND EMPR REPORT, INCLUDING THE IWWMP 

The EAP was instructed to send the application to northzonewayleaves@telkom.co.za. Email received on 04 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report.  

A response email was sent on 16 May 2025 indicating that the email was 
also sent to northzonewayleaves@telkom.co.za. 

None 

The following comments were made: 
 
The wayleave application/BID/Draft EIA with project reference number 202308 dated 04 
April 2025 has reference. 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by the proposal.   

• The applicant’s awareness of the existence of Transnet’s pipeline servitudes and 
concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 04 April 2025. 

Email received on 04 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report.  

A response email was sent on 16 May 2025, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project.  

None 

The following comments were received from the I&AP: 
 
The Wayleave approval letter stated the following: 
 
CIVIL SERVICES/ ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION SERVICES CONDITIONS: 
With reference to the proposed work indicated in your drawing, I hereby inform you that the 
proposed services are approved in terms of section 22 of the Electronic Communications 
Act, 2005 (Act No. 36 of 2005). This approval is valid for 6 months only, after which 
reapplication must be made if the work has not been completed. 
 
As the exact positions of the cables can only be assumed, due to various reasons, the 
positioning of the cables as indicated on the attached plan must be regarded as only a 
guideline. Openserve does not guarantee that the information provided is complete in every 
respect, and the fact that the information was requested and provided does not limit the 
responsibility of anyone who is working in the vicinity of Openserve Limited’s services, to 
ensure that no damage is caused to Openserve Limited’s network.  
 
ELECTRICAL / POWER SERVICES CONDITIONS: 
 

• Aerial Plant - At points of crossing, the overhead power lines should cross above the 
overhead communication lines in accordance with, and clearances stipulated in the 
OHSA, Electrical Machinery regulations 20 - Crossings, and Electrical Machinery 

Email received on 04 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report.  

An email was sent on 16 May 2025 to Difference Chauke, 
acknowledging receipt of the Wayleave Approval for Establishment/ 
Development of Civil Services/ Electronic Communication Services/ 
Electrical Services and the conditions contained in the letter. It was also 
stated in the email that, it should be noted that in terms of the EA 
process, upon the review of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report, the Final 
EIA and EMPr Report will be submitted to the DMRE for decision 
making. The EAP further stated in the email that the Openserve - 
Wayleaves North Zone division will be informed of the availability of the 
Final EIA and EMPr Report.  

None 
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Regulations 15 - Clearances of Power Lines. If the specifications could not be met, all 
deviation costs will be for the applicant's account. We also refer to section 25 of the 
Electronic Communications Act, 2005 (Act No. 36 of 2005).  

• Underground Parallelism - In cases where an underground power cable will run 
parallel with an existing underground communication cable, a separation as great as 
possible should be maintained with a minimum separation of 600mm. Should the 
separation be less than 600mm and the power cable are not enclosed in a suitable pipe, 
a concrete slab must be provided immediately above the power cable for the length of 
parallelism. If the separation is less than 300mm, additional protection is required by 
placing concrete slabs between the OPENSERVE cables/pipes and the power cables. 

• Underground Crossings - At the points where this Company’s existing underground 
communication cable will be crossed by an underground cable, the latter should be laid 
a depth of at least 300mm below the communication cable – normally laid at a depth of 
600mm. If the power cable is not enclosed in a suitable pipe, protection in the form of a 
concrete slab should be provided immediately above the power cable for a minimum of 
2 (Two) meters on either side of crossing. It would be appreciated if this office can be 
notified within 30 days on completion of construction work. Confirmation is required on 
completion of construction as per agreed requirements. 

• The person or organization responsible for any cables or telecommunication 
equipment damages during their excavations or construction work will be held 
responsible for the repair costs. Prior to the commencement of any work, Openserve 
must be contacted to have the position of the cables identified. Kindly advise this office 
after the completion of the work. 

• PLEASE CONTACT BELOW FOR KICK-OFF MEETINGS: OPENSERVE 
PROPRIETARY LIMITED INFRASTRUCTURE TO BE VERIFIED ON SITE PRIOR TO 
COMMENCEMENT OF WORK: 

 Name Contact Numbers Email Address 

Cable Network 
Services, Operations 
Manager 

Edgar Thomo (E) 012 381 3223 / 
081 401 1304 

EdgarT@openser
ve.co.za 

Cable Network 
Services Manager 

Henry Van Der Byl 
(HB) 

081 392 7304 012 685 4163 

The toll-free number is 0800 203 951 in case of damaging Openserve infrastructure. 
 

The official acknowledged receipt of the notification of the availability of the Draft EIA and 
EMPr Report. She requested for a hard copy. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP attended the public meeting which was conducted via MS Teams on 29 April 
2025, and she raised the following comments: 

• She indicated that the issue of the communities being near the mine and the need for 
relocation while the open pits are still operating have raised significant concerns. She 
enquired as to whether the envisaged transitioning of the open pit mining to 
underground mining will mean that the communities will no longer be relocated. She 
indicated that relocation has been a challenge for the municipality, as there is no 

Email received on 
Friday, 07 April 2025, 

in response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public meeting 
conducted via MS 
Teams on 29 April 
2025, as per the 

invitation sent out on 
04 April 2025. A 

meeting was 

The official was contacted on 14 Aprill 2025 telephonically, notifying her 
that an electronic copy of the report was sent to the address as indicated 
on the email. The EAP thanked Ms Kelebogile Mekgoe for her 
participation on the project. The EAP also confirmed receipt of the 
documents via email on 16 April 2025.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The EAP indicated that although Lapologang is located south of TSF 3, 
a study was conducted to assess the impacts associated with the TSF, 
and Lapologang was found to be outside the risk area should the dam 
collapse. The EAP indicated that TSF 3 is a full containment facility, and 
therefore, the rate of rise of tailings within this paddock does not affect 
the stability of the dam. The EAP further added that the mine indicated 
that the resettlement of the community will no longer be required for 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa embarked on a detailed socio-economic study to understand 
the position of the community on the potential resettlement. The results 
of the socio-economic surveys showed that a significant portion of the 
community was not in favour of the potential resettlement. This finding 
was further amplified by an appeal that was lodged against the rezoning 
of the identified alternative land for the resettlement. The appeal was 
lodged by an activist group in the community and the North West 
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alternative land available for relocation, and that has been an ongoing challenge for the 
communities concerned. She also stated that she has noted from the presentation that 
the Lapologang community might still be affected by TSF 3. She asked as to whether 
during the TSF’s construction, if Lapologang Community will be affected.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
She requested that a copy of the presentation be sent to her. She acknowledged receipt of 
the presentation on 29 April 2025.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP indicated that she would respond in due course – before the end of the week.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following comments were received: 
 
DRAFT EIA AND EMPPR REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND 
EXPANSION PROJECT AT EAST AND WEST MINES FOR THARISA MINERAL ON THE 
FARMS KAFFERSKRAAL 342 JO, ROOIKOPPIES 297 JO AND ELANDSDRIFT 467 JO.  
 
With regard to the aforementioned, the Unit: Integrated Environmental Management 
acknowledges receipt of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report for Tharisa as an opencast mining 
operation that produces chrome and platinum group metals (PGM) concentrates. The 
proposed expansion will occur within the approved mining footprint, which measures 
approximately 5 515. 5316 Ha. Tharisa currently operates in the East Pit area, which 
includes the associated infrastructure, as well as the West Pit area with its own 
infrastructure.  
 
Tharisa Mine has been in operation since 2008. Mining is conducted in two sections: the 
East Mine and the West Mine. The operation utilises conventional open-pit truck and shovel 
methods, with plans to transition to underground mining from the high wall. Access to the 
pits will be via the West and East declines.  

proposed to be 
convened on 25 April 

2025, which was 
corrected, proposing 
a new date for the 

public meeting i.e. 29 
April 2025. The 

reiteration email was 
sent on 15 April 2025.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 20 
May 2025. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 22 
May 2025, having 

attached a letter with 
comments. 

mine development, however resettlement as a result of other mining 
infrastructure such as TSF 3 may be required but will be limited in 
extent. The EAP also indicated that she would rather not boldly speak 
on behalf of the mine with respect to the plans for the resettlement 
process.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A “WeTransfer” link was sent to Kelebogile Mekgoe to download the 
presentation as requested, as the document was too big. 
 
A follow up email was sent on 17 May 2025, based on the meeting 
convened on 29 April 2025, if comments which were to be received by 
the EAP will still be received. The official was also reminded of the 
review periods i.e. Draft EIA and EMPr Report made available for a 30-
day review and comment period from 04 April 2025 to 14 May 2025, 
while the Draft Integrated Water and Waste Management Plan 
(IWWMP) is being made available for a 60-day review and comment 
period from 04 April 2025 to 19 June 2025.  
 
 
The EAP noted the email. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
An email was sent on 25 May 2025, with the following responses to the 
recommendations made: 

• The EAP notes the understanding of the project description. It must 
however be noted that the application is for the amendment of the 
issued Mining Right, and not a Prospecting Right. 

• All mitigation measures and the recommendations contained in the 
Draft EIA and EMPr Report for the proposed underground 
expansion will be implemented. 

• The contents of the EMPr will be made known to all personnel, 
contractors and subcontractors associated with the project during 
all phases of the project. 

• Bord and pillar was determined to be one of the most effective and 
efficient mining methods to extract the ore body. Bord and pillar 
mining is advantageous because it reduces the risk of surface 
subsidence compared to other underground mining techniques and 
can be mechanised. The underground operation will occur 100 m 
away from the watercourses and up to a depth of over 100 metres 

Department of Economic Development, Environment, Conservation 
and Tourism (DEDECT) is yet to pronounce a decision on the way 
forward.  
 
This proactive move aligns with Tharisa's commitment to sustainability, 
ensuring employment stability, fostering a thriving local community, and 
creating opportunities for local businesses. By prioritising the transition 
to underground mining, Tharisa not only minimises the environmental 
footprint of its operations but also strengthens its relationship with 
nearby communities through tangible social and economic benefits. 
 
TSF 3 is situated south-east of the Lapologang community; a study was 
undertaken to assess the potential impacts associated with the TSF and 
submitted as part of the EIA application for the facility, for which the EA 
has since been issued. It must be emphasised that TSF 3 is a full 
containment facility, with approved mitigation measures to minimise 
impacts during construction and operation of the facility.   
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The two mining areas, East and West, are divided by a tributary of the Sterkstroom River 
and Marikana Road (D1325). Waste rock from the open pit areas is stockpiled in various 
WRDs and TSFs. At the East Mine, some waste rock has been dumped in-pit. Access to 
the mining face is provided by haul roads and box cuts with ramps. 
 
Tharisa has the potential to extract approximately 15 000 to 18 000 tons of ore per day. At 
present, the mine extracts approximately 11 800 tons of ore per day and imports 3 500 tons 
from other mining operations due to Tharisa's inability to access the ore body through 
opencast mining methods. The ore is taken to a processing plant for further processing 
before being sold to a third party. The ore body at Tharisa Mine is made up of Middle Group 
(MG) 1, MG2, MG3, MG4 and MG4a. The primary focus of the underground mine will be on 
extracting the MG 1, MG2 and MG4, which are positioned around 12 to 20 m apart, 
separated by waste and inter-burden.  
 
The opencast mining area will continue to be operational while the underground workings 
are being constructed and transitioned to underground mining. The East Pit is planned to 
be completed by 2037 and the West/Far West pits by 2040, after which each will transition 
to underground operations. It is estimated that the underground expansion project will be 
able to generate approximately 5, 76 million tons per annum of run-of-mine (RoM) ore.  
 
Tharisa is proposing to expand its mining operations into underground areas to extend the 
life of the mine by approximately 100 years. This underground mining is planned to occur 
at depths between 100 and 800 meters below ground level. The expansion is expected to 
increase production by an additional 5,000 tons per day, which will help reduce the need 
for importing ore. The proposed expansion will take place within the boundaries of the 
approved mining rights. The extracted ore will be sent to the existing processing plant for 
further processing before being sold to a third party.  
 
The following new infrastructure will be established in the east and west underground 
support areas. 

• Substations and mini substations; 

• Air compressors to move air within the underground compartments; 

• Electrical cables to transfer power underground; 

• Refuge chambers; 

• Drop raises; 

• C & I network; 

• Water storage dams (emergency and transfer dams); 

• Underground conveyor belts and chairlifts; 

• Ablution facilities; 

• Workshops; 

• Waste storage facilities; 

• Process and potable water underground pipelines; and 

• Underground roads. 
 
The existing infrastructure will support underground mining operations, including haul 
roads, RoM stockpiles, the concentrator complex, associated infrastructure, topsoil 
stockpiles, WRDs, and TSFs. 
 
The proposed project is listed in terms of National Environmental Management Act, 1998 
(Act No.107 of 1998), as amended (NEMA). The prospecting right triggers listed activity, 
Listing Notice 1 (GNR 983 of 2014), Activity 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 19, 21D, 24, 25, 27, 30, 
34, 45 and 46, Listing Notice 2 (GNR 984), Activity 4, 6, 15 and 16 and Listing Notice 3 
(GNR 985 of 2014), Activity 4 and 12 as amended.  
 
The Unit: IEM is satisfied with the aforementioned application, and wishes to submit the 
following recommendations: 

below the ground surface. Issues such as subsidence are not 
expected dependent on correct mining procedures such as 
adherence to safety factors and maintaining the stipulated vertical 
distance (greater than 100 m crown pillars) below rivers. 

• Tharisa Mine is situated in a developed mining region, with several 
mines situated downstream and agricultural activities upstream of 
the proposed development. The groundwater levels from monitoring 
data indicate limited impacts from mine dewatering and 
groundwater use for mining purposes. Due to low hydraulic 
conductivities associated with the local geology (and analogue 
data), underground dewatering is not expected to significantly affect 
the shallow aquifer zone. However, due to the uncertainty related to 
deep hydrogeological parameters, scenario modelling showed that 
a cone of influence could occur (±50 – 100m drawdown) should 
linkage be present with the shallower Sibanye Stillwater 
underground operations and/or shallow aquifer. These linkages 
would be discrete based on the current hydrogeological 
understanding, with cover drilling and grouting (i.e. semi sealing) 
being the preferred mitigation option. The existence of hydraulic 
connections between Underground Mining and Strekstroom River, 
especially when mining commences below the stream, is not yet 
confirmed. Some of the project activities that can potentially cause 
groundwater pollution include contamination to groundwater 
systems from oil, grease and diesel spillages from construction 
vehicles during the construction Phase. The operation of the 
proposed underground mine could cause contamination of surface 
water (chemical spills from mining vehicles); contamination of 
groundwater (from mining and abstraction of water from boreholes); 
alterations in hydrological regime (flow of surface and sub-surface 
water); stockpiling including RoM, altered bed, banks and 
hydrology, water quality impairment (litter pollution), water quality 
impairment (from accidental spills); and water quality impairment 
(from accidental spills). Mitigation measures have been prescribed 
to minimise such potential impacts.  

• A monitoring programme is essential as a tool to identify any risks 
of potential impacts as they arise and to assist in impact 
management plans by assessing if mitigation measures are 
operating effectively. A monitoring programme has been drawn up 
as part of the EIA and EMPr Report. Monitoring should continue to 
be implemented throughout the Life of Mine (LoM).  
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• All mitigation measures and the recommendations contained in the Draft EIA and EMPr 
Report for the proposed underground expansions must be implemented. 

• The contents of the EMPr must be made known to personnel, contractors and 
subcontractors associated with the project. 

• Underground mining causes huge amounts of waste earth and rock to be brought to the 
surface- waste that often becomes toxic when it comes into contact with air and water. 

• Underground mining might cause land subsidence as mines collapse and the land 
above it starts to sink, and this might cause serious damage to surface buildings. 

• The water table might be low, that will lead to water resource destruction and also the 
contamination of drinking water, especially to the neighbouring landowners. 

• That the groundwater monitoring and management plan be put in place by Tharisa 
Mine. 

 
The applicant must be responsible for compliance with the provisions for duty of care and 
remediation of environmental damage in accordance with Section 28 of the NEMA. This 
principle requires that the responsibility for cleaning up pollution lies with the polluter. The 
polluter is responsible of remedying or rehabilitating the resulting damage and bears the 
financial implications thereof. The responsibility of the polluter will not only be limited to the 
environment but may also include socio-cultural resources and harm to human health and 
well-being, Rustenburg Local Municipality Integrated Environmental Management Policy. 
(RLM IEM Policy 2023).  
 
In light of the above and the information submitted, please note that the Unit: Integrated 
Environmental Management has no objection to the proposed underground expansion 
project at East and West Mines for Tharisa Minerals. 
 

• On 04 June 2025, the I&AP acknowledged receipt of responses from Tharisa.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The CRR with comments from Tharisa was sent to the I&AP on 04 
June 2025. 

The following comments were made by the SAHRA official: 

• All development applications are processed via our online portal, the SAHRIS found at 
the following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  

• We do not accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or DropBox links as 
official submissions. 

• Create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all documents 
pertaining to the EA Application Process. As per section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 
38(8) of the NHRA, an assessment of heritage resources must form part of the process, 
and the assessment must comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. If a case already 
exists on SAHRIS regarding the development, upload the documents to that case using 
the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector 
wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector.  

• Ensure that all documents produced as part of the EA process are submitted as part of 
the application. 

• A payment of R 2 000.00 for each application is required. Please make separate 
payments with the specific reference numbers. Applications that do not include a proof 
of payment will be considered incomplete and will not be processed until proof of 
payment is provided. 

 
Please make use of the SAHRIS Case ID in the payment reference. e.g. 12345/38.8. Please 
upload the proof of payment using the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" 
in the application selector wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. The case 
officer assigned to your case will approve the submission and begin to process the case. 
 
 
 
The I&AP requested that the EAP provides the background and purpose of the public 
meeting. 

Email received on 
Friday, 07 April 2025, 

in response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An application was created on 26 February 2024, with Case ID: 22042.  
 
The Draft EIA and EMPr Report was uploaded on SAHRIS online portal 
on 14 April 2025. Submission Number: 6523 with the following 
highlights: “Kindly note that the EA Application process has progressed 
from the Scoping Phase to the Impact Phase.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
An email response was sent to the I&AP indicating that the planned 
public meeting is to present the Draft EIA and EMPr; and IWWMP. 

None. 
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The EAP was informed that the invite must only be sent to the I&AP as the manager of the 
Development Applications Unit.  
 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP indicated that her other colleagues are not needed at the meeting. 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP confirmed that all other I&APs must be removed from the database.  

 
 
 

Email received on 15 
April 2025 in 

response to the 
invitation to the public 

meeting.  
 
 

Email received on 16 
April 2025 in 

response to the 
invitation to the public 

meeting. 
Email received on 19 

May 2025. 

 
 
 
An email enquiring about whether all other parties must be removed 
from the database, was sent on 16 May 2025.  
 
 
 
 
 
An email response was sent on 19 May 2025, confirming that all other 
Provincial and National Heritage Resources Agency officials were 
removed from the database. 
 
 
It should be noted that no further comments were received from SAHRA 
during the mandatory 30 day commenting period. In the event that 
comments are received after the submission of the Final EIA & EMPr, 
such comments will be forwarded to the DMRE for their consideration.  

The I&AP requested to be registered as an I&AP for the “Mooinooi Extension Township” by 
BILA Civil Contractors (Pty) Ltd, as the owner of Portion 74 of the Farm Elandskraal 469JQ. 
 
 
She requested that the following documents be forwarded to her: 

• Application form. 

• Screening tool report. 

• BAR/EMPr. 

• Specialist studies. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
She raised the following concerns regarding the development: 

• Source of potable water. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• How sewage will be managed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 
Friday, 07 April 2025, 

in response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

The EAP acknowledges that the I&AP may have made an erroneous 
reference to a different EIA application. In an effort to provide an 
accurate and transparent response on the Underground Expansion 
Project, the responses provided below refer to the Underground 
Expansion Project. 
 
The I&AP was informed that the information requested is available on 
the EAP’s website. The following responses were submitted to the I&AP: 

• Application form (The information as contained in the Draft EIA and 
EMPr Report is summarised in the application. The I&AP was asked 
to let the EAP know of the information being sought). 

• Screening tool report (Appendix 6 of the Draft EIA and EMPr 
Report). 

• Screening Report (Appendix 6 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report). 

• BAR/EMPr (The Main Report on the website). 

• Specialist studies (Appendix 7 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report).  
 

• The existing support infrastructure will continue to be utilised for the 
underground project with respect to potable water.  Currently, water 
at the mine is sourced from local groundwater, via abstraction from 
a wellfield developed by the mine, and from the western irrigation 
canal of the Buffelspoort Dam irrigation system. Tharisa has also 
secured an allocation from Rand Water through an agreement with 
Samancor. In terms of the agreement with Samancor, the total 
maximum quota to be supplied is 2,666,000 kilolitres per month. A 
network of pipelines transports potable water and recycled/ process 
water within the mine site. All pipelines are either below the surface 
or raised 50 cm above ground. Infrastructure (pipes and canals) 
associated with the Buffelspoort Irrigation Board traverses various 
sections of the project area in a South-North direction. 

 

• A Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) will be constructed at both East 
and West surface infrastructure areas. The STP at each location will 
be able to treat 300 – 400 m3/day of domestic sewage. It is 
anticipated that the effluent qualities will have Chemical Oxygen 
Demand (COD) of 600 mg/L, Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN) of 65 
mg/L, and Total Phosphate of 10 mg/L. The proposed STPs will aim 

Tharisa also acknowledges that the comments submitted by the I&AP 
may have been in respect of another EIA application.  
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• Impact on existing agricultural activities. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Impact on safety of residents of Elandskraal. 
 
 
 
 

• Impact on the Magaliesberg Biosphere reserve and associated terrestrial biodiversity. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

to treat the sewage with discharge limits complying with the 
standards/ guidelines as set out by the DWS. 

 
 

• Majority of the pre-mining footprint had a grazing land capability. 
The area where surface infrastructure will be constructed for the 
proposed Underground Expansion is on previously disturbed land, 
impacted by mining. The only area which has not been impacted by 
mining will only be used for the development of the access road and 
associated bridge. Tharisa is proposing to expand the mining 
operation into the underground working to extend its LoM by 
approximately 100 years, with underground mining taking place at 
approximately 100 – 800m below ground level. The proposed 
expansion will occur within the approved MR footprint. The ore 
extracted will be taken to the existing processing plant for further 
processing before being sold to a third party. The East Pit is planned 
to be completed by 2037 and the West/Far West pits by 2040, after 
which each will transition to underground operations. The existing 
agricultural activities outside of the proposed surface infrastructure 
area will not be affected by the proposed Underground Expansion.  
 

• The current general mining direction is north. The underground 
mining will still be in the northerly direction. The I&AP’s property is 
south of the Tharisa mine.  

 
 

• The study area occurs within the Magaliesberg Biosphere Reserve, 
with the study area situated approximately 8.5 km from the 
Magaliesberg Protected Natural Environment.  During the field 
assessment one species of protected tree was recorded, 
Sclerocarya birrea subsp. caffra (Marula). The protected trees 
observed are protected by the List of Protected Tree Species under 
the National Forests Act, 1998 (Act No. 84 of 1998) (NFA). In terms 
of the NFA, no person may cut, disturb, damage or destroy any 
protected tree or possess, collect, remove, transport, export, 
purchase, sell, donate, or in any other manner acquire or dispose of 
any protected tree or any product derived from a protected tree, 
except under a licence or exemption granted by the Minister to an 
applicant and subject to such period and conditions as may be 
stipulated. Faunal activity was low in the PAOI, as expected, which 
can be attributed to the long-term, high levels of disturbance and 
persecution within the area from mining activities. The fauna 
community in the area are further subjected to impacts from the 
nearby local informal community which brings grazing disturbance 
to habitats, human movements in and around the area, as well as 
the likelihood of hunting and/ or extermination of species deemed 
as pests (for example those that infiltrate livestock feed, or 
subsistence vegetable gardens). No faunal Species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) were observed.  The PAOI has been 
historically altered. The present land use has had a direct impact on 
both the fauna and the flora in the area, which is evident in and 
across the habitats. Historical mining activities, and local informal 
community presence, has collectively led to the deterioration of 
most of the area, resulting in a degraded habitat that has not 
recovered fully.  Completion of the terrestrial biodiversity 
assessment led to a disputing of the ‘Very High’ classification for the 
terrestrial biodiversity theme sensitivity as allocated by the National 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

 
 
 
 

• Traffic impacts and management because of increased number of vehicles on the R104 
due to increased number of houses. the I&AP indicated that she knows of a few 
incidents where BILA vehicles (bakkies) were involved in accidents on the R104 
between the TC Smelter road (and BILA access road) and Mooinooi, as the road is in 
a very poor condition and the mine trucks are not keeping to the 60 km speed limit, but 
driving in the middle of the road instead of keeping left as required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Surface water impact on the Marelethwane River.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Groundwater impact assessment for pollution plume from septic tank, impact on 
groundwater levels because of groundwater abstraction. 

 

Environmental Screening Tool. The project area is instead assigned 
an overall sensitivity of ‘Medium’ (a map showing the Magaliesberg 
Biosphere Reserve was attached on the email). 

 
 

• The potential to increase accidents and injuries due to changes in 
road traffic may significantly and adversely affect levels of accidents 
in the area. Traffic, especially heavy vehicle traffic into and out of 
Tharisa Mine (from the Marikana Road) causes congestion, delays, 
noise and damage to roads. While the current impacts are attributed 
to Tharisa Mine, it is acknowledged that other mines and other 
economic activities in the region also contribute to traffic. It is 
probable that the construction of the underground mine at Tharisa 
Mine will result in additional traffic; however, the potential impact is 
considered short-term. During operation of underground mining, it 
is unlikely that traffic will be significantly more than currently 
experienced due to Tharisa Mine. Mitigation measures have been 
prescribed in the EMPr (Section 16.2.10.7, 16.3.10.7, 16.4.11, 
Table 98 and Section 39.2 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report).  
 

• There are several potential sources of contamination for surface 
water resources during mining; however, these potential pollution 
sources are temporary and diffuse. Such impact may arise from 
erosion of: loose soil material from land surfacing and levelling, as 
well as spills of chemicals and hydrocarbons during operation. The 
Underground Mining Expansion Project includes the operation of 
proposed surface infrastructure such as Pollution Control Dam 
(PCDs), storage tanks, RoM stockpile, sewage treatment plants, the 
road crossing over the Sterkstroom River, as well as the use of 
Nitrate based explosives. Contaminated runoff is highly likely to flow 
to the streams during mining. Therefore, unless stormwater 
management is considered during the surface infrastructure 
development, contaminant materials may pollute the downstream 
watercourses, including silting and blocking the flow of 
watercourses. Construction and operation of surface mine 
infrastructure may reduce runoff reporting downstream due to 
stormwater management measures. Containing dirty water by 
diverting it to the stormwater management system dam may 
minimise the quantity of runoff reporting downstream. On the other 
hand, compaction and pavement of surfaces may reduce infiltration 
and promote runoff velocity and volumes, which must be managed. 
However, the impact on water quantity will be moderate given that 
the proposed infrastructure is in already disturbed footprints. On a 
positive note, the backfilling and reprofiling may reintroduce runoff 
back to the catchment, especially post-closure, albeit that would still 
need to be managed. Long-term water quality monitoring shows that 
several elements, such as Al, Zn, and NO3, are elevated and 
exceed water quality standards at the site. NO3 exceedances on site 
have been attributed to explosives used for blasting in the mine. 
Exceedances in Al and Zn are attributed to the geology of the area 
and the underlying ore body. The impacts from mining through NO3 
which are introduced during mining with explosives will continue 
throughout mining, although short lived, will still impact the surface 
water resources. 

 

• Boreholes towards the north of the open pits could potentially 
encounter loss of yield due to dewatering of the shallower 
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To show that BILA is complying with Legislation and adhering to the compliance obligations 
of any permits/ licences/ authorisations for the existing housing development, she asked 
that the following be forwarded to her: 

• Proof that a Water Use Licence (WUL) is in place for the current abstraction from 
boreholes for the existing township as well as the septic tanks at the existing 
development. 

• Communication that the Madibeng Local Municipality has provided permission for BILA 
to provide potable water and sewage services to the existing residential estate as well 
as the new development. 

• Copies of the existing development WUL and EA. 

• Proof that an amendment application for the WUL above has been submitted to the 
Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS). 

• Proof that audits has been conducted on the existing WUL for the existing BILA 
development and submitted to DWS. 

• Proof that compliance audits have been done on the EA for the existing development 
done by BILA and submitted to NWDACET. 

• ECO reports for the existing development and authorisation. 
 
 
To show that the Appointed EAP and specialist is complying with legislation and is 
experienced, she requested the following documents: 

• EAPASA registration number and certificate (valid). 

• Detailed CV with list of clients and completed projects. 

• Appointed specialist for specialist studies e.g. terrestrial biodiversity, groundwater etc. 
and their CV and SACNASP certificates. 

 
 
She enquired about when EIC will be available to address all I&APs as they did not take 
part in the PPP, and she was not asked for her signature during the whole process. 

underground units (< ± 150 mbgl). The mean onsite groundwater 
levels are deeper (at 14.7 mbgl) compared to the off-site 
groundwater levels (at 11.9 mbgl) reflecting the localised impacts 
from the dewatering cone. Tharisa is situated within a minor aquifer 
region, characterised by poor to minor groundwater quality. Based 
on analogue data from similar mining operations in similar geology, 
there is a low risk of the shallow aquifer being affected by deep 
underground mining. However, based on the precautionary 
principle and scenario modelling, drawdown for the high case 
scenario was evident. 

 
 

• The EAP can only provide the I&AP with Tharisa documents. Please 
refer to the IWWMP attached to the Draft EIA and EMPr Report as 
Appendix 9.  

 

• EAPASA registration number and certificate (valid). Refer to 
Appendix 4 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report. 

• Detailed CV with list of clients and completed projects. Refer to 
Appendix 4 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report. 

• Appointed specialist for specialist studies e.g. terrestrial 
biodiversity, groundwater etc. and their CV and SACNASP 
certificates. Refer to Appendix 7 of the Draft EIA and EMPr Report. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The I&AP was informed that she was invited on several occasions to 
attend public meetings. Proof of correspondence to her was attached. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An email with an attached a document titled “User Training Manual Rand Water Wayleave 
Management Systems Website Content_v1.3 – Incoming Submitted” was received stating 
the following: 

• Kindly note that Rand Water is now processing wayleave applications on an online web-
based system. Please send all your applications (including environmental applications) 
in the online web-based system to allow Rand Water to review and process your 
applications. 

• Rand Water's resources are all focused on the online application system, so they are 
unable to handle applications manually.  

• To utilise the system and continue sending Rand Water your wayleave applications you 
will need to register and set up a profile on the following URL address; 
https://wayleave.randwater.co.za/ 

• Please find attached user training manual to assist you with registering your profile and 
uploading your applications.  

• The following only concerns environmental applications: 
 

Emails received on 
Friday, 15 April 2025 
and 06 May 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The EAP uploaded the Draft EIR and EMPr Report. with its appendices, 
including the IWWMP on the Rand Water online application system on 
15 April 2025.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

None. 
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STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

Once registered and now uploading an application please choose "Environmental 
application" under "Application type." Under ‘responsible engineer’ dropdown select/choose 
“place holder – Registration number default-000000”, since your application does not 
require an engineer. Both options are found right at the beginning of the application process. 
 
Confirmation emails were received from Wayleave Central acknowledging receipt of the 
application with reference number: RW2425-4213, on 15 April 2025 and 06 May 2025. The 
EAP was further instructed to login to the Rand Water Wayleave System to view more 
details regarding the application. On 14 May 2025, an email was received confirming that 
the application does not affect Rand Water’s servitude and services. The confirmation email 
further instructed Tharisa to ensure that all proposed works is completed within 6 months 
of the communications. If proposed works is not completed within 6 months of the 
correspondence, a new application must be submitted. 
 
 
The I&AP enquired on whether registration on the Rand Water website was successful so 
as to upload the EAP’s information for commenting.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A follow up email 
received on 30 April 
2025 subsequent to 
the EAP receiving a 
manual on how to 

upload reports on the 
Rand Water’s 

website.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 30 April 2025, indicating that the 
registration on the website was successful.  

Comments in Letter 1:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRIES: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ, THE FARM ROOIKOPPIES 297 
JQ, THE FARM ELANDSDRIFT 467 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Receipt of the letter dated 04 April 2025 was acknowledged. 
A formal response could be expected from the DALRRD within the next Fourteen (14) 
working days. Ms. K Mothupi could be contacted for additional information.  
 
 
Comments in Letter 2:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRY: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ & ELANDSDRIFT 467 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Reference was made to the letter dated 04 April 2025. 
It was confirmed that as at the date of the letter, no land claim appears on the department’s 
database in respect of the above properties. This includes the database for claims lodged 
by 31 December 1998; and those lodged between 1 July 2014 and 27 July 2016 in terms 
of the Restitution of Land Rights Amendment Act, 2014.  
 
Whilst the Commission takes reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the information it 
provides, there are various factors that are beyond the Commission's control, particularly 
relating to claims that have been lodged but not yet gazetted such as: 
 

• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights in land against 
using historical property descriptions which may not match the current property 
description; and 

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they claim without 
mentioning the particular actual property description they claim dispossession of rights 
in land against.; and 

 

A letter dated 07 April 
2025, in response to 
the notification email 
sent by the EAP on 
04 April 2025 for the 
review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

 
 
 

A letter dated 15 April 
2025, received on 16 

April 2025, via an 
email in response to 
the notification email 
sent by the EAP on 
04 April 2025 for the 
review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

A response email was sent on 17 May 2025, thanking the I&AP for their 
response, and stating that formal correspondence shall be awaited. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

A response email was sent on 17 May 2025, indicating that comments 
received have been noted.  

Tharisa takes note of the comments provided by DALRRD.  



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through the process 
of further investigation of claims it is found that there is in fact a land claim in respect of the 
above property.  
 
If Tharisa is aware of any change in the description of the above property after 19 June 
1913, such description so as to enable the department to do further search must be 
provided. 
 
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRIES - THE FARM ROOIKOPPIES 297 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Reference was made to the letter dated 04 April 2025. 
It was confirmed that there is an existing land claim against the farm Rooikoppies. The claim 
was lodged under Rustenburg Local Municipality within Bojanala District. The information 
reflects on the database of claims lodged between 1 July 2014 and 27 July 2016 in terms 
of the Restitution of Land Rights Amendment Act, of 2014. 
 
Whilst the Commission takes reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the information it 
provides, there are various factors that are beyond the Commission's control, particularly 
relating to claims that have been lodged but not yet gazetted such as: 
 

• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights in land against 
using historical property descriptions which may not match the current property 
description; and 

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they claim without 
mentioning the specific portion/property description they claim dispossession of rights 
in land against. 

 
The Constitutional Court ordered that the claims that were lodged between 1 July 2014 and 
27 July 2016 are validly lodged, but it interdicted the Commission from processing those 
claims until the Commission has finalised the claims lodged by 31 December 1998 or until 
Parliament passes a new law providing for the re-opening of lodgement of land claims. 
 
Parliament was given until 27 July 2018 to pass such a law. The Commission will therefore 
not be processing the above claims until it finishes claims lodged by 31 December 1998 or 
until Parliament passes a new law providing for re-opening of lodgement of claims. 
 
It is important to note that provisions of section 11 (7) of the Restitution of Land Rights Act, 
1994 do not apply until after the Commission has accepted the claim for investigation and 
published its details in the Government Gazette. That will only be done once either event in 
the previous paragraph has been finalized. 
 
The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through the process 
of further investigation of claims it is found that there is/no land claim in respect of the above 
property. 
 
If you are aware of any change in the description of the above property after 19 June 1913 
kindly supply us with such description so as to enable us to do further search. 

The following comments were received:  

• In line with requirements of Section 29 of the Spatial Planning and Land Use 
Management Act, 2013 (Act No. 16 of 2013) read with Section 3 of the Promotion of 
Administrative Justice Act, 2000 (Act No. 3 of 2000), the SANRAL have 30 days to 
acknowledge receipt of your application and 90 days to evaluate and provide response. 

• Should you not receive any response within 120 days, kindly follow up on the enquiry 
by responding to Jan Oliver who will be dealing with it and will convert back to you. He 
can be contacted on (012) 426-6200.  

Email received on 14 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 04 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

A response email was sent on 17 May 2025, acknowledging comments 
received from the I&AP indicating that correspondence is being awaited. 
On receipt of comments, these will be provided to the DMRE for 
consideration.  

Tharisa notes that SANRAL follows its own timelines as governed by 
SPLUMA, which do not align with those of the NEMA public commenting 
process. Therefore, any comments received after the NEMA 
commenting period will be forwarded to the DMRE for their 
consideration. 
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The I&AP attended the public meeting which was conducted via MS Teams on 29 April 
2025, and he raised the following comments: 
 

• He enquired as to whether there are agricultural activities within the project area to be 
impacted and asked if the stakeholders were consulted.  

Public meeting 
conducted via MS 
Teams on 29 April 
2025, as per the 

invitation sent out on 
04 April 2025. A 

meeting was 
proposed to be 

convened on 25 April 
2025, which was 

corrected, proposing 
a new date for the 

public meeting i.e. 29 
April 2025. The 

reiteration email was 
sent on 15 April 2025. 

The EAP indicated that there will not be any negative impacts from the 
proposed underground mining on agricultural activities and added that 
the proposed surface infrastructure will be within the footprint of the open 
pits that are currently being mined. A detailed consultation process was 
initiated with affected stakeholders during the Scoping and EIA phases.  

None. 

• The I&AP, on behalf of the FSE, thanked the EAP for the notification. She indicated that 
she will be conducting a site visit with Sibanye on 29 April 2025 and asked for an 
alternative a suitable date for the public meeting.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following comments were raised during the public meeting: 

• The I&AP indicated that she is highly supportive of the proposed underground mining 
as opposed to opencast mining. She added that underground mining is less invasive 
and that proponents/ applicants in the Closure Phase often do not wish to backfill open 
pits as it is costly. She made an example referencing the Pilanesberg Platinum Mine, 
that it has significant impacts as the intention of the Mine is not to backfill the open pit, 
which prevents the migration of animals, especially elephants, from the Madikwe 
National Park to the Pilanesberg National Park, causing many elephants to starve to 
death. 
 
 
 

• With respect to the Land Tenure Map, the I&AP enquired as to whether Wonderkop, 
which is part of Sibanye Stillwater's operations and Lonmin were consulted. She 
enquired as to whether Tharisa has any regional Closure Plan and if the Rehabilitation 
and Closure Plan objectives are in line with the adjacent mines’ plans. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired about whether a buffer has been created for the western surface 
infrastructure from the Sterkstroom River.  

 
 

Email received on 16 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

on 15 April 2025, 
inviting I&APs to a 

public meeting to be 
conducted via MS 

Teams.  
 
 
 
 

Public meeting 
conducted via MS 
Teams on 29 April 
2025, as per the 

invitation sent out on 
04 April 2025. A 

meeting was 
proposed to be 

convened on 25 April 
2025, which was 

corrected, proposing 
a new date for the 

public meeting i.e. 29 
April 2025. The 

reiteration email was 
sent on 15 April 2025. 

Due to the 
unavailability of the 
I&AP, the meeting 

was convened on 08 
May 2025.  

• The I&AP was contacted telephonically on 08 May 2025 to enquire 
about her availability. The date was confirmed for 12 May 2025 and 
an invitation with the meeting link was sent. The meeting was 
convened.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that there is a Closure Plan that was attached to 
the Draft EIA and EMPr Report and added that one of the objectives 
of PPP is to allow the public to either support what has currently 
been proposed at closure i.e. change the mine liability into an asset 
that can be used sustainably in the long term, for water supply, 
agricultural projects, aqua-culture or a combination. The EAP 
further indicated that more detailed work for the mine closure is yet 
to be undertaken and that the end land use is still to be finalised, 
with the Closure Plan being updated throughout the operation of the 
proposed underground mine.  

 
 

• The EAP responded by stating that all the specialist studies that 
have been undertaken, also considered cumulative impacts in all 
phases of the proposed project. The EAP added that the EAP has 
engaged at length with all the various stakeholders, including the 
adjacent mines, such as Sibanye-Stillwater and Samancor. The 
EAP indicated that Sibanye Stillwater are planning to utilise its UG2 
void located on the Tharisa MR area for tailings deposition, in future. 
The EAP further added that Sibanye Stillwater requested that a 
quantitative cumulative assessment be conducted to determine the 
holistic impacts of the surrounding mining projects.  
 
 

• The EAP responded by stating that the wetlands and the floodlines 
have been delineated, including the Sterkstroom River. The EAP 
added that the West Shaft will have two main access areas, one on 
the east and one on the western side which will be access 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa has undertaken detailed investigations and studies on 
sustainable mine closure options. 
 
In 2022, Tharisa submitted an application to the DMRE to amend its 
existing closure commitments. This application is currently under legal 
review.  
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• On the existing infrastructure, the I&AP enquired as to whether Tharisa's existing PCD 
is lined. The I&AP enquired as to whether Tharisa will be using the polluted water from 
the Return Water Dam (RWD) or PCD for the operation of the proposed infrastructure 
and underground mining, and if there will new water uses. The I&AP indicated that she 
supports the reuse of water. 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired about water currently sourced from local groundwater via 
abstraction, if the abstraction has any impact on the groundwater level. She indicated 
that if the water level is lowered then it will affect adjacent farmers and affected parties 
using boreholes.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired about the quality of the stormwater, what variables and 
contaminants will be present in the stormwater runoff, and if the water will be suitable 
for reuse.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

controlled. The access road on the east will be accessed via a new 
bridge to be constructed over the Sterkstroom River which will join 
to the existing Marikana Road. The hydrological design ensures that 
the bridge is above the 1:100 year floodlines. 
 
 

• The EAP confirmed that the dam is lined. The EAP indicated that 
there are new water uses that are being applied for. The EAP added 
that the operation will remain a closed system. The water to be 
discharged into the dams will be reused in the mine processes. The 
EAP added that Tharisa has also secured an allocation from Rand 
Water through an agreement with Samancor i.e. The total maximum 
quota to be supplied is 2,666,000 kilolitres per month.  
 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that from the monitoring reports, it is evident that 
the amount of water being abstracted is not significant as there are 
various other water sources supporting the operation of the mine 
currently. The EAP mentioned the following points: 
- During the 2024 hydrocensus, boreholes EDW 101 and EDW 

102 recorded some of the deepest water levels, 41 mbcl and 
40 mbcl respectively.  

- From the proposed project, dewatering and loss of yield from 
potable (villages) and/or agricultural water supply boreholes 
within the ZOI are amongst the activities which were 
assessed in the Geohydrological Report.  

- Tharisa is situated within a minor aquifer region, 
characterised by poor to minor groundwater quality. Based on 
analogue data from similar mining operations in similar 
geology, there is a low risk of the shallow aquifer being 
affected by deep underground mining. However, based on the 
precautionary principle and scenario modelling, drawdown for 
the high case scenario was evident. From the 2024 
hydrocensus, no major groundwater users were found within 
the underground extension zone, but it is recommended to 
conduct a regional hydrocensus north of Tharisa Mine 
(including Marikana settlement) based on the modelled ZOI 
to map all users and include in monitoring protocol.  

- Abstraction volume and water level monitoring and 
observations, if geological fractures are intersected at depth 
during underground mining must be investigated.  

 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that clean runoff from the areas such as the 
office, roads, and upstream natural environment will be allowed to 
flow freely into the environment, with no need to capture clean water 
or create clean water channels. Clean stormwater will be prevented 
from entering dirty water catchments by creating upstream cut-off 
berms around the pit footprint (channels and berms) and the 
workshop areas. Stormwater on the roads will be allowed to flow 
freely by gravity as these will be designed with a slight slope and, 
most importantly, sloping away from the underground portal. The 
EAP further indicated that the wash bay and the workshops will be 
fitted and serviced by sumps, for the collection of oil contaminated 
water for appropriate disposal and these will be operated as isolated 
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• The I&AP enquired about the WRDs, if there are plans to backfill the operational open 
pits with waste rock and asked about the future land use.  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP indicated that she is not in support of the open pits being used post closure 
although it might be a cheaper option, but it is also a risky option. She recommended 
backfilling of the open pits with waste rock as a less risky option, which is more 
sustainable. She added the following motivation for the preferred option: 
- The option aligns with the principles of sustainable development, and if the 

communities were to use water from the pits, it must first be fit for use.  
- There will be infrastructure required to pump the water from the pits due to the 

high evaporation rate and the low to moderate rainfall rates in the area; thus, the 
pits will not be filled with water naturally.  

- Concerns regarding the ability of cattle and wildlife to access water from the pits, 
as they will not be fully filled. The pits may be only half filled with water, which 
means cattle and wildlife would not be able to drink from the pits.  

- Maintaining the infrastructure to pump the water from the pits and all the adjacent 
pipelines will be challenging.  

- The communities in that area are poverty stricken, and it would therefore be a 
challenge, unless if there would be funds available for the infrastructure and its 
maintenance in perpetuity.  

 
 
 

areas surrounded by dirty water trenches discharging into the 
sumps. Diesel and lubrication tanks will be stored on lined 
impermeable surfaces and inside bunding equivalent to tank 
capacities plus a safety margin. Alternatively, the bunding will 
contain at least 110% of the largest storage vessel, or a combined 
volume of two tanks may be considered. The EAP further listed the 
following infrastructure to be established: 
- Silt traps which will receive the service and fissure water from 

underground and the discharge from the dirty water channel.  
- Two settling dams which will discharge into the RWD.  
- The return water pumps which will return water to the service 

water tank. 
- The emergency spillway which will allow overflow to and from 

the PCD. 
- The infrastructure area will be split into two distinct areas 

(northern and southern areas), separated by a dirty water 
channel running east-west.  

- Dirty water runoff from the southern infrastructure area will be 
collected in the channel and directed to the silt trap on the 
eastern side of the infrastructure area and ultimately into the 
settling dams and RWDs.  

- Stormwater run-off from the Northern infrastructure area will 
naturally flow to the catchment areas for the Sterkstroom 
River.  

- The portal will have a cutoff channel. 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that what was proposed is to covert open pits 
into sustainable assets i.e. act as a pit lake/ water resource for the 
surrounding communities, and therefore, the open pits will not be 
backfilled to the full extent (partially backfilled), which is subject to 
be investigated depending on the comments received from all 
stakeholders on what the final closure layout plan could be. 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP concurred and added that with all the WRDs at the mine, 
rather than leaving them elevated, some of the waste rock can be 
used to infill the open pits in the future. The EAP indicated that she 
would discuss the backfilling option with Tharisa.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa has undertaken detailed investigations and studies on 
sustainable mine closure options. 
 
In 2022, Tharisa submitted an application to the DMRE to amend its 
existing closure commitments.  This application is currently under legal 
review. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

• The I&AP requested that the draft minutes be sent to her prior to being circulated, which 
the EAP agreed to.  
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired as to whether Tharisa intends on remining the existing TSFs.  
 
 

• The I&AP asked the EAP to send her the link for the specialists’ reports. She also 
requested for the EAP to engage with the Legacy Group Hotels within the Pilanesberg 
National Park, who own the lodges at Bakubung and Kwa-Maritane Bush. She asked if 
the EAP has engaged with them and if any public meetings were convened. 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP expressed that her organisation shares interest in environmental issues, as 
well as social and economic benefits aligned with the environment, indicating that that 
socio-economic elements and environmental elements within the definition of 
sustainable development are not equal, since there can be no socio-economic 
development on a deteriorating environmental base. She enquired as to whether the 
applications will be in line with the One Environmental System, if the approvals (MR and 
EA) by the DMRE will be aligned with the Integrated Water Use License (IWUL) to be 
issued by the DWS.  

 

• The I&AP stated that, with regards the Closure Plan, she supports the DMRE 
regulations, that concurrent or progressive rehabilitation must be implemented. She 
enquired as to whether the EAP would be aligned with the SANBI and mining guidelines. 
She referred to the mining and biodiversity guidelines from SANBI, which mention 
categories such as protected areas, national parks, nature reserves, and World 
Heritage sites, where mining is prohibited. She recommended that critical endangered 
and endangered ecosystems, critical biodiversity systems, rivers, freshwater and 
wetlands must be considered.  

 
 

• The I&AP asked the EAP if MC had engaged with Mr. Jay Naidoo, who owns the 
property called Calabash. She explained that he has entered into a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MoU) with Sibanye Stillwater, and he would like to develop a nature-
positive initiative for the Magaliesberg Biosphere, incorporating all the mines. She 
suggested that the EAP engages with Simone (she is no longer working at Sibanye 
Stillwater) who is the organiser of meetings.  
 
 

• The I&AP enquired as to whether the water quality is impacted by sewage or mining 
activities. The I&AP also added that nitrate can also be produced by cattle’s urine and 
open pits toilets etc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP agreed to the request. The minutes were sent on 19 and 
20 May 2025. The I&AP was thanked for attending the meeting, and 
for all valued input provided. She was requested to confirm and 
send back for incorporation into the Final EIA and EMPr Report. 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that Tharisa has not communicated such to the 
EAP. 
 

• The EAP showed the I&AP the EAP website link where reports can 
be downloaded from. The EAP responded by stating that the EAP 
has engaged with the Buffelspoort Resort and other businesses 
around the mine. The EAP further added that public meetings were 
also convened. 
 
 
 

• The EAP responded by stating that for the DMRE to issue 
approvals, they rely on the DWS to provide comments, and 
therefore, co-operative, environmental governance is applicable as 
all relevant Competent Authorities’ decisions need to be aligned. 
 

 
 
 
 

• The EAP explained the above categories and presented from the 
findings of the associated specialists’ studies, which took into 
account all the relevant guidelines and principles.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The comment was noted.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that the Present Ecological State (PES) 
assessment indicated that the Sterkstroom River was in a ‘Largely 
Modified’ state, which can be attributed to the fish community 
assessment where an alien invasive species Micropterus salmoides 
(Largemouth Bass) was collected during the 2024 survey, lowering 
the fish assessment score. The EAP added that, when it comes to 
water quality, one of the parameters exceeded was nitrate, which is 
often the case, and the reason behind such is as follows: It is not 
solely due to mining, it also results from blasting activities; therefore, 
it is not only related to the Tharisa mine but also to every activity 
upstream, such as agricultural use of fertilisers and the decay of 
plant material, which would exacerbate such readings.  

 

Tharisa does not intend to remine the existing TSFs, as part of our 
medium to long term plans.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

 

• The I&AP asked about communities that are close to the mining operations. She also 
enquired about the buffer zone between the residential development and mine site. The 
I&AP also added that the 100m buffer is a regulated buffer zone in terms of the mine 
health and safety regulations, but the DMRE has recommended 2 kilometres due to 
complaints from both the mines and the communities, as there is often encroachment 
by communities onto the mine sites, which exacerbates the risk to communities. The 
I&AP continued to add that complaints received from communities regarding blasting 
indicate that houses often crack, and the reason is that the houses are not very sturdily 
built. She also mentioned that recognition must also be given to the fact that these 
structures might, due to poverty, have not been built according to building regulations 
which must also be considered. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired about the alien plant species that have been identified.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP enquired as to whether Tharisa has a MR over all farm portions, and if they 
own them.  

 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP recommended that there should be zero loss to indigenous species and that 
Tharisa should strive to implement an active programme for the eradication of invasive 
species, which should be replaced by indigenous species. 

 
 
 
 

• The I&AP asked why the sulphate levels are exceeded at TM SW02 and TM SW03. 
She indicated that the potential risk in Platinum Group Metals (PGM) mining and mine 
water management indicates that only coal and gold mines are classified as category A 
mines, which are acid-producing.  

 
 
 
 
 

• The I&AP asked about mitigation or management measures which have been 
prescribed to ensure that there is no increase in surface water in the mining 
compartments.  

 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP explained that the communities in the immediate vicinity 
of Tharisa’s operations are Mmaditlhokwa and Lapologang, and that 
a 100m blasting buffer zone is applicable. The EAP further 
reminded the I&AP that the proposed project will be transitioning 
underground, and therefore, the impact will be lessened. The EAP 
indicated that those are some of the issues mentioned in the Blast 
Impact Assessment Report, which states that a thorough survey 
must be conducted before underground mining commences, of all 
structures on surface directly above the underground footprint. The 
EAP further stated that Tharisa must conduct a study to examine all 
the houses with established cracks, as it cannot be definitively 
stated that they are due to the blasting, and they may not comply 
with building regulations, and some of these houses were built with 
different structures. Some are of older design, while others are more 
contemporary, which makes them likely to crack.  
 
 

• The EAP indicated that the specialists have identified the potential 
for existence of alien plant species and the area is already disturbed 
as it is currently being mined. The EAP explained that only a portion 
of the area where the bridge will be constructed is pristine within the 
Sterkstroom River. The EAP showed the I&AP on the table listing 
alien species within the study area.  

 

• The EAP indicated that a Section 102 application was submitted to 
the DMRE to add additional farm portions, including farm portions 
which belong to Sibanye Stillwater, and a consent letter from 
Sibanye Stillwater, for those farm portions, was submitted with the 
application.  
 
 

• The EAP concurred and added that one of the recommendations by 
the specialist is that protected species must be avoided., and if that 
is not possible, the relevant permits will need to be obtained to carry 
out a plant search and rescue (specifically for Marula - Sclerocarya 
birrea subsp. caffra). 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP indicated that it is not necessarily attributed to the 
operation of the mine; rather, these are boreholes that are within the 
monitoring programme. Between March and July 2020, higher 
concentrations of nitrate and sulphate were observed in the vicinity 
of the processing plant, west of TSF 1 and south of the East Pit. 
Exceedances were localised and confined to the mining area and 
within 500m from known waste facilities.  
 

• The EAP indicated that water will be prevented from entering the 
underground mining access portal by using upstream diversion 
berms. The EAP added that a Section 21(j) of the National Water 
Act, 1998 (Act No. 36 of1998) (NWA) for removal and discharging 
of water found underground for the efficient continuation of the 
proposed underground mining and for the safety of people, will be 
applied for as part of the Water Use Licence Application for the 
Underground Expansion Project.  

 

 
The Blast Impact Assessment evaluated the effects of ground vibration 
of blasting operations for the Underground Expansion Project. The 
model used indicated minor ground vibration levels with a maximum 
charge predicted in the ranges between 2 mm/s and 5.8 mm/s for the 
Points of Interest (POIs) identified. These levels are within the set 
allowable limits in the Mine Health and Safety Regulations. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa has an AIP Management Plan which will be implemented and 
adhered to for the project.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A Landscape and Rehabilitation Plan has been compiled for the 
footprints where surface infrastructure is required to support the 
underground mining (including the bridge crossing the Sterkstroom 
River). The rehabilitation plan provides key actions to remediate impacts 
and prevent loss of ecological integrity through adaptive management 
and monitoring.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

 

• The I&AP enquired about the facilities for tailings disposal, if there will be construction 
of TSFs to store tailings from the underground workings.  

 
 

• The I&AP asked about the catchment within which Tharisa reports to. The I&AP further 
enquired as to whether the mine presents the water quality results quarterly to the 
catchment management forum.  

 
 

 
 

• The I&AP posits that Tharisa should comply with the Mine Health and Safety Act, 1996 
(Act No. 29 of 1996) (MHSA), as it is a legal requirement. It not only requires that Tharisa 
make provisions for its employees, but it also refers to non-employees, stating that a 
policy should be developed to protect their health as well. Given that the communities 
are in close proximity to the Tharisa mine, it would be prudent to develop such a policy 
for non-employees. She further added that, in terms of Section 5(2) of the Act, Section 
8(1) and Subsection C of the Act, it states that the Act is mainly concerned with defining 
the obligations of mining owners with regards to ensuring a safe working environment. 
However, a general obligation rests upon every employee to identify the relevant 
hazards and assist with the related risks to which non-employees are exposed. 
Furthermore, it ensures that no employees who are directly affected by the activities of 
the mine are exposed to any hazards to their health and safety. To do this, the employer 
must establish a policy concerning the protection of non-employees who are directly 
affected by the activities at the mine.  
 
 

• The I&AP noted from the table with projected employment opportunities that most of 
the highly skilled staff will be limited, and the unskilled workers will be mostly from the 
communities. She added that it would be great for Tharisa to consider job opportunities 
for the unskilled personnel or alternatively introduce skills development programmes. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

• The I&AP suggested that I&APs be granted access to internal and external audit 
reports.  

• The EAP indicated that there will not be tailings generated from the 
underground working. Tailings are only generated from the 
processing plants, which are disposed of at the existing TSFs.  
 

• The EAP explained it is the Crocodile (West) and Marico Catchment 
– Limpopo Water Management Area (WMA). The EAP explained 
that she was not certain about the water quality results being 
presented. During the meeting, the EAP indicated that Tharisa 
participated in a catchments management forum which is incorrect. 
In terms of the Tharisa’s amended WUL (License Number: 
03/A21K/ABCGIJ/1468), no condition stipulates for Tharisa to 
participate in the catchment management forum. 

 
 

• The EAP indicated that she would establish from Tharisa if such a 
policy for non- employees is in place, and if not, one needs to be 
developed in order to comply with the Act. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

• The comment was noted.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The EAP noted the suggestion for discussion with Tharisa. The EAP 
asked for the I&AP to go through the Closure Report and send back 
comments or additions to what had been suggested for ultimate 
discussion with Tharisa. 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa attends the catchment management forums. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There is a corporate Safety, Health and Environment (SHE) Policy 
developed in terms of the MHSA that is applicable to the operations at 
Tharisa.  A copy of the policy can be accessed via our website or upon 
request. 
 
The SHE Policy states the following in relation to the comment raised by 
the I&AP: 
“Maintaining a safe work environment for employees is paramount for 
the prevention of work-related injuries and ill health aligned with our 
Occupational Health and Safety (OHS) Risks and opportunities 
identified. Tharisa actively manages SHE-related risks through 
comprehensive management systems integrated into our business and 
operational practices. Stakeholders and community members are 
regularly engaged regarding safety and health matters, with proactive 
management of aspects that may impact their well-being.” 
 
 
Tharisa is committed to the socioeconomic upliftment of its employees 
and surrounding communities. Tharisa’s strategy for advancing its host 
communities closely aligns with the local municipality’s Integrated 
Development Plan (IDP). This ensures that our efforts align with the 
broader regional growth and development goals. We incorporate various 
community-driven initiatives into our Social and Labour Plan (SLP) to 
bring this strategy to life. Some of the key initiatives include:  

1. Internships and bursaries to help young people gain skills and 
qualifications for meaningful employment. 

2. Work-integrated learning programme designed to combine 
academic learning with practical, on-the-job training. 

3. Apprenticeships and holiday work opportunities offer local 
youth hands-on experience in various technical and 
operational fields 

Through these initiatives, we contribute to the local community’s 
economic wellbeing and invest in its residents’ long-term development, 
particularly the youth. This strengthens the community’s social fabric.  
 
 
Tharisa has channels to be followed when requesting documents. Also, 
if one would like to have access to the mine’s documents, they have a 
right to do so using Promotion of Access to Information Act, 2000 (Act 
No. 2 of 2000) (PAIA). Further to this, Tharisa publishes a detailed 
Integrated Annual Report which is publicly available. 



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

• The CRR with comments from Tharisa was sent to the I&AP on 04 
June 2025.  

The I&AP, representing  the Buffelspoort Solar Project that is being developed just south of 
the Underground Expansion Project on Portion 138 of the Farm Buffelspoort 343 JQ, 
attached an I&AP registration form. 
 
Comments received are as follows: 
 

• We are developing a Solar Energy Facility on Portion 138 of the Farm Buffelspoort 343 
JQ and would like to be kept informed of all developments related to the underground 
Expansion Project. 

Email received on 16 
April 2025, in 

response to the 
notification email sent 

by the EAP on 15 
April 2025 for the 

review of Draft EIA 
and EMPr Report. 

The I&AP was thanked for her participation, and the I&AP was assured 
that she will be kept informed of all project-related processes, on an 
email sent on 17 April 2025. 

None. 

The Ward Councillor raised the following concerns: 

• Poor attendance by the community members. 

• Public meetings always result in destructive brawls, preventing the community 
members from gaining information about the project and from voicing out their concerns. 

• The scheduled date of the public meeting was not suitable as it coincided with the 
month-end salary payments and the majority of the community members were 
intoxicated, with some members having committed to other obligations. 

Public meeting 
convened on 25 April 

2025, which was 
originally planned to 
be convened on 16 
April 2025, as per 

invitations sent out on 
04 and 15 April 2025. 

The meeting was 
postponed to 25 April 

2025.  

The comments by the Ward Councillor were noted.  None. 

PUBLIC MEETINGS WERE PLANNED TO BE HELD AS FOLLOWS: 

Venue Date Times 

Mmaditlhokwa Village: Open 
Space 

25 April 2025 10:00 - 12:00 

Lapologang Village: Sports 
Ground 

25 April 2025 14:00 - 16:00 

THE PUBLIC MEETING AT MMADITLHOKWA VILLAGE: OPEN SPACE COULD NOT 
TAKE PLACE DUE TO DISRUPTION BY COMMUNITY MEMBERS.  
 
The following comments were raised by the members of the Lapologang Community, 
although community members’ details could not be captured, as attendees refused to sign 
the attendance registers: 
 

• The EAP must conduct a site visit around the area to observe the impacts as a result of 
the current opencast mining. 

• The majority of the youth is unemployed primarily because they do not have the 
necessary skills nor do they meet the minimum requirements to be employed by the 
mine. 

• The mine employs personnel outside of the Lapologang Community instead of 
prioritising the locals. 

• The mine should look into introducing training programmes to equip the youth with the 
necessary skills which would qualify them to work at the mine. 

• There is no employment equity at the mine as some political figures tend to interfere 
with the employment selection process.  

• The community is reluctant to voice out their concerns on important subject matters as 
they fear it might jeopardise their chances of getting employed by the mine.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public meeting 
convened on 25 April 

2025, which was 
originally planned to 
be convened on 16 
April 2025, as per 

invitations sent out on 
04 and 15 April 2025. 

The meeting was 
postponed to 25 April 

2025.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A representative from Tharisa (Mr. Bongane Nkuna) acknowledged all 
issues raised by the community members and indicated the need for 
ongoing dialogue and potential solutions. Mr Nkuna also stated that the 
issues will be responded to in due course.  
 
The EAP takes note of all comments and concerns raised by the 
community members and will provide the comments to Tharisa for 
consideration.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tharisa takes note of the concerns raised. The responses will be 
communicated through the existing community structures/forum.  



 

COMMENTS,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS 
SOURCE & DATE RESPONSE BY THE EAP RESPONSE BY THARISA 

• The mine is not supportive of the local businesses. The community members do meet 
the business operating requirements, but they however not given opportunities by the 
mine. 

• There are no street lights within the community to aid visibility at night which has 
resulted in the perpetuation of crime in the area, especially during night time. 

• The mine pledged to relocate the community and that has not been fulfilled to date. 

• Generation of dust due to blasting activities. 

• Bad network reception posing difficulty in contacting emergency services e.g. 
ambulance services. 

• The activities of the mine are damaging (cracking) the houses and grave sites within 
the vicinity of the mine.  

• Piet Retief School needs to be relocated as it is dilapidated and poses safety risks to 
the learners and teachers. The school is impacted by noise and dust.   

• Roads are in a bad state due to frequent use by heavy vehicles from the mine. 

• Flooding during heavy rainfalls which is aggravated by poor stormwater management 
in the area which has resulted in some residential properties being damaged. 
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PREFACE 

Section 41 of Government Notice Regulation (GNR.) No. 982 in Government Gazette No. 38202 (04 December 
2014) of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as amended, promulgated in terms of 
Section 24(5) and 44 of the of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No.107 of 1998), as 
amended (NEMA), makes provision for comments from Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) to be recorded 
in reports and plans, and that such written comments, including responses to such comments, are attached to 
the reports and plans that are submitted to the competent authorities in this case, the North West Department 
of Mineral and Energy (DMRE). 

This report constitutes the Comments and Responses Report (CRR) which captures the issues raised by 
stakeholders during the Scoping and Environmental Impact Reporting (S&EIR) process for the proposed 
Underground Expansion Project, within the Rustenburg Local Municipality, Bojanala District Municipality, 
Northwest Province.  

As part of the announcement, notification letters which appended registration sheets were sent to all identified 
I&APs. Four (4) site notices were erected at places conspicuous and accessible by the public in and around the 
proposed study area. One (1) newspaper advertisement was placed in the Rustenburg Herald Newspaper on 
Friday, 09 February 2024. The Final Scoping Report was made available for public comment from Wednesday, 
13 November 2024 to Friday, 13 December 2024. Comments which were/ are being received from 
stakeholders have been/ are being captured in this CRR as it is not a static document but is, however, updated 
as and when comments are received. This report is being updated as the S&EIR process unfolds.  

 
POPIA Consent Information 

In terms of the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013) (POPIA), MC sought 
consent from I&APs, to collect and use their personal information for purposes of conducting the 
project’s Public Participation Process (PPP) in terms of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended. The 
Draft Scoping Report was subjected to public review and has been finalised and is being submitted 
to the Department of Mineral Resources and Energy (DMRE), which reflects all comments that have 
been received from all I&APs. In the context of the overall project and the PPP, all I&APs personal 
information: (i) full name (s) and surname; (ii) email address (es); and (iii) comments, concerns or 
objections submitted during the PPP, MC is circulating the I&APs personal information to Tharisa and 
the relevant competent authorities.  
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COMMENT,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS  
SOURCE & DATE  RESPONSE BY MC  

The following Comments were received from the Adjacent Landowner (SVS 
Boerdery): 
 
A. Thank you for reaching out to us during your Public Participation 

Programme and as direct neighbours of your project. 
B. I would like to inform you about the presence of our boreholes on our 

property. 
C. Given the scale and scope of your project and the potential negative 

impact on our local water resources ,I request that you inspect our 
boreholes and provide a report on the current water tables and the 
amount of water available for our use and how this may affect both the 
water tables and the availability of water for our farming industry. 

D. As our farming operations rely heavily on these water sources and is 
directly dependant on the water supply, any changes in water availability 
could significantly affect our business. It is crucial for us to understand 
any potential impact your project may have on our water and the broader 
farming industry in our area. 

E. We would appreciate your undivided and prompt attention to this urgent 
matter and response regarding your detailed findings as a Managing 
Director and SACNASP Registered Scientist. 

Comments were received 
via email initially on 15 
November 2024 and 

subsequently on Tuesday, 
26 November 2024  

A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 enquiring about the: 

• Farm(s) and Portions which are owned by SVS Boerdery. Additionally, 
enquiring about any existing plan of the boreholes and/or coordinates to be 
shared with MC, the appointed EAP, to know how many boreholes does 
SVS Boerdery have onsite and their respective boreholes locations. 

On Wednesday, the 11 December 2024, a response from Lizl Clarke Kriel 
was sent to MC, the appointed EAP with the following information of the 
inquiry as follows: 
 
The attachment with five farms of Willem van Schalkwyk with boreholes on 
these farms: 
 
1. SVS Boerdery PTY Ltd – Citrus farm & Instant lawn farm – 2x boreholes 
2. JVS Hoenders – Livestock – Chicken farm – 1 borehole 
3. Selborne – Citrus farm – 1 borehole 
4. Rondekopje – Citrus farm – 1 borehole 
5. Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1 borehole 
6. Homestead- Instant lawn farm – 1 borehole 

A response to email 
received initially on 15 
November 2024 and 

subsequently on Tuesday, 
26 November 2024 and 

the email from Lizl Clarke 
Kriel on 11 December 

2024 

A response to email received initially on 15 November 2024 and subsequently 
on Tuesday, 26 November 2024 and the email from Lizl Clarke Kriel on 11 
December 2024 was sent by the EAP on 27 January 2025 with the following 
responses via e-mail: 
 
A. Many thanks, for acknowledgement of consultation with You (SVS 

BOERDERY) as the Adjacent Landowner in relation to the Project. 
B. Noted, the following boreholes and coordinates have been received via 

email on Wednesday, 11 December 2024 14:52. Please confirm the 
boreholes information as shared by “Lizl Clarke Kriel” 

 

Item 
No 

SVS 
Boerdery 
Boreholes 

Name 

Farm & 
Portion 

Longitude Latitude 
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COMMENT,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS  
SOURCE & DATE  RESPONSE BY MC  

1. Kompong 
Borehole 

Portion 47 
of 

Buffelspoort 
343 JQ 

-
25.7604014 

27.4949518 

2. Homestead 
Borehole 

Portion 30 
of 

Buffelspoort 
343 JQ 

-25.762697 27.480953 

3. Pakhuis 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) 
of Portion 

27 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/27/343) 

-
25.7652221 

27.495551 

4. Rondekopje 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) 
of Portion 

29 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/29/343) 

-
25.7564617 

27.4765324 

5. JVS 
Hoenders 
Borehole 

Remaining 
Extent (RE) 
of Portion 

27 of 
Buffelspoort 

343 JQ 
(RE/27/343) 

-
25.7699871 

27.4829898 

6. Selborne 
Borehole 

Portion 31 
of 

Buffelspoort 
343 JQ 

-
25.7623056 

27.4766607 

The following five farms of Willem van Schalkwyk with boreholes on these farms 
inclusive Google Earth Imagery have been received: However, the following 
clarity was required as “Italicised”. 
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COMMENT,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS  
SOURCE & DATE  RESPONSE BY MC  

1. SVS Boerdery PTY Ltd – Citrus farm & Instant lawn farm – 2x boreholes – 
Clarity on these boreholes is not consistent with the shared google earth 
imagery boreholes labels document? The 2x Boreholes is SVS Boerdery & 
Kompong? Or this is one borehole 

2. JVS Hoenders – Livestock – Chicken farm – 1 borehole 
3. Selborne – Citrus farm – 1 borehole 
4. Rondekopje – Citrus farm – 1 borehole 
5. Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1 borehole  - This is not named on the google earth 

imagery boreholes document shared? 
6. Homestead- Instant lawn farm – 1 borehole 
 
C. Based on the boreholes provided above which are outside of the Tharisa 

Mining Right Area (MRA) and the Hydrogeological Impact Assessment 
Modelling Technical Report conducted by Artesium Consulting Services 
(Pty) Ltd (30 April 2024),  it states that underground development must be 
planned at least 100m away from river features and recommends that a ± 
100m crown pillar be left where mining goes underneath the Sterkstroom 
river. Potential linkages (faulting) should be grouted (i.e. semi sealed) when 
encountered as the preferred mitigation option. Boreholes towards the 
north of the open pits could potentially encounter loss of yield due to 
dewatering of the shallower underground units (< ± 200 mbgl). Due to mine 
dewatering, the local groundwater flow directions in the deeper fractured 
aquifer are generally re-directed towards the mine. The general groundwater 
flow direction is from south to north, or southeast to northwest Boreholes 
(community boreholes/third party) located within the Tharisa MR area are 
used for domestic purposes and agricultural purposes (livestock and 
irrigation).  From the hydrocensus, only one borehole was found within the 
Tharisa UG footprint (Borehole HPH36) which utilizes groundwater for 
domestic purposes. Pump tests of a range of boreholes indicated that the 
average upper aquifer yield is between 1 and 2.5 litres /second. Therefore, 
It is identified that most of the boreholes are used for domestic and 
agricultural (livestock and irrigation) purposes within the Tharisa MRA. The 
groundwater elevations within the mining area range ~1 175 to 1 210 mamsl 
(metres above mean sea level) and it is noted that the weathered aquifer, 
as well as the alluvial aquifer along the Sterkstroom River, supports most 
irrigation and domestic water-supply boreholes throughout the region. 
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D. As described above, most of the boreholes (community boreholes/third 

party) which are used for domestic and agricultural (livestock and irrigation) 
purposes are within Tharisa’s Mining Right Area (MRA) and your boreholes 
as the adjacent landowners are taken into consideration.  The 
Hydrogeological Impact Assessment report records that the weathered 
aquifer, as well as the alluvial aquifer along the Sterkstroom River, supports 
most irrigation and domestic water-supply boreholes throughout the region 
and that Tharisa is aware of that. Therefore, the below potential Impacts 
have been identified during the Scoping  Report phase and further impacts 
(if any) will be determined during the EIA Phase (EIR and EMPr phase) for 
which you will be notified as the adjacent Landowner for reports review and 
commenting. The EMPr will be compiled to safeguard against the any 
potential impacts that might affect these water sources within the Tharisa’s 
MRA. See the potential impacts table below: 

 

Potential Impact Mitigation Type Significance 

Reduced recharge of 
groundwater due to 
increased run-off. 

Minimise through soil 
management 
programme 

Low Negative 

Replenishment of 
groundwater aquifer 

Surface and 
Groundwater 
monitoring. 

Low Negative 

Reduced groundwater 
quantity as a result of 
dewatering for 
underground mining 

Control through 
groundwater 
monitoring programme; 
and Compensation of 
impacted landowners 
where proven to be 
impacted from mine 
dewatering 

Medium Negative 

Dewatering and loss of 
yield from potable 
(villages) and/or 
agricultural water 
supply boreholes within 

Tharisa is situated 
within a minor aquifer 
region, characterised 
by poor to minor 
groundwater quality. 

Low Negative 
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the Zone of Influence 
(ZOI) 

Based on analogue 
data from similar 
mining operations in 
similar geology, there is 
a low risk of the shallow 
aquifer being affected 
by deep underground 
mining. However, 
based on the 
precautionary principle 
and scenario 
modelling, drawdown 
for the high dewatering 
case scenario was 
evident. From the 2024 
hydrocensus (Figure 1 
below), limited 
groundwater users 
were found within the 
underground extension 
zone (Borehole 
HPH36), but it is 
recommended to 
conduct a detailed 
hydrocensus based on 
the modelled ZOI to 
map all users and 
include in monitoring 
protocol post EIA 
phase. Continual 
monitoring based on 
the monitoring protocol. 
Abstraction volume and 
water level monitoring 
and observations if 
geological fractures are 
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intersected at depth 
during underground 
mining (more data 
required); grout and 
attempt to seal if 
abstraction is deemed 
excessive. 

 
Figure 1 
 
The 2024 hydrocensus, limited groundwater users were found within the 
underground extension zone 
- Two Conceptual Site Models (CSM) across both the west and east open pit 

and proposed underground extension were constructed to gain a better 
understanding of the potential impacts (and receptors) prior to numerical 
modelling. Underground development is planned at least 100m away from 
river features, but it is recommended that a ± 100m crown pillar be left where 
mining goes underneath the Sterkstroom river. Potential linkages (faulting) 
should be grouted (i.e. semi sealed) when encountered as the preferred 
mitigation option. Due to the low hydraulic conductivities of local geology, 
underground dewatering is not expected to significantly affect the shallow 
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aquifer zone based on benchmarking with similar studies (expected case), 
but a high dewatering case (i.e. worst case) in line with the precautionary 
principle is also shown in the conceptual models due to uncertainty related 
to deep hydrogeological parameters. Boreholes towards the north of the 
open pits could potentially encounter loss of yield due to dewatering of the 
shallower underground units [< ± 200 metres below ground level (mbgl)]. 
From the hydrocensus, only one borehole was found within the Tharisa UG 
footprint (Borehole HPH36) which utilizes groundwater for domestic 
purposes. Based on the conceptual models and the abovementioned 
discussions, the following potential receptors (Figure 2 below) are noted: 

• Loss of flow from the Sterkstroom due to underground mining below the 
river; and 

• Potential loss of potable/agricultural boreholes directly north of the Tharisa 
Mine. [*For which your boreholes are excluded, since due to mine 
dewatering, the local groundwater flow directions in the deeper 
fractured aquifer are generally re-directed towards the mine. The 
general groundwater flow direction is from “south to north”, or 
“southeast to northwest” which are least likely to affect your boreholes 
water supply]. 

 
Figure 2: Potential Receptors 
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E. From the attached Map based on the provided boreholes information and 
Hydrogeological Impact Assessment Modelling Technical Report conducted 
by Artesium Consulting Services (Pty) Ltd (30 April 2024), the six (6) 
boreholes provided are the least to be affected as they are outside Tharisa’s 
MRA (see the attached Map) and not located within the North of the 
Tharisa’s MRA. From the above discussion, the below conclusions are 
drawn: 

- Tharisa Minerals is situated in a developed mining region, with several 
mines situated downstream and agricultural activities upstream of the 
proposed development. The groundwater levels from monitoring data 
indicate limited impacts from mine dewatering and groundwater use for 
mining purposes. Due to low hydraulic conductivities associated with the 
local geology (and analogue data), underground dewatering is not expected 
to significantly affect the shallow aquifer zone. However, due to the 
uncertainty related to deep hydrogeological parameters, scenario modelling 
showed that a cone of influence could occur (±50 – 100m drawdown) should 
linkage be present with the shallower Lonmin underground operations 
and/or shallow aquifer. These linkages would be discrete based on the 
current hydrogeological understanding, with cover drilling and grouting (i.e. 
semi sealing) being the preferred mitigation option. The existence of 
hydraulic connections between Underground Mining and Strekstroom River, 
especially when mining commences below the stream, is not yet confirmed.  

 
- The site is situated on a minor aquifer region, with a rating of “least 

vulnerable”. This is confirmed with the Aquifer testing results showing 
moderate to low permeability (1 – 1E-03 m/d) and typical low borehole yields 
of 0.1 - 1 L/s occur on site. Based on analogue data from similar projects, it 
is unlikely that the deep underground units will have any impact on the 
shallow aquifer zones.  

 

• The dewatering impact from the east pit is shown to extend ± 450 – 600 m 
north, with limited extent towards the south due to the TSFs. The west pit 
and far west pit dewatering cone extends ± 350 – 450 m north, and ± 450 – 
650 m south. Minimal drawdown effects could be experienced by 
groundwater users directly upstream of the west mine pits, with none of the 
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known boreholes downstream modelled to experience drawdown 
effects.  

• The expected dewatering case Zone of Influence (ZOI) is modelled to extend 
1.2 – 1.5 km towards the north from the Tharisa open pits (1 300 ha), where 
the shallowest part of the Tharisa underground extension is located (< 
250m). 

- Based on the abovementioned impacts table, mitigation measures and 
controls would include within the Tharisa’s MRA: 

• No mining within 100m floodline of the Sterkstroom river, crown pillar of at 
least 100m below the Strekstroom. Cover drilling; Grouting (semi sealing) of 
water flowing through fractures. 

• Tharisa is situated within a minor aquifer region, characterised by poor to 
minor groundwater quality. Based on analogue data from similar mining 
operations in similar geology, there is a low risk of the shallow aquifer being 
affected by deep underground mining. However, based on the precautionary 
principle and scenario modelling, drawdown for the high dewatering case 
scenario was evident. From the 2024 hydrocensus, limited groundwater 
users were found within the underground extension zone (Borehole 
HPH36), but it is recommended to conduct a detailed hydrocensus based 
on the modelled ZOI to map all users and include in monitoring protocol post 
EIA phase. Continual monitoring based on the monitoring protocol. 
Abstraction volume and water level monitoring and observations if 
geological fractures are intersected at depth during underground mining 
(more data required); grout and attempt to seal if abstraction is deemed 
excessive. 

• It is recommended that boreholes fitted with pumps be equipped with dip 
tubes to be able to monitor groundwater levels actively and accurately. 

• Underground development is planned at least 100m away from river 
features, but it is recommended that a 100m crown pillar be left where 
mining goes underneath the Sterkstroom river. 

 
We acknowledge the: “Request that you want Tharisa Minerals (Pty) Ltd (the 
Applicant) to inspect your boreholes and provide a report on the current water 
tables and the amount of water available for your use and how this may affect 
both the water tables and the availability of water at your farming industry”. The 
“Hydrogeological Impact Assessment Modelling Technical Report” is available 
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for reading and for your analysis and the request shall be communicated with 
the Client concerning the boreholes located at Portions RE/27, RE/29, 30, 31 
and 47 of Buffelspoort 343 JQ  that you own. However, let it be known that none 
of the known boreholes downstream modelled to experience drawdown effects 
due to the proposed underground mining. 
 
Many thanks for commenting and raising your concern as the adjacent 
landowner and your comments are noted and will be included in the final EIR 
and EMPr reports for Authorities to put conditions to be complied with when the 
underground mining project is approved and start to commence. From this stage, 
you will be notified as the IAP (adjacent landowner) of the commenting period of 
the draft EIA and EMPr reports, including the updated Specialists studies. 

A response email from Lizl Clarke Kriel was received on 28 January 2025 to 
give feedback regarding the query of boreholes on SVS Boerdery and 
Zwartbok farms. 
 
1. SVS Boerdery PTY Ltd – Citrus farm & Instant lawn farm – 2x boreholes – 

Clarity on these boreholes is not consistent with the shared google earth 
imagery boreholes labels document? The 2x Boreholes is SVS Boerdery & 
Kompong? Or this is one borehole. 

 
Answer: We have two boreholes on this farm: Packhouse and the Kompong. 
It is on two different places on the Farm. 
 
2. Zwartbok – Citrus farm – 1 borehole - This is not named on the google earth 

imagery boreholes document shared? 
 
Answer: There is two boreholes on this farm. A. Dolf’s house B. Ursula’s 
house – they are staying on Zwartbok farm. 

A response to email 
received on Tuesday, 28 
January 2025 from Lizl 

Clarke Kriel  

An acknowledgement email was sent to Lizl Clarke Kriel thanking them for 
confirmation of the clarity raised in the response email that was sent by the EAP 
on the 27 January 2025. 

The following comments were made: 
 
The wayleave application/ background information document with project 
reference number 202308 dated 09 February 2024 has reference. 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by 
the proposal.   

Email received on 10 
February 2024, in 

response to the notification 
email sent on 09 February 

2024. 
 
 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project.  
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• The applicant’s awareness of the existence of Transnet’s pipeline 
servitudes and concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 10 February 
2024. 

 
 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 
MR dated 20 March 2024 has reference. 
 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by 
the proposal. 

• The applicant’s awareness of the existence of Transnet's pipeline 
servitudes and concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 20 March 
2024. 

 
 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 
MR dated 20 March 2024 has reference 

• Transnet Pipelines, a division of Transnet SOC Limited, is not affected by 
the proposal. 

• Your awareness of the existence of Transnet’s pipeline servitudes and 
concern for their integrity is highly appreciated. 

• This authorisation shall be valid for 48 months from the date - 14 
November 2024. 

 
The wayleave application with project reference number NW 30/5/1/2/2/358 
MR has reference: 

• The Project proposal does not affect Transnet Property Rights”. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 20 
March 2024, in response 
to the notification email 

sent by Niara 
Environmental Consultants 

(Niara) (a Community 
Health Impact Assessment 

specialist appointed by 
MC) on 20 March 2024 

 
 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 November 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 

MC on Wednesday, 
November 13, 2024 

 
 
 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 November 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 

MC on Wednesday, 
November 13, 2024 

 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 16 May 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 thanking the I&AP 
for their participation on the project and authorisation which is valid for 48 months 
from the date - 14 November 2024 granted by Transnet. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 thanking the I&AP 
for their participation on the project and acknowledging that “the Project proposal 
does not affect Transnet Property Rights”. 

An email was received having attached guidelines for consideration. Email received on 25 
March 2024, in response 
to the notification email 

sent by Niara (a 

A response email was sent on 16 May 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project. 
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Community Health Impact 
Assessment specialist 

appointed by MC) on 20 
March 2024. 

• Mariette Liefferink, on behalf of the Federation for a Sustainable 
Environment (FSE), thanked MC for the notification. 

• She asked that FSE be registered as an I&AP. 

Email received on 11 
February 2024, in 

response to the notification 
email sent on 09 February 

2024. 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project, assuring them that they have been registered on the 
project database. 

The following comments were made: 

• All development applications are processed via our online portal, the 
South African Heritage Resources Information System (SAHRIS) found 
at the following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  

• We do not accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or 
DropBox links as official submissions. 

• Create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all 
documents pertaining to the EA Application Process. As per section 
24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources 
Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA), an assessment of heritage 
resources must form part of the process, and the assessment must 
comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. If a case already exists on 
SAHRIS regarding the development, upload the documents to that case 
using the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the 
application selector wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector.  

• Ensure that all documents produced as part of the EA process are 
submitted as part of the application. 

 
 
The following comments were made: 

• All development applications are processed via our online portal, the South 
African Heritage Resources Information System (SAHRIS) found at the 
following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  

• We do not accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or 
DropBox links as official submissions. 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 

response to the notification 
email sent on 09 February 

2024. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 
Thursday, Friday, 15 
November 2024, in 

response to the notification 
email sent by MC for 

An application was created on 26 February 2024. 
 
Case ID: 22042 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent to “Boitshepo Motsodisa” with the following 
highlights: 

• The Application was submitted along with the Proof of Payment (POP) via 
SAHRIS online portal. From the submission of the Draft Scoping Report, we 
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• Create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all 
documents pertaining to the EA Application Process. As per section 
24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources 
Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA), an assessment of heritage 
resources must form part of the process, and the assessment must comply 
with section 38(3) of the NHRA. If a case already exists on SAHRIS 
regarding the development, upload the documents to that case using the 
"Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application 
selector wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector.  

• Ensure that all documents produced as part of the EA process are 
submitted as part of the application. 

• An application fee is now required for all section 38 applications. Please 
ensure that the SAHRIS application contains a proof of payment as per the 
notice at the following link: https://sahris.org.za/help. 

• A payment of R 2 000.00 for each application is required. Please make 
separate payments with the specific reference numbers. Applications that 
do not include a proof of payment will be considered incomplete and will not 
be processed until proof of payment is provided. 

• Please make use of the SAHRIS Case ID in the payment reference. e.g. 
12345/38.8. Please upload the PoP using the "Make an additional 
submission to an existing case" in the application selector wizard 
https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. The case officer assigned to 
your case will approve the submission and begin to process the case. 

reviewing the final 
submitted Scoping Report 
to DMRE on Wednesday, 

November 13, 2024.  

just received the correspondence (Interim letter) on the 05 Dec 2024 as per 
attached, for which the comments therein will be addressed. 

INTERIM COMMENT DATED: THURSDAY, 5 DECEMBER, 2024) BY 
SOUTH AFRICAN HERITAGE RESOURCES AGENCY (SAHRA) ON THE 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT (DSR) ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION 
(EA) – WASTE MANAGEMENT LICENSE (WML); SECTION 102 
AMENDMENT AND INTEGRATED WATER USE LICENCE APPLICATION 
(IWULA) FOR THE PROPOSED UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT 
(TRANSITIONING FROM THE CURRENT OPENCAST MINING TO 
UNDERGROUND MINING), WITHIN THE RUSTENBURG LOCAL 
MUNICIPALITY, BOJANALA DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY, NORTHWEST 
PROVINCE WAS RECEIVED WITH THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS: 
 
1. SAHRA requests that an assessment of the impacts to heritage resources 

that complies with section 38(3) of the NHRA as required by section 38(8) 

Interim Comment (Case ID 
22042) received on 05 

December 2024. 

LETTER OF RESPONSE BY EAP TO INTERIM COMMENT (DATE: 
THURSDAY, 5 DECEMBER 2024) BY SOUTH AFRICAN HERITAGE 
RESOURCES AGENCY (SAHRA) WAS SENT ON MONDAY, 27 JANUARY 
2025. THE FOLLOWING RESPONSES WERE ON THE LETTER: 
1. For the DSR, a heritage screener has been undertaken which summarises 

the heritage impact assessments and studies previously undertaken within 
the area of the proposed development and its surroundings. The 
recommendation made from the heritage screener is based on the available 
information, the proposed development is not likely to impact on significant 
heritage resources and as such, it is recommended that no further heritage 
impact assessments are required in terms of section 38 of the National 
Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA). 
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of the NHRA and section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA be conducted as part of the 
EA process. 

2. The assessment must include an assessment of the impact to 
archaeological resources. The field-based assessment of archaeological 
resources must be conducted by a qualified archaeologist and the report 
comply with the SAHRA 2007 Minimum Standards: Archaeological and 
Palaeontological Components of Impact Assessment Reports (see 
www.asapa.co.za or www.aphp.org.za for a list of qualified 
archaeologists). The assessment must include the track logs of the area 
to be surveyed. 

3. Any other heritage resources as defined in section 3 of the NHRA that 
may be impacted, such as built structures over 60 years old, sites of 
cultural significance associated with oral histories, burial grounds and 
graves, graves of victims of conflict, and cultural landscapes or 
viewscapes must also be assessed. 

4. An amended .kml file must also be submitted to map the entire 
development area as a polygon and not a single point. 

5. The Draft Environmental Impact Assessment (DEIA) along with its 
appendices must be submitted to the case. 

6. The applicant is advised to extend the EA process in terms of section 
19(1)b of the NEMA EIA regulations in order to address this comment. 
Further comments will be issued upon receipt of the above requested 
reports. 

7. Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated 
official using the case number quoted above in the case header. 

2. In the assessment completed by Pistorius (2009, SAHRIS NID 19955) for 
the Tharisa Mine, the following heritage resources that exist within the mine 
area: Stonewalled settlements which date from the Late Iron Age; Historical 
structures such as farmhouses with outbuildings, agricultural infrastructure 
and the van Rensburg School (now called the Retief Primary School); At 
least six graveyards as well as Objects with heritage significance such as 
outdated and discarded agricultural implements. As indicated in Figure 3, 
the area proposed has been subject to heritage impact assessments in the 
past. In 2023 ,Kruger, on behalf of CES conducted an HIA near the southern 
border of the mining rights area (SAHRISNID162931). His findings are not 
yet extracted to SAHRIS. It is unlikely that the sites identified by Kruger will 
be impacted by the proposed development as they are located more than 
1km away from the West Mine. It is clear that all of the area proposed for 
development has been either previously surveyed for heritage resources 
(Figure 3) or is already extensively disturbed by the existing mine activities. 
From the Heritage Screener (Figure 1.1-1.5), it is very unlikely that the 
proposed development will impact negatively on any significant 
archaeological heritage resources. No further assessment of the impact 
to archaeological heritage is recommended, as the underground nature of 
the mine is unlikely to impact the above-ground structures. 
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Figure 3: Previous HIAs Map. Previous Heritage Impact Assessments 
surrounding the proposed development area, with SAHRIS NIDs indicated 
(Refer to Appendix 2 for a full reference list on the Heritage Screener) 
 
3. The Recommendation: Based on the available information, that the 

proposed development is not likely to impact on significant heritage 
resources and as such, it is recommended that no further heritage impact 
assessments are required in terms of section 38 of the NHRA. 

4. Noted, an amended polygon kml will be submitted to the existing SAHRIS 
case (Case ID: 22042). 

5. Noted, the DEIA along with its appendices will be submitted to the existing 
SAHRIS case (Case ID: 22042). 

6. Noted, the EA process will proceed with Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
phase, where these comments as addressed will be incorporated into the 
DEIR and subjected to another public participation process of at least 30 
days. 

7. Noted, Nokusho Ngobeni with email: nngobeni@sahra.org.za shall be 
contacted using the Case ID: 22042. 

The I&AP requested a proper layout and coordinates in latitude and longitude. 
 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 

A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached a KMZ file of 
the project area. 
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Comments as received from the letter are as follows: 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT FOR PUBLIC COMMENT, FOR THE 
UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT AT EAST AND WEST MINES 
FOR THARISA MINERALS. 
 
The application affects Eskom’s North West Operating Unit. The following 
Eskom infrastructures are affected: WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV 
Feeder WM37/2/2 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 
1 11 kV Feeder WM37/2A 11 kV Pole Mount Switching Bay, WONDERKOP/ 
MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM37/1 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, 
WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11kV Feeder WM39 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr 
Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 ·11 kV Feeder WM40A 11 kV Pole 
Mounted Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV Feeder WM41 11 kV 
Pole Mount Switching Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11kV Feeder 
WM40/3 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, WONDERKOP/ MARIKANA 1 11 kV 
Feeder WM31 11 kV Pole Mounted Trfr Bay, BIGHORN/ TAILINGS 1 88kV 
Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to TAILINGS SUB Conductor, BIGHORNl/ 
TAILINGS 2 88kV Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to TAILINGS SUB Conductor, 
BIGHORN/ CCT 1 88kV Feeder from BIGHORN SUB to CCT SUB 
Conductor.  
 
Eskom Distribution will raise no objection to the proposed application, 
provided Eskom's rights and services are acknowledged and always 
respected. 
 

• There is 9 metres building and tree restriction on either side of the centre 
line of the 11 kV power lines, which must be adhered to in all future 
developments. No construction work may be executed closer than 9 meters 
from any of Eskom's structures and or supporting mechanisms. The 
building restriction for 132 kV on each side of the centre of the power line 
is 15.5m and the separation distance between parallel lines is 21 m.  

• All work within Eskom Distribution reserve area and servitudes must be 
done in accordance with the requirements of the Occupational Health and 

response to the notification 
email sent on 09 February 

2024. 
 
 

Email received on 21 
February 2024.  
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Safety Act No.85 of 1993 as amended. Special attention must be given to 
the clearances between Eskom's conductors, structures, cables and 
electrical apparatus and the proposed work as stipulated by Regulation R15 
of the Electrical Installations Regulations of the aforementioned Act or any 
other legal requirements. The requirements of the OHS Act must be 
adhered to in conditions where they are existing. 

• Eskom Distribution's services and equipment must be always 
acknowledged and may not be tampered or interfered with. 

• All work within Eskom Distribution reserve area and servitudes must be 
done in accordance with the requirements of the Occupational Health and 
Safety Act No.85 of 1993 as amended. Special attention must be given to 
the clearances between Eskom's conductors, structures, cables and 
electrical apparatus and the proposed work as stipulated by Regulation R15 
of the Electrical Installations Regulations of the aforementioned Act or any 
other legal requirement 

• The Applicants and Eskom's cables must be placed in sleeves encased in 
concrete across the width of the servitude, at the applicant's expense where 
frequent excavations occur in the cable area.  

• Eskom Distribution shall not be liable for the death of or injury to any person 
or for the loss of or damage to any property whether because of the 
encroachment or of the use of the area where Eskom Distribution has its 
services, by the applicant, his/her agent, contractors, Employees, 
successors in title and assigns. 

• The applicant indemnifies Eskom against loss, claims or damages including 
claims pertaining to interference with Eskom Distribution services or 
apparatus or otherwise. The applicant's attention is drawn to section 27(3) 
of the Electricity Act 1987, as amended in 1994, which stipulates that the 
applicant can be fined and/or imprisoned as a result of damage to Eskom's 
apparatus. 

• No mechanical equipment, including mechanical excavators, high lifting 
machinery and drilling equipment, may be used within Eskom's reserve 
area, or within close proximity of Eskom's services and equipment, without 
prior permission in writing and supervision of Eskom's authorised area 
manager for the NWOU Technical Service Centre Area; Teboho Sewisa 
email : SewisaTM@eskom.co.za (Tel. +2718 464 6724 ).  
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• Permission must be obtained at least 10 (ten) working days prior to the 
commencement of any work within the reserve area.  

• Eskom Distribution shall always have unobstructed access to and egress 
from its services. 

• It will be required of the applicant to familiarise him/her self with all safety 
hazards related to electrical plant.  

• Eskom's consent will not relieve the applicant from obtaining the necessary 
statutory, land owner or municipal approvals. (Eskom is not the land owner). 

• Any third party servitudes encroaching on Eskom servitudes shall have to 
be registered against the property at the applicant's own cost.  

• The ineffective management and handling of waste is of crucial importance. 
No dumping shall be allowed within Eskom Distribution Servitudes. All 
unwanted waste (gaseous, liquid or solids) should be disposed of at a 
registered waste disposal site as stipulated under Section 20 of the 
Environmental Conservation Act, 1989 (Act No. 73 of 1989).  

• No blasting is permitted. If blasting is needed, an additional application is 
to be lodged with Eskom Distribution. 

• Any development, which necessitates the relocation of our services, will be 
to the account of the developer. For the relocation of any services, please 
contact Eskom Customer Services at Eskom Contact Centre: 086 00 
37566.  

• Eskom will recover costs from the applicant where any damages of Eskom 
assets and or any penalties suffered by Eskom occur. 

• Should the applicant or his contractor damage any of Eskom services 
during commencement of any work whatsoever, then Eskom's 24 hour 
Contact Centre Tel: 086 000 1414 must be notified immediately to report 
the incident.  

• We thank you and hope you will find the above in order. Should you have 
technical queries on the Eskom standards and specifications please feel 
free to phone our Technology and Quality Department, contact person: Mr 
Stephen Nkwane Tel: 012 421 4853  

The I&AP requested that MC sends them the Draft Scoping Report and the 
KMZ file for the proposed infrastructure related to the application. She also 
requested to be registered as an I&AP, as a representative of Sibanye 
Stillwater. 

Email received on 12 
February 2024, in 

response to the notification 

A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached the Draft 
Scoping Report and a KMZ file of the project area. 
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The I&AP requested that MC sends them the Mining Right (MR) of the study 
area. 
 
 
 
The I&AP thanked MC for the information. MC was requested to send the 
Mining Works Programme (MWP) for the proposed project; and a copy of the 
amended MR received in 2011. The I&AP also mentioned that they have had 
a brief look at the Draft Scoping Report, and they could not tell if there will be 
any surface infrastructure that will be built or expanded on the Mining Right 
Area (MRA).  
  
The I&AP also mentioned that the MR expands over the Western Platinum 
(Pty) Ltd mine (WLP) (owned by Sibanye-Stillwater) MRA, and they therefore 
need to confirm if any infrastructure will be required on WPL MRA in support 
of the project.  
 
 
The MWP was requested. 
 
 
 
A comments sheet was received with the following comments: 
 

• We acknowledge that we were informed that the surface infrastructure 
will only be at the East and West Pits, where the current open pit mining 
is underway as received on 23 February 2024 from MC.  

email sent on 09 February 
2024. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 16 
February 2024. 

 
 
 

Email received on 23 
February 2024. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Emails received on 07 and 
11 March 2024. 

 
 

A comments sheet was 
received on 11 March 

2024.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 19 February 2024, having attached the MR of the 
project area. 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 23 February 2024. A consent letter signed by Mr. 
Dawie Aswegen (Executive Vise President of Sibanye Stillwater) was sent in 
response to the query, to give clarity that a Section 102 application was lodged 
for the areas not belonging to Tharisa. It was clarified that the surface 
infrastructure will only be at the East and West Pits, where the current open pit 
mining is underway. The amended MR of 2011 was also sent. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The MWP was sent on 11 March 2024.  
 
 
 
The MWP was sent on 11 March 2024. MC followed up with the I&AP on 13 
March 2024, if they had received the MWP. The correspondence was noted by 
MC.  
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• Sibanye-Stillwater requested a copy of the MWP on 23 February 2024, 07 
March 2024 & 11 March 2024 and has not received any such programme 
to date.  

• Sibanye-Stillwater also plans to in future utilise its UG2 void located on the 
Tharisa MR for tailings deposition and ultimately a mega tailings dam. 
Sibanye-Stillwater requests that a quantitative cumulative assessment be 
conducted to determine the holistic impacts of the surrounding mining 
projects.  

The following Comments were received from the Landowner (Sibanye Still 
water): 
“We have requested a copy of the MWP in the previous consultation round. 
Please can you provide a copy for us to provide meaningful comment”. 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 November 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 
MC for reviewing the final 
submitted Scoping Report 
to DMRE on Wednesday, 

November 13, 2024 

A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024  with the attached 
Mining Works Programme (MWP) and Proofs of emails contained MWP were 
attached, that were shared with Yolande Janse van Rensburg 

The following comments were received:  

• In line with requirements of Section 29 of the Spatial Planning and Land 
Use Management Act, 2013 (Act No. 16 of 2013) read with Section 3 of the 
Promotion of Administrative Justice Act, 2000 (Act No. 3 of 2000), the South 
African National Roads Agency SOC Ltd (SANRAL) have 30 days to 
acknowledge receipt of your application and 90 days to evaluate and 
provide response. 

• Should you not receive any response within 120 days, kindly follow up on 
the enquiry by responding to Jan Oliver who will be dealing with it and will 
convert back to you. He can be contacted on (012) 426-6242 / Cell 081 010 
6403. 

 
 
SANRAL has no objection to the above-mentioned application, subject that 
no work will be allowed inside the N4 Road Reserve and no direct access to 
N4. 
 

Email received on 13 
February 2024, in 

response to the notification 
email sent on 09 February 

2024. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 07 
November 2024. 

A response email was sent on 11 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project, assuring them that they have been registered on the 
project database. 
 
 
 
 
A follow-up email was sent on 04 November 2024 to Jan Oliver.  
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 08 November 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
response. 

Comments in Letter 1:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRIES: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ THE FARM 
ROOIKOPPIES 297 JQ THE FARM ELANDSDRIFT 467 JQ 

A letter dated 13 February 
2024, received on 14 
February 2024, via an 

A response email was sent on 14 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
response, and stating that a formal correspondence shall be awaited. 
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The following comments were made: 
Receipt of the letter dated 13 February 2024 was acknowledged. 
 
 
A formal response could be expected from the Department of Agriculture, 
Land Reform and Rural Development (DALRRD) within the next Fourteen 
(14) working days. Ms. T Mahatlhe could be contacted for additional 
information.  
 
 
Comments in Letter 2:  
LAND CLAIM ENQUIRY: THE FARM K/KRAAL 342 JQ 
 
The following comments were made: 
Reference was made to the letter dated 13 February 2024. 
 
It was confirmed that there is an existing land claim against the property 
above; however, the claim was dismissed on the basis that it does not meet 
the requirements of Section 2 of Restitution of Land Rights Act, 1994 (Act No. 
22 of 1994).  
Whilst the Commission takes reasonable care to ensure the accuracy of the 
information it provides, there are various factors that are beyond the 
Commission's control, particularly relating to claims that have been lodged 
but not yet gazetted such as: 
 

• Some Claimants referred to properties they claim dispossession of rights 
in land against using historical property descriptions which may not match 
the current property description; and 

• Some Claimants provided the geographic descriptions of the land they 
claim without mentioning the particular actual property description they 
claim dispossession of rights in land against. 

The Commission therefore does not accept any liability whatsoever if through 
the process of further investigation of claims it is found that there is in fact a 
land claim in respect of the above property.  
 

email in response to the 
notification email sent on 

09 February 2024 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A letter dated 26 February 
2024, received on 27 
February 2024, via an 

email in response to the 
notification email sent on 

09 February 2024 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on 27 February 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation on the project. 
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If Tharisa is aware of any change in the description of the above property 
after 19 June 1913, such description so as to enable the department to do 
further search must be provided. 

MC was informed that an objected stamped letter and locality map were 
received through Rand Water’s wayleave inbox.  

An objected letter received 
on 19 February 2024 via 
email in response to the 
notification email sent on 

09 February 2024. 

On 19 February 2024, an email response was sent to Rand Water, indicating 
that 2 projects were being put out on public review. Documents referring to the 
proposed Tharisa Underground Expansion Project were resubmitted. The 
response received from Rand Water was referring to the Tailings Storage Facility 
(TSF) 2 and TSF 2 Extension.  

• The I&AP indicated that, as business owners to the area employing over 
200 people, they were unaware of the draft report that went out for public 
comments and engagement. She requested that they be registered as a 
stakeholder and partaker. 

• The I&AP indicated that there was no Marietjie at the resort, and 
requested that proof be sent of notification, with the necessary 
documentation. 

• The I&AP acknowledged receipt of the documents. She indicated that she 
did receive an email from the Social Impact Assessment Specialist, 
requesting for a consultation meeting. 

Email received on 12 
March 2024.  

An Email response was sent on 12 March 2024, indicating that notifications were 
sent to the emails below. 
 
1. buffelspoort@atkv.org.za 
2. adrianz@atkv.org.za 
3. marietjies@atkv.org.za 
 
The I&AP was informed that they have been registered on the project, and that 
they will be informed of the project’s related processes moving forward. Proof of 
email notification with documents was sent on 12 March 2024. Marietjie was 
removed from the stakeholder database.  

The following comment was received: 
4. North West Parks and Tourism Board (NWP&TB) does not object the 

proposed activity.  

A comments sheet was 
received on 13 March 

2024, via email. 

A response email was sent on 13 March 2024, thanking the I&AP for their 
participation, and commenting on the project.  

The following comment was received: 
5. North West Parks and Tourism Board is the conservation authority in 

the North West Province responsible for the management of the 
Protected Areas. North West Parks and Tourism Board as the 
interested & affected party, hereby acknowledge having receipt the 
Application for the above mentioned project for listed activities 
associated with mining right. North West Parks and Tourism Board can 
confirm that the proposed mining right application does not fall 5km 
radius within Protected Areas of North West Parks and Tourism Board. 
According to the list of portion and farm submitted for proposed mining 
right application, do not form part of Expansion Strategy for North West 
Parks and Tourism Board. Therefore, North West Parks and Tourism 
Board does not object this proposed mining right application. However 

Comments letter was 
received on Wednesday, 
11 December 2024 via 

email. 

A response email was sent on Monday, 06 January 2025, thanking the I&AP for 
their participation, and commenting on the project.  
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decision of whether to issue an Environmental Authorisation or 
Prospecting Right liase with the Department of Minerals and Energy. 

The following comment was received from former member/employee “Kristal 
Maze” of South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI): 
 

• Thank you for your message. As of 1 March 2019 I no longer work at 
SANBI. Please contact Cecilia Jaffer c.jaffer@sanbi.org.za who will 
redirect your email accordingly. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The following comments was received: 
1. SANBI thus kindly declines to participate in this application as an I&AP 

at this point in time. 
2. SANBI thus also declines to participate as a commenting authority in 

this application. For comment on the biodiversity impacts of the 
development, please consult the relevant provincial conservation 
agency. 

3. I also encourage you to visit our web portal 
http://biodiversityadvisor.sanbi.org for free access to spatial 

Email received on 
Wednesday, November 
13, 2024, in response to 
the notification email sent 
by MC for reviewing the 
final submitted Scoping 

Report to DMRE on 
Wednesday, November 

13, 2024.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The letter of comments 
was received via Email on 
Thursday, the 16 January 

2025 

An email was sent to “Cecilia Jaffer“ on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 as follows: 
 

• As directed by “Kristal Maze” on the trailing email. Please note: Applications 
for Integrated Environmental Authorisation (EA) and Section 102 Amendment 
were submitted to the Department of Mineral Resources and Energy (DMRE), 
for the above-mentioned project, on 09 February 2024. Acknowledgements of 
receipt and approval of the Section 102 and EA Amendment applications by 
the DMRE were received on 21 and 25 October 2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping Report 
has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with comments and feedback 
received from Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and authorities. 

• The email contained the attached: letter of invitation to comment on the Final 
Scoping Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map. 

 
A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 to “Kristal Maze” as 
follows: 

• Many thanks for Correspondence. The original email is sent to “Cecilia 
Jaffer” c.jaffer@sanbi.org.za” as per notification, thank you. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A response email was sent on Monday, 20 January 2025 with the following 
responses. 
1. Manyabe Consultancy (MC) as the appointed Environmental Assessment 

Practitioner (EAP) has noted that SANBI requests that be removed as an 
Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) for the above-mentioned application 
with Reference number 202308. 

2. MC noted that SANBI declines to participate as a commenting authority in 
this application. The relevant provincial conservation agency will be 
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biodiversity information relevant for land-use planning and decision-
making processes. 

engaged onwards until the final stage of the Application (Reference number 
202308). 

3. The “SANBI web portal http://biodiversityadvisor.sanbi.org for free access to 
spatial biodiversity information relevant for land-use planning and decision-
making processes” is well received and noted. 

The following comments were received: 
 
OBJECTION TO ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION FOR THE 
PROPOSED UNDERGROUND EXPANSION PROJECT AT EAST AND 
WEST MINE FOR THARISA MINERALS NEAR MARIKANA IN 
MMADITLHOKWA AND LAPOLOGANG 
 
The Defenders for Environment and Human Rights Violations in Africa 
(DEHRVA) organization is based in Marikana with the object of protecting 
Human Rights and Environment in the area. DEHRVA organization, 
Mmaditlhokwa and Lapologang communities hereby object to your client’s 
application for Environmental Authorisation (EA) for its proposed underground 
Expansion project for the following reasons: 
 
 

• The project will result to forcefully evacuating the community. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• The project will result in unacceptable pollution of our water source (river). 
 
 
 
 

Email received on 28 
March 2024, in response 
to the notification email 

sent by Niara (a 
Community Health Impact 

Assessment specialist 
appointed by MC) on 20 

March 2024. 

MC acknowledged receipt of the comments made on 16 May 2024, stating that 
responses to comments will be provided in due course. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

The following responses to comments were sent on 21 August 2024:  
1. The Underground Expansion Project is being undertaken due to 

numerous factors, inter alia, the inability of Tharisa to relocate 
communities out of the opencast mining area as well as lack of space to 
construct new Waste Rock Dumps (WRDs). The relocation of the 
community will no longer be required for the mine development, however 
relocation as a result of other mining infrastructure such as the 
Lapologang Tailings Storage Facility (TSF) will be required but will be 
limited in extent.  

 
2. A hydrological assessment in support of the proposed Underground 

Mining Expansion Project has been undertaken. A Hydrological Report 
that summarises the findings from the baseline hydrological assessment 
and evaluation of the surface water quality; and an assessment of 
potential surface water impact, has been compiled. Impact assessments 
and mitigation measures have been proposed.  
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• There has never been a public participation. The Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner (EAP) did not follow proper procedure. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. Clean and dirty areas will be placed on the surface during the underground 
mining. Clean runoff from areas such as offices, roads, and the upstream 
natural environment will be allowed to flow freely from these areas into the 
environment. Furthermore, clean stormwater will be prevented from 
entering dirty water catchments by creating upstream cut-off berms 
around the pit footprint (channels and berms) and the workshop areas. 
Internal stormwater will drain towards the perimeter of the facility for 
collection. Dirty water will be contained by diverting it to the stormwater 
management system dams which will minimise the quantity of runoff 
reporting downstream. 

 
 
4. Public Participation Process (PPP) is being undertaken in terms of 

Chapter 6, Regulation 41 of the EIA 2014 Regulations, as amended, for 
the proposed project triggering listed activities under the National 
Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998), as amended 
(NEMA), National Environmental Management: Waste Act, 2008 (Act. 59 
of 2008) (NEMWA) and Mineral and Petroleum Resources Development 
Act, 2002 (Act No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA). Manyabe Consultancy (MC) on 
behalf of Tharisa took into account all relevant guidelines applicable to the 
PPP as contemplated in section 24J of the NEMA. Notices were given to 
all potential Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) to participate in the 
project, as follows: 

Announcement of the project and the Draft Scoping Report availability 

The objectives of PPP during the scoping phase are to provide sufficient and 
accessible information to I&APs in an objective manner to enable them to raise 
comments, issues of concern and suggestions for enhanced benefits. I&APs 
also have an opportunity to provide input into the terms of reference (ToR) for 
the specialist studies, and to contribute relevant local and traditional knowledge 
to the S&EIR process. 

The project was announced to the public on Friday, 09 February 2024, by 
means of the placement of a newspaper advertisement and site notices. 
Background Information Documents (BIDs) were distributed to I&APs to create 
awareness of the proposed project. The report was subjected to a PPP of at least 
30 days.  
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The following processes were undertaken to announce the project and the 
availability of the Draft Scoping Report: 

5. An I&AP database was compiled and is being maintained, and includes 
all I&APs in respect of the application in accordance with Regulation 42. 

6. Letters were sent to all I&APs, written in any of the manners provided for 
in section 47D of the NEMA, announcing the project and the availability of 
the Draft Scoping Report, containing project information, a locality map to 
the municipal councillor, community members, the local and district 
municipality, state departments and  all other stakeholders as required by 
the Competent Authority (CA), including adjacent communities’ members. 

7. Affected parties who could not be reached via mail, fax or e-mail of the 
proposed project, were visited for delivery of the letters. The letters 
attached sheets which allowed I&APs to register and/ or/ comment on the 
Draft Scoping Report. 

8. Four (4) site notice boards were fixed at places conspicuous to and 
accessible by the public at the boundary of the site where the activity to 
which the application relates. Site notices were written in English and 
Setswana. 

9. One (1) advertisement (translated into both English and Setswana) was 
placed in the Rustenburg Herald Local newspaper. 

10. The Draft Scoping Report was also made available on the MC website 
(https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-
engagement/); and at the Marikana Public Library. 

11. SMS notifications of the availability of the Draft Scoping Report for public 
comment were distributed. 

12. Two (2) focus group meetings were hosted with the surrounding 
community members, to discuss the Draft Scoping Report and the project, 
as follows. 

Venue Date Times 

Mmaditlhokwa Village: Open Space 10 February 2024 10:00 - 
12:00 

Lapologang Village: Sports Ground 10 February 2024 14:00 - 
16:00 

https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-engagement/
https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholder-engagement/
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13. The proceedings of the public meetings, as well as all comments 
submitted have been captured in a Comments and Responses Report 
(CRR). 

14. Telephonic consultation was undertaken with I&APs to obtain comments 
about the Draft Scoping Report; and to share information about the Project 
and to obtain comments about the Draft Scoping Report. 

15. The Draft Scoping Report was available for public comment from Friday, 
09 February 2024 to Monday, 11 March 2024. 

The following Dehrva team members were consulted/ notified of the project: 
Christina Mdau with email address:mdauchristinahdehrva@gmail.com; and 
Sello with email address: selloedehrva@gmail.com, as per the attachment.  

Please note that MC awaits acknowledgement and acceptance of the application 
by the DMRE. The project is still in its infancy. The contact details of all Dehrva 
team members have been captured in the live stakeholder database. Members 
have been registered on the project and will be informed of the project processes 
to be followed. 

16. On receipt of the acknowledgement/ acceptance of the application, the 
Draft Scoping Report will be updated based on the comments and inputs 
received during the review and commenting period of the Draft Scoping 
Report. The Final Scoping Report will then be submitted to the DMRE for 
decision-making. All registered I&APs will be notified of the Final Scoping 
Report submission and the report will be made available on the MC 
website for review and commenting. Any additional comments received 
will be incorporated into the Draft Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
and Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) Report. All 
additional comments will also be captured in the “live, continuously 
updated” CRR for the project. 

 
A meeting was convened with the Ward Councillor Cllr. John Salang, on 24 
January 2024, to discuss the project, for him to inform community members of 
the project, and MC’s intention to convene public meetings.  
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• The mine has never communicated with the community for engagement. 
 
 
 
 
 

• The mine once stated that there shall be no expansion towards the 
community. 

 
 

• The mine has violated Section 24 of the South African Constitution for the 
past 13 years of relocation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

17. Two (2) focus group meetings were hosted with the surrounding 
community members, to discuss the Draft Scoping Report and the project, 
as follows. 

Venue Date Times 

Mmaditlhokwa Village: Open 
Space 

10 February 2024 10:00 - 12:00 

Lapologang Village: Sports 
Ground 

10 February 2024 14:00 - 16:00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
18. Tharisa, as represented by Mr. Bongane Nkwana was present at the 

public meetings. 
 
 
 
 
 
19. The project involves underground mining. The mining activities will be 

undertaken beneath the surface approximately 100 – 800m below ground 
level. The impact on surface from the mine due to this depth is extremely 
limited and no impact to the housing community should be anticipated.  

20. The mine is committed to ensuring that the South African constitution is 
upheld and complied with. Section 24 of the act states that “Everyone has 
the right- (a) to an environment that is not harmful to their health or well-
being; and (b) to have the environment protected, for the benefit of present 
and future generations, through reasonable legislative and other 
measures that- (i) prevent pollution and ecological degradation; (ii) 
promote conservation; and (iii) secure ecologically sustainable 
development and use of natural resources while promoting justifiable 
economic and social development.” Tharisa is committed to ensuring that 
Tharisa reduces, as much as possible, its impact on the environment 
through the implementation of mitigation measures as required in both the 
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• The mine always uses false information to violate Human Rights of the 
community. 

 
 
 
 
 

• There is no transparency from the mine. 
 
 
 
 

• For the past 13 years, they have violated the NEMA. NEMA principles 
:Section 2(2). 

 
 
 

• The mine has never practiced the Mine Health and Safety Act, 1996 (Act 
No. 29 of 1996), Section 5(2).  

 
 
 

• The project will result in total damage of our Primary School 
Infrastructure. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

approved EMPrs and current EMPr for the underground project. 
Monitoring activities are also undertaken to ensure that, if contamination 
occurs, measures are in place to address these nonconformance’s or 
contamination incidents.  
 
 

21. The mine is governed by and ensures compliance with the South African 
mining legislation. Licences and permits have been issued for the mining 
operation to commence and continue to operate. Tharisa ensures that it 
complies with these conditions to ensure the mine is lawful and compliant.  
 
 

22. Tharisa is open and transparent regarding all information made available 
to the public for stakeholder review and comment. Any information, if not 
confidential, will be made available upon request.  
 
 
 

23. The mine by law is required to comply with the NEMA. Failure to do so will 
require the mine to be closed and decommissioned. Tharisa is committed 
to ensuring that the mine complies with all applicable mining and 
environmental legislation with its associated regulations. 
 

24. The mine by law is required to comply with the Mine Health and Safety 
Act. Failure to do so will require the mine to be closed and 
decommissioned. Tharisa is committed to ensuring that the mine complies 
with all applicable mining and environmental legislation with its associated 
regulations.  

25. A blasting assessment is underway as part of the underground project to 
determine the impacts anticipated. The blasting report will be made 
available for public review. It is not anticipated that the underground mine 
will have any significant impacts on the primary school. Surface 
infrastructure will remain within the opencast pits and thus no additional 
infrastructure will encroach on the primary school area. 

 



31 

COMMENT,  ISSUES AND SUGGESTIONS RAISED BY 

STAKEHOLDERS  
SOURCE & DATE  RESPONSE BY MC  

• Can Niara share with the community proof of PPP showing their 
engagement with the community. 

 
 
 
 

• The communities have a different vision for its future development, which 
prioritises relocation before the proposed underground project.  

26. The following Dehrva team members were consulted/ notified of the 
project: Christina Mdau with email 
address:mdauchristinahdehrva@gmail.com; and Sello with email 
address: selloedehrva@gmail.com, as per the attachment.  
 
 

27. The Underground Expansion Project is being undertaken due to 
numerous factors, inter alia, the inability of Tharisa to relocate 
communities out of the opencast mining area as well as lack of space to 
construct new WRDs. The relocation of the community will no longer be 
required for the mine development, however relocation as a result of other 
mining infrastructure such as the Lapologang TSF will be required but will 
be limited in extent.  

The I&AP requested that farms and portions numbers in relation the proposed 
expansion project be shared with them.  

Email received on 15 April 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 

Niara (a Community 
Health Impact Assessment 

specialist appointed by 
MC) on 20 March 2024 

An email, indicating all farm portions was sent on 16 May 2024.  

The following was received from Edgar Thomo (E), after being notified of: (a) 
the Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping Report 
has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with comments and feedback 
received from Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and authorities. A 
request to IAPs to find the letter of invitation to comment on the Final Scoping 
Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map. He replied as follows “I still 
don’t understand the content of this E-mail”. 

Email was received on 
Thursday, 14 November 

2024. 

An email was sent by the EAP explain the content of the email and the overall 
Environmental Authorisation (EA) undertaken respectively for this project and 
the reason for requesting comments from IAPs to comment on the final “202308 
Underground Expansion Project - Final Scoping Report Review” submitted to the 
DMRE. 

Following the response sent to Edgar Thomo (E), the following comments 
were made and received from Difference Chauke (D): 
 
The wayleave application/ background information document with project 
reference number 202308 dated 15 November 2024 has reference. 
 
Civil Services/ Electronic Communication Services Conditions: 
With reference to the proposed work indicated in your drawing, I hereby 
inform you that the proposed services are approved in terms of section 22 of 

Openserve way leave 
email was received by MC 
(the EAP) on Wednesday, 

the 18 December 2024. 

An email was sent on Monday, 06 January 2025 to Difference Chauke (D) with 
the following reference: 

• The Wayleave Approval for Establishment / Development of Civil Services / 
Electronic Communication Services / Electrical Services and the conditions 
contained in the letter is acknowledged. It should be noted that in terms of 
Environmental Authorisation (EA) process, the project upon approval of the 
final scoping report submitted to the DMRE will proceed to Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) Phase. We will update You as Wayleaves North Zone, 
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the Electronic Communications Act 36 of 2005. This approval is valid for 6 
months only, after which reapplication must be made if the work has not been 
completed. 
 
 As the exact positions of the cables can only be assumed, due to various 
reasons, the positioning of the cables as indicated on the attached plan must 
be regarded as only a guideline. Openserve does not guarantee that the 
information provided is complete in every respect, and the fact that the 
information was requested and provided does not limit the responsibility of 
anyone who is working in the vicinity of Openserve Limited’s services, to 
ensure that no damage is caused to Openserve Limited’s network.  
 
Electrical / Power Services Conditions: 

• Aerial Plant - At points of crossing, the overhead power lines should cross 
above the overhead communication lines in accordance with, and 
clearances stipulated in the Occupational Health and safety Act no 85 of 
1993, Electrical Machinery regulations 20 - Crossings, and Electrical 
Machinery Regulations 15 - Clearances of Power Lines. If the specifications 
could not be met, all deviation costs will be for the applicant's account. We 
also refer to section 25 of the Electronic Communications Act 36 of 2005.  

• Underground Parallelism - In cases where an underground power cable 
will run parallel with an existing underground communication cable, a 
separation as great as possible should be maintained with a minimum 
separation of 600mm. Should the separation be less than 600mm and the 
power cable are not enclosed in a suitable pipe, a concrete slab must be 
provided immediately above the power cable for the length of parallelism. 
If the separation is less than 300mm, additional protection is required by 
placing concrete slabs between the OPENSERVE cables/pipes and the 
power cables. 

• Underground Crossings - At the points where this Company’s existing 
underground communication cable will be crossed by an underground 
cable, the latter should be laid a depth of at least 300mm below the 
communication cable – normally laid at a depth of 600mm. If the power 
cable is not enclosed in a suitable pipe, protection in the form of a concrete 
slab should be provided immediately above the power cable for a minimum 
of 2 (Two) meters on either side of crossing. It would be appreciated if this 

Openserve of the availability of the Draft EIR phase Reports for public review, 
thank you. 
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office can be notified within 30 days on completion of construction work. 
Confirmation is required on completion of construction as per agreed 
requirements. 

• The person or organization responsible for any cables or 
telecommunication equipment damages during their excavations or 
construction work will be held responsible for the repair costs. Prior to the 
commencement of any work, Openserve must be contacted to have the 
position of the cables identified. Kindly advise this office after the 
completion of the work. 

• Please Contact Below for Kick-Off Meetings: Openserve Proprietary 
Limited Infrastructure to be verified on site Prior to Commencement of 
Work: 

 

 Name Contact 
Numbers 

Email Address 

Cable 
Network 
Services, 
Operations 
Manager 

Edgar 
Thomo 
(E) 

012 381 
3223 / 
081 401 
1304 

EdgarT@openserve.co.za 

Cable 
Network 
Services 
Manager 

Henry 
Van Der 
Byl (HB) 

081 392 
7304 

012 685 4163 

The toll-free number is 0800 203 951 in case of damaging Openserve 
infrastructure. 

 

The wayleave application (north zone wayleave at Telkom), a response was 
received from “Gopolang Moeketsane” requesting that application be sent via 
email. 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 November 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 
MC for reviewing the final 
submitted Scoping Report 
to DMRE on Wednesday, 

November 13, 2024.  

A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 with confirmation 
that the email was sent to northzonewayleaves@telkom.co.za as follows: 
 

• The Final Scoping Report Review email notification was sent to this email 
“gautengwayleaves@telkom.co.za” which is not working. Please note: 
Applications for Integrated Environmental Authorisation (EA) and Section 102 
Amendment were submitted to the Department of Mineral Resources and 
Energy (DMRE), for the above-mentioned project, on 09 February 2024. 
Acknowledgements of receipt and approval of the Section 102 and EA 
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Amendment applications by the DMRE were received on 21 and 25 October 
2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping Report 
has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with comments and feedback 
received from Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and authorities. 

• In the email, the following was attached: the letter of invitation to comment on 
the Final Scoping Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map. 

Email from State Department – Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the 
Environment (DFFE), in particular from “Mthobisi Ngcobo” has the following 
reference: 

• I hereby acknowledge the receipt of the above-mentioned subject matter, I 
will request you share the Final Scoping report as well. 

Email received on 
Thursday, 14 November 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 
MC for reviewing the final 
submitted Scoping Report 
to DMRE on Wednesday, 

November 13, 2024.  

A response email was sent on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 with attached 
“signed 202308 Underground Expansion Project - Final Scoping Report” and 
Alternatively shared the MC website 
(https://manyabeconsultancy.com/stakeholderengagement/) with FSR 
Appendices for review and comment. 

A comment from former Mail & Guardian employee “Derek Davey” was 
received as follows: 

• Please note that I no longer work for the Mail & Guardian. 

• Please direct all queries relating to features, native ads, webinars 
etc. to Earl Joseph at earlj@mg.co.za 

• If you are trying to get hold of me for a personal matter, please write 
to me on derek.davey44@gmail.com. 

Email received on 
Wednesday, November 
13, 2024, in response to 
the notification email sent 
by MC for reviewing the 
final submitted Scoping 

Report to DMRE on 
Wednesday, November 

13, 2024.  

An email was sent to Earl Joseph at “earlj@mg.co.za” on Tuesday, 10 December 
2024 as follows: 

• As directed by “Derek Davey” on the trailing email. Please note: Applications 
for Integrated Environmental Authorisation (EA) and Section 102 Amendment 
were submitted to the Department of Mineral Resources and Energy (DMRE), 
for the above-mentioned project, on 09 February 2024. Acknowledgements of 
receipt and approval of the Section 102 and EA Amendment applications by 
the DMRE were received on 21 and 25 October 2024, respectively. 

• The Draft Scoping Report has been finalised, and the Final Scoping Report 
has been submitted to the DMRE for approval with comments and feedback 
received from Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and authorities. 

• In the email, the following was attached: the letter of invitation to comment on 
the Final Scoping Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map. 

 
A response was sent to “Derek Davey” on Tuesday, 10 December 2024 as 
follows: 

• An email notification with the subject “202308 Underground Expansion Project 
- Final Scoping Report Review” and attached letter of invitation to comment 
on the Final Scoping Report, with comments sheet and Locality Map was sent 
to Earl Joseph as per directive notification. 
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An email with guidance and attachment labelled “User Training Manual Rand 
Water Wayleave Management Systems Website Content_v1.3 – Incoming 
Submitted” was received on Monday, the 18 November 2024 with reference 
as follows: 

• Kindly note that Rand Water is now processing wayleave applications on 
an online web-based system. Please send all your applications (including 
environmental applications) in the online web-based system to allow Rand 
Water to review and process your applications. 

• Rand Water's resources are all focused on the online application system, 
so they are unable to handle applications manually.  

• To utilize the system and continue sending Rand Water your wayleave 
applications you will need to register and set up a profile on the following 
URL address; https://wayleave.randwater.co.za/ 

• Please find attached user training manual to assist you with registering your 
profile and uploading your applications.  

• The following only concerns environmental applications: 
o Once registered and now uploading an application please choose 

"Environmental application" under "Application type." Under 
‘responsible engineer’ dropdown select/choose “place holder – 
Registration number default-000000”, since your application does not 
require an engineer. Both options are found right at the beginning of 
the application process. 

Email received on 
Monday, November 18, 
2024, in response to the 
notification email sent by 
MC for reviewing the final 
submitted Scoping Report 
to DMRE on Wednesday, 

November 13, 2024.  

MC to upload the Draft EIR and EMPr on the Rand Water online application 
system. 

 


