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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Alternatives

Aquifer

Calorific Value
Coal

Coal Gasification
Combustion
Combustion chamber
Condensate

Core sample

Cumulative impact

Depth

Draw down

Different means of meeting the general purpose and requirements of the activity, which
may include site or location alternatives; alternatives to the type of activity being
undertaken; the design or layout of the activity; the technology to be used in the activity and
the operational aspects of the activity.

A geologic formation of porous rock, often sandstone that stores water. An aquifer may
yield significant quantities of water to wells and springs and this water is often utilized as a
primary source for municipal, industrial, irrigation and other uses.

The quantity of heat that can be liberated from one kilogram of coal.

A solid, brittle, more or less distinctly stratified combustible carbonaceous rock formed by
partial to complete decomposition of vegetation; varies in colour from dark brown to black;
not fusible without decomposition and very insoluble.

The conversion of coal into a gaseous fuel.

Burning coal with O, to make CO, and heat.

The part of a gasifier in which coal is oxidised.

The liquid product that condensates from the raw gas when initially cooled and contains
mainly water with water soluble hydrocarbons and solids of tar and ash.

A cylinder sample generally 1-5" in diameter drilled out of an area to determine the geologic
and chemical analysis of the overburden and coal.

The impact of an activity that in itself may not be significant but may become significant
when added to the existing and potential impacts eventuating from similar or diverse
activities or undertakings in the area.

The word alone generally denotes vertical depth below the surface. In the case of
boreholes it may mean the distance reached from the beginning of the hole, the borehole
depth.

A lowering of a reservoir or a change in hydraulic head in an aquifer, typically due to
pumping a well.



Do-nothing alternative
Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

Extraction
Fault

Gasification
Gas turbine

Goaf

Grey Water
Groundwater

Hydrology
Interested and Affected

Party (I&AP)
Overburden

Pollution Control Dam

Process Water Dam

Public Participation
Process

Raw gas

Red Data Species

Seam

Subsidence

Underground Coal
Gasification

The do-nothing* alternative is the option of not undertaking the proposed activity.

In relation to an application to which scoping must be applied, means the process of
collecting, organising, analysing, interpreting and communicating information that is
relevant to the consideration of that application as defined in NEMA.

The process of mining and removal of cal or ore from a mine.

A slip-surface between two portions of the earth's surface that have moved relative to each
other. A fault is a failure surface and is evidence of severe earth stresses.

Any of various processes by which coal is turned into low, medium, or high CV gases.

The gas turbine (also called a combustion turbine) is a rotary engine that extracts energy
from a flow of combustion gas.

The term applied to that part of the mine from which the coal has been removed and the
space more or less filled up with waste or overburden. Also, the loose waste in a mine.
Water containing gasification condensates.

Water in the ground that is in the zone of saturation from which wells, springs, and
groundwater run-off are supplied.

The science encompassing the behaviour of water as it occurs in the atmosphere, on the
surface of the ground, and underground.

Any person, group of persons or organisation interested in or affected by an activity; and
any organ of state that may have jurisdiction over any aspect of the activity.

Layers of soil and rock covering a coal seam. In surface mining operations, overburden is
removed prior to mining using large equipment. When mining has been completed, it is
either used to backfill the mined areas or is hauled to an external dumping and/or storage
site.

Dam to control / manage and treat contaminated stormwater runoff prior to release into the
environment (water resource).

Dam for storage of condensate recovered from the gas treatment plant and gas pipeline.
Also referred to as the condensate dam or dirty water dam.

A process in which potential interested and affected parties are given an opportunity to
comment on, or raise issues relevant to, specific matters.

The product gas of gasification containing all substances of the process.

Species listed in terms of the International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources (IUCN) Red List of Threatened Species, and/or in terms of the South African
Red Data List. In terms of the South African Red Data List, species are categorised as
being extinct, endangered, vulnerable, rare, indeterminate, insufficiently known or not
threatened.

A stratum or bed of coal.

The gradual sinking, or sometimes abrupt collapse, of the rock and soil layers into an
underground mine. Structures and surface features above the subsidence area can be
affected.

UCG is a process carried out on -anminable” coal seams. These are coal seams that
cannot be mined by using the conventional coal mining methods e.g. open cast or
underground mining. UCG involves injecting steam and air (or oxygen) into a cavity created
in an underground coal seam, to form a synthetic natural gas.



ACRONYMS

CCGT - Closed Cycle Gas Turbine

DEA — Department of Environmental Affairs

DMR — Department of Mineral Resources

DWA — Department of Water Affairs

EAP — Environmental Assessment Practitioner

EIA — Environmental Impact Assessment

EIAR — Environmental Impact Assessment Report

EMPr — Environmental Management Programme

ESS - Environmental Scoping Study

FEPA — Freshwater Ecological Priority Area

FGM — Focus Group Meeting

GTP — Gas Treatment Plant

GSDM - Gert Sibande District Municipality

GVA - Gross Value Added

I&AP — Interested and Affected Party

IWULA — Integrated Water Use License Application

IWWMP - Integrated Waste Water Management Plan

MDEDET — Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development, Environment and Tourism
NEM:AQA — National Environmental Management — Air Quality Act (No. 39 of 2004)
NEM:WA — National Environmental Management — Waste Act (No. 59 of 2008)
NEMA — National Environmental Management Act (No. 107 of 1998)
NGO - Non-Governmental Organisation

NHRA — National Heritage Resources Act (No. 25 of 1999)

OCGT - Open Cycle Gas Turbine

PKSLM - Pixley ka Seme Local Municipality

PPP — Public Participation Process

RWQOs — Water Quality Objectives

SAHRA - South African Heritage Resources Agency

SDF — Spatial Development Framework

UCG — Underground Coal Gasification

WMA — Water Management Area



APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

1 INTRODUCTION

Eskom Holdings SOC Limited (Eskom) is mandated by the South African Government to ensure the provision of
reliable and affordable power to South Africa. Eskom currently generates approximately 95% of the electricity
used in South Africa. Electricity cannot be stored in large quantities and must be used as it is generated.
Therefore, electricity must be generated in accordance with supply-demand requirements. In addition, increasing
economic growth and social development within Southern Africa is placing a growing demand on energy supply.
Coupled with the rapid advancement in community development, is the growing awareness of environmental
impact, climate change and the need for sustainable development.

Eskom's core business is in the generation, transmission (transport), trading and retail of electricity. In terms of
the Energy Policy of South Africa -energy is the life-blood of development’. Therefore, the reliable provision of
electricity by Eskom is critical for industrial development and related employment and sustainable development
in South Africa.

Underground Coal Gasification (UCG), a process whereby coal is converted in situ into combustible gas that can
be used for power generation, is one of the new clean coal technologies being developed for implementation by
Eskom.

The technology has been through 11 years of intensive research by Eskom since 2001 to achieve a better
understanding of the gasification process, and the nature of the gas produced.

In order to meet the fuel requirements for optimal power generation at the Majuba Power Station, Eskom
proposes the use of synthetic gas or syngas (15,000 Nm3/hr) produced by the UCG process as a supplementary
fuel source within the boilers at the power station. The 15,000 Nm>/hr plant will be scaled up to 70,000 Nm*/hr
and based on the outcomes of the 70000 Nm®hr plant, Eskom may investigate the option of a commercial size
power plant based on UCG technology. This ongoing process is linked to the parallel EIA process and is being
separately authorised.

The Environmental Impact Study at hand (i.e. the rectification document at hand) is for the existing UCG
project: Pilot Plant Phase 1 and associated infrastructure on the farm Roodekopjes 67 HS (Portions 1, 2, 3
and remaining extent), Portions 17 and 21 of the farm Bergvliet 65HS and Portions 4 and 5 of the farm
Rietfontein 66HS, in support of the co-firing of gas at the Majuba Power Station (Appendix B).

Note that the existing, already developed Pilot Plant Phase 1 is limited to only portions of the farm Roodekopjes.

The UCG site is located within the southern portions of Mpumalanga Province, near the town of Amersfoort and
opposite the Eskom Majuba Power Station. The area falls within the local administrative boundaries of Pixley ka
Seme Local Municipality and the Gert Sibande District Municipality.

Refer to Table 1 overleaf which details the relevant project and site information.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

Table 1: Project and Site Information

VN ETER R T T o [[e=1h18  Eskom Holdings SOC Ltd

Colicle oot Mr L Duvenage

Selsiielin e e | Majuba UCG Site Manager

el e | 2002/01527/06

ezl selices | Private Bag 40175, Cleveland, 2022

== | (017) 799 3700 = 082928 1220
= - | DuvenaLD@eskom.co.za -1 | 086 664 1155

SOV eI EREIEEEES HER IS Royal HaskoningDHV (Pty) Ltd
HEWICIEAIFADIEY  (refer to Table 6 for individual‘s details)

WET RO RELERVAET BN Eskom Holdings SOC Ltd

Contact person(s): ‘ Mr Jan Coetzee
Postal address: ‘ P O Box 1091, Johannesburg, 2000

feloltieni=s . (011) 800 4591 @ 0826530763

==l | CoetzeJe@eskom.co.za 086 662 8343

ORI EIWAGRITLEEEREER Pixley Ka Seme Local Municipality (a.k.a. Dr Pixley ka Isaka Seme)
IR G R EETHYA  Gert Sibande District Municipality
=I5B Mpumalanga Province

Celgizer oisiseil | Mr S Shabalala

ezl seblicesl | Private Bag X9011, Volkrust, 2470

|
|
Telephone ‘
|

Cell:
shabalalas@pixleykaseme.gov.za (017) 735 3004

E-mail:

Farm / Erf name & number

! . Portions 1, 2, 3 and Remaining Extent of the farm Roodekopjes 67HS
(incl. portion):
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Figure 1: Locality map
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

Eskom is committed to investigating and evaluating various options for the diversification of the energy mix over
time (including renewable resources). As part of an ongoing effort to assess the viability / feasibility of all supply-
side options, a number of power generation technologies, not yet implemented in South Africa on a commercial
basis, are being evaluated in terms of technical, socio-economic and environmental aspects.

One such type of technology is Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) power plant that uses gas from a Surface
Coal Gasification process as a primary energy, which has been successfully proven to be commercially viable in
other countries (e.g. China, Ukraine and Australia).

In the context of a primary energy supply option for utility scale power generation, the following characteristics of
UCG technology are attractive from Eskom’s perspective:

. UCG mining, in conjunction with a combined cycle gas turbine power station, is potentially a cleaner
method of coal-based power generation. Once Eskom has proven commercial feasibility, the exact
technology footprint will be compared to traditional coal power generation technologies.

. The UCG process at a commercial scale would likely create a large underground gas and heat storage
inventory, making the gas supply very stable and consistent.

o Dependant on the area and coal resource, the cavity created by UCG could provide a suitable CO,
sequestration option. This consideration is very embryonic, and will be explored by Eskom during further
research.

. The commercial scale UCG production plant is essentially made up of a number of modular underground

reactors with largely independent outputs. Thus, the coal extraction and overall gas output from the
gasification process may be optimised by varying and then mixing the outputs of the individual modules.

. No ash or slag removal and handling are necessary as there is minimal particulate carry over in the gas,
and most of the solids remain underground.

. The operating pressure of the underground gasifier is such that it maintains a negative hydraulic gradient
into the cavity, thus preventing contamination of surrounding aquifers in the underground environment.

. Ground water influx into the gasifier creates an effective -steam jacket” around the reactor making the
heat loss in situ tolerably small.

South Africa has about 192 billion tons of coal reserves, of which 32 billion tons are viewed as economically
extractable. UCG has the potential to extract coal resources previously regarded as either uneconomic or
inaccessible due to depth, seam thickness, seam slope, seam fracturing and displacement, or other mining and
safety considerations.

The ideal requirements for UCG are generally the opposite of the requirements for conventional underground
mining, and hence UCG offers opportunity for expanding South Africa’'s mineable coal reserve base by
extracting coal previously disregarded as being unminable. The Underground Coal Gasification concept
therefore provides promising prospects for future energy supplies.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

Eskom commenced with UCG activities on the farm Roodekopjes 67HS in January 2007 as part of a phased
development and implementation plan. The phased nature of the project enables Eskom to rigorously test the
technology requirements and environmental effects of the UCG operations in South Africa.

1.2.1 Environmental Legal Status

Eskom has been granted the following authorisations for the exploration and testing phases of the UCG project:

. New Order prospecting right granted in 2005 (F/2005/03/11/0001) by the Department of Minerals and
Energy (DME). Extension application lodged in November 2008.

o Exemption from conducting an EIA, in terms of Section 22 of the Environmental Conservation Act (Act No.
73 of 1989) was granted by the Mpumalanga Department of Agriculture and Land Administration in 2005,
for the construction of a 7 km gas pipeline between the Majuba Coalfields and Majuba Power Station (Ref
17.2.1EV1).

o Exemption from the requirements of Sections 9 and 12 of the Atmospheric Pollution Prevention Act (Act
No. 45 of 1965) granted by the Department of Environmental Affairs and Tourism in 2005 (Ref
23/4/2/1448). However, this exemption lapsed when the National Environmental Management: Air Quality
Act (Act No. 39 of 2004) came into effect.

. Acceptance letter of the prospecting rights on 24 February 2009 (MP30/5/1/1/2/1144 PR) issued by the
DME — now Department of Mineral Resources (DMR).

. Final Environmental Scoping Report for the 40 — 140MW Open Cycle Gas Turbine (OCGT) power plant
was accepted by the Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) in March 2010. The EIA process initiated
under the EIA Regulations (2006) has subsequently lapsed, hence the new integrated application for
authorisation lodged in terms of the EIA Regulations (2010) and the NEM:WA (Act No. 59 of 2008).

. A new mining right application has been lodged and accepted by the DMR for the farm Roodekopjes
67HS (Portions 1, 2, 3 and the remaining extent) — Ref 30/5/1/1/2/10031 MR.

During the planning process, the initial modus operandi was to co-fire at the Majuba Power Station with
15,000 Nm*hr of UCG syngas. This would then allow the Eskom engineering team to determine the
characteristics of the gas (i.e. quality, quantity and stability) in order to drive a 40 — 140 MW Open Cycle Gas
Turbine (OCGT) demonstration plant. This demonstration plant would have been the basis upon which a
decision would be made for a 2,100 MW Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) commercial power station.

From the gas production so far, the Eskom engineering team has come to the conclusion that the production of
15,000 Nm*/hr of UCG syngas is not sufficient to determine the characteristics of the gas with sufficient accuracy
to continue with the establishment of the 40 — 140 MW demonstration plant.

It has therefore been decided, to increase the gas production to 70,000 Nm®/hr (parallel EIA process, Phase 1C,
Figure 3) and maintain this level of production for at least 12 (twelve) months to accurately determine the gas
characteristics. This increased gas volume will be disposed of through co-firing at the Majuba Power Station.
This exercise is expected to be finalised in 2017 should all permits be in place to allow such to occur.

Once this exercise has been completed and the results evaluated by Eskom engineering team, a decision will be
made on further commercial development.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

To contextualise, the overall process can be considered according to the following diagram (Figure 2).

Eskom UCG Progress ® Eskom
Revised pilot
plant approval

. Mar2013
Extemnal co-firng
Site safety due
Characterisatio @ diligence
Concept Stu '
onted UCE n Study O TPV viistwt o completed
otential in quantifiedUCG | First 100kW of UCG I
MaPuba coalfield potential in | electricity generated | UCG co-fiing Oct2011
! Majuba coalfield qJ on Majuba pilot plant I:II equipment test
I I
hov 2002 Jul 2005 I May 2007 | Oct 2010
l l __________ ) l
|
April 2001 Dec 2003 Jan 2007 Jun 2010
Pre-feasibility UCG pilat plant ignited, 15,000 Nm3/h
decehnﬂﬂliﬁg‘bsc‘g" study confirmed and provided proofof- pilot gastreatment Sen 2011
potential UCG potential in conceptmltfhelgul'lajuba plagt P
Majuba coalfield coalfie an .
! 120,000 Nm3/h  UCG pilot
pipeline to Majuba 9asifier#1
power station  commenced
commissioned  ShUtdown paiting permits
and licenses

Figure 2: Timeline of the UCG process

Exploration work was carried out

to determine the size and nature
of the coal reserve, located at the
proposed UCG project area.

Phase 1A - Exploration for coal reserves

' Phase 1B - Testing activities to determine

the coal gas quality and combustion

properties

Gas production to start from
3,000 and increased to 15000
Nm3/hr. Eskom commissioned
the gas production pilot plant

which flared the first UCG gas on
20 January 2007, and
subsequently generated the first

UCG electricity on the 31 May

2007 with a 100 kWe
reciprocating engine. Gas is
initially being flared and will

eventually be co-fired in Majuba
Power Station boilers as the work
progresses.

Phase 1 C - Increased production, co-firing

Figure 3: Phases in the UCG project process

testing and engineering design

Gas production to be increased
to 70000 Nm3/hr. Gas will be
produced and transported to
Majuba Power Station for co-

firing and further test work will
be conducted to confirm the

viability of UCG at a commercial
scale.

Note that the upgrade / increase process is being considered in terms of the parallel EIA process and will only
proceed once an environmental authorisation is obtained (either positive or negative) on the rectification process

at hand.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

1.2.2 Need for Rectification

The baseline for the rectification process is the previously existing agricultural operation on the farm
Roodekopjes. That is, the site was characterised by a farmhouse and related compound area including a small
range of farm-operation buildings. An access road ran from the pre-existing gravel provincial road to the farm
compound. Limited infrastructure aside the above-mentioned was found on the property.

An Environmental Scoping Study (ESS) was initiated in 2009 for the UCG pilot project and associated
infrastructure including the 40-140 MW OCGT demonstration plant and gas treatment plants (DEA Ref
12/12/20/1617). The environmental impacts associated with the project required investigation in compliance with
the EIA Regulations (2006) published in Government Notice No. R. 385 to No. R. 387 and read with Section
24(5) of the National Environmental Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended) (NEMA).

The final Environmental Scoping Report for the project was accepted by the Department of Environmental
Affairs (DEA) in March 2010.

Prior to the continuation of the EIA phase of the study, advice was sought from DEA, as to whether the applicant
could continue with the process and obtain an Environmental Authorisation in terms of the NEMA EIA
Regulations (2006).

The DEA indicated that in terms of Regulation 77 of the EIA Regulations (2006) — -An application or appeal in
terms of these Regulations lapses if the applicant or appellant after having submitted the application or appeal
fails for a period of six months to comply with a requirement in terms of these Regulations relating to the
consideration of the application or appeal” — that the application has lapsed. The applicant (Eskom) was advised
to start the process afresh under the EIA Regulations (2010), and thus to submit a new EIA application under
the 2010 regulations.

This was started and is ongoing in a parallel application with the DEA (please refer).

Note that no applications with respect to the property and the proposed development have to date been rejected.
These include the following approved applications / permits, please refer to Appendix B which includes:

. The prospecting right issued converted in terms of the Mineral and Petroleum Resources Development
Act 28 of 2002 and the extensions thereof.

. The Exemption from the provisions of the Atmospheric Pollution Prevention Act 45 of 1965 (-APPA”)
(repealed by the National Environmental Management: Air Quality Act (NEM:AQA), Act No. 39 of 2004)
from the relevant Chief Air Pollution Control Officer (CAPCO) dated 16 September 2005.

. A copy of the Exemption granted in terms of section 28A of the Environment Conservation Act No. 73 of
1989 in respect of the undertaking of activities listed in terms of GN 1182 of 7 September 1997 by the
then Mpumalanga Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Environment (then MDACE, now
MDEDET).

. A pre-directive was issued by the Department of Water Affairs (DWA) on 22 November 2012. The formal
IWULA as well as supporting documents submitted to the DWA on 31 January 2013 is under review by
the Department and available on request.

During the drafting of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) in consultation with the DEA, it was
determined that the various permits did not in fact fully cover the existing Phase 1 Pilot Plant already constructed
(i.e. the project at hand), as such it was decided to request rectification in terms of Section 24G of the National
Environmental Management Act (NEMA) (as amended).
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

1.2.3 “Triggered” listed activities

Critically within a Rectification process the consideration of the listed activities that have been triggered by the
development undertaken need to be noted. These were presented in the Application form submitted to the DEA
but are reiterated for completeness below.

Table 2: Listed activities applied for

ECA EIA Contraventions : Between 08 September 1997 end of day 09 May 2002
Activities commenced with on or after 08 September 1997 and before end 09 May 2002: EIA Regulations promulgated in terms
of the Environment Conservation Act (ECA), Act No 73 of 1989, as amended without the required environmental authorisation.

(None — predates the commencement of the development phase of the UCG project)

ECA EIA Contraventions : Between 10 May 2002 and before end of day 02 July 2006
Activities commenced with on or after 10 May 2002 and before end 02 July 2006: EIA Regulations promulgated in terms of the
ECA, Act No 73 of 1989, as amended without the required environmental authorisation.

1(c) The construction or upgrading of:

(c) infrastructure for the transportation of any substance which is dangerous or hazardous and is controlled by
national legislation.

This is taken to refer to the pipelines installed from the UCG pilot plant site to the Majuba Power Plant. It should

however be noted that the exemption granted by the Mpumalanga Department of Agriculture, Conservation

and Environment (then MDACE, now MDEDET) with reference to Point 17.2.1, specifically states that the

Department authorises the construction of gas pipelines between Majuba coalfields and Majuba Power Station

to accept gas as a supplementary fuel in the electricity generation process.

No additional pipelines were constructed after the granting of the Exemption, as such it may be argued that the

pipelines were authorised and therefore the aforesaid listed activity may be removed from this application.

Note is taken that the abovementioned Exemption specifically refers to activity 1(a) and not activity 1(c).

However, the Exemption clearly refers to the gas pipelines. It may thus be argued that the pipelines form part

of the “facilities” referred to in activity 1(a) and that the Department’s omission of activity 1(c) in the Exemption

was a mere oversight.

2(c) The change of land use from:

(c) agriculture or zoned undetermined use or an equivalent zoning, to any other land use.

Land-use change from agricultural to another land-use (i.e. industrial in this case). It may be argued that the
activity was not triggered as the nature of prospecting is exploratory and according there is no actual change in
land use until mining commences.

That is, whilst it would appear that this activity is triggered as a result of drilling of the boreholes, the drilling of
these boreholes was undertaken pursuant to the already mentioned prospecting right. The nature of a
prospecting right is exploratory in nature and accordingly it is arguable that until such time as a mining right is
granted, there is no actual change in the land use and accordingly, this activity is not triggered.

7 The reclamation of land below-the-high-watermark of the-sea-and in inland water including wetlands.
Access roads associated with the pipelines cross a number of watercourses.

9 Scheduled processes listed in the second schedule to the Atmospheric Pollution Prevention Act, 1965 (Act No.
45 of 1965)

This activity was triggered as the existing Majuba Power Plant boilers were altered necessitating a provisional
registration certificate in terms of the APPA. Although an Exemption from the APPA requirements were
obtained with respect to the co-firing operation, the Exemption granted by the MDACE did not include
modifications to the Majuba plant so as to facilitate these co-firing events (i.e. the insertion of 36 (thirty-six) gas
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ECA EIA Contraventions : Between 10 May 2002 and before end of day 02 July 2006

lances into the existing bins, but no further infrastructural changes taking place).

Notes:

1. Activity 8 was not included in the listing above as the disposal of waste occurred at a registered disposal site, i.e. at Majuba
Power Plant's dedicated waste site.

2. Activities which commenced (construction or operation) prior to this time period (i.e. prior to 10 May 2002) are not reiterated
here as the activity is deemed to be triggered prior to the relevant activity coming into operation (i.e. already constructed /
commenced).

NEMA EIA Contraventions : Between 03 July 2006 and before end of day 01 August 2010

Activities commenced with in terms of the EIA Regulations promulgated in terms of the NEMA, Act No 107 of 1998, as
amended on or after 03 July 2006 and before end of day 01 August 2010 without the required environmental authorisation

1(n) The off-stream storage of water, including dams and reservoirs, with a capacity of
50,000 m° or more, unless such storage falls within the ambit of the activity listed in item 6 of GNR 387 of
2006.

The construction of the raw water dam.

1(p) The temporary storage of hazardous waste.

The construction and operation of the condensate dam.

Note that the activity was deemed to be triggered as the construction and initial operation of the condensate
dam was prior to the waste activities being removed from the general EIA regulations. That is, this specific
activity was deleted from the NEMA Listed Activities with the commencement of the National Environmental
Management: Waste Act (NEM:WA, Act No. 59 of 2008) and the accompanying waste management activities
listed in GN 718 of 3 July 2009.

If the activity had commenced after the waste management activities came into operation, then it is the opinion
of the applicant's legal team that rectification could not be granted for this specific activity as Section 24G of
NEMA cannot be applied to the waste management activities by virtue of the wording of Section 24F of the
NEMA (which refers to activities listed in terms of Section 24 of the NEMA) and the fact that the waste
management activities are not listed in terms of Section 24 of the NEMA.

The argument above is however not of relevance to the construction and operation of the condensate dam as it
stands as this commenced when activity 1(p) was active and within the ambit of NEMA.

Note that the decommissioning and rehabilitation of the condensate dam, along with the construction of a new
alternative site and/or holding option does fall within NEM:WA and as such a separate waste management
licence will be applied for in terms of the NEMWA. The parallel EIA process will be updated to include this
activity.

4 The dredging, excavation, infilling, removal or moving of soil, sand or rock exceeding 5 m® from a river, tidal
lagoon;-tidalriverlakein-stream-dam; floodplain or wetland.

This is potentially triggered via ongoing maintenance operations which may have potentially moved this amount
of material.

Further potential movements in excess of this volume of material from within the floodplain may have been
triggered by the borrow-pit on the floodplain and the small perched-water table wetland above it.

7 The above ground storage of a dangerous good, including petrol, diesel, liquid petroleum gas or paraffin, in
containers with a combined capacity of more than 30 m? but less than 1,000 m® at any one (1) location or site.
The aboveground diesel storage tanks are in excess of 30 m® (i.e. combined capacity is
46 m® (2 x 23 m® tanks)).

13 The abstraction of groundwater at a volume where any general authorisation issued in terms of the National
Water Act, 1998 (Act No. 36 of 1998) will be exceeded.

It is noted that although raw water is taken from underground sources in small quantities, indirect abstraction of
water is undertaken as part of the underground coal gasification process itself, where water is allowed to
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

NEMA EIA Contraventions : Between 03 July 2006 and before end of day 01 August 2010

infiltrate and participate in the process itself, or be evaporated to steam. Water is also formed during the
process. All water derived is conveyed to the surface as steam with the final product, and is thereafter sent to
the condensate dam. Note that once the water treatment plant (WTP) is proven, the intention is to link it into the
process with water going through it, before the final product is released to the condensate dam. The
condensate is held on site prior to disposal off-site.

Options for alternative usage of the condensate are being investigated and remain a key item in the ongoing
investigations forming part of the research process.

Note that this issue is being considered as part of the investigation process being carried out by the
Department of Water Affairs (DWA) in a parallel process — a final decision in this regard has not been reached.
This investigation needs to determine what the allowable limits are in terms of the general authorisation (GA)
applicable to the project area, and thus the applicability of the activity and how it needs to be linked into the
existing Majuba water use licence(s) and/or GAs.

With respect to the WTP — the current condensate treatment plant is still under research and the system will
need to be run over time so as to perform tests to determine the final optimal solution.

15 The construction of a road that is wider than 4 m or that has a reserve wider than 6 m, execludingroads-that-fall

The construction of the new access roads — completion of this process.

16 The transformation of undeveloped, vacant or derelict land to —

(b) residential—mixed;—retail—commereial; industrial er-institutional use where such development does not
constitute infill and where the total area to be transformed is bigger than 1 ha.

The development of the additional infrastructure including the completion of the gas treatment plant (GTP), the

WTP, and, the two (2) dams (raw and condensate), plus all ancillary activities, occupy a footprint of larger than

1 ha in total.

17 Phased activities where any one phase of the activity may be below a threshold specified in this Schedule but
where a combination of the phases, including expansions or extensions, will exceed a specified threshold.

The phasic nature of a research project means that the inclusion of this activity is mandatory. This is especially
critical with the ramping up and bringing in of infrastructure sequentially over a number of years. This fits with
the overall consideration of the pilot plant as being a research project which by default is iterative or phasic in
nature.

Notes:

1.The storage of coal / ore-specific activities are not triggered as the coal remains in situ and as such does not require
stockpiling with its related risks.

2. Mining-specific activities were dormant at this time and thus not considered in the above listing.

3. Activity 1(m) (construction within a watercourse or 32 m thereof) is not included in the list above as the construction process
on the pipeline and associated access roads began prior to this time period. These activities were carried out in terms of the
exemption granted under the ECA. The final construction activities related thereto that may have run into this time period,
along with routine maintenance, are thus not deemed to be -eonstruction”, but rather continuance of an approved activity.

4. Activity 19 is not included as the GTP and WTP are considered to be treatment facilities and not manufacturing facilities. The
word —rmnufacturing” as referred to in the activity is not defined in the EIA Regulations and, in terms of the rules of
interpretation, the ordinary dictionary meaning may be applied. —@inufacture” means to make something on a large scale —
which given this is a pilot plant is not considered to be applicable.

5. Activities which commenced (construction or operation) prior to this time period (i.e. prior to 3 July 2006) are not reiterated
here as the activity is deemed to be triggered prior to the relevant activity coming into operation (i.e. already constructed /
commenced).

6. Waste management specific activities were repealed / excised from this schedule on the 3 July 2009. Activities that are
waste-specific that are deemed to be triggered in terms of this schedule are only considered to be relevant if the
commencement date was thus between 3 July 2006 to 3 July 2009 (rather than the full period up until 1 August 2010). If
commencement was after the 3 July 2009 the activity would be in terms of NEM:WA and would thus not fall within the ambit
of the S24G rectification process.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION 1.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA ForR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA
NEMA EIA Contraventions : Between 03 July 2006 and before end of day 01 August 2010
Activities commenced with in terms of the EIA Regulations promulgated in terms of the NEMA, Act No 107 of 1998, as
amended on or after 03 July 2006 and before end of day 01 August 2010 without the required environmental authorisation

GNR 387

Activity No. Details of Activity requiring Scoping Report and EIA

1(e) The construction of facilities or infrastructure, including associated structures or infrastructure, for —

(e) any process or activity which requires a permit or license in terms of legislation governing the generation or
release of emissions, pollution, effluent or waste and which is not identified in GNR. 386 of 2006.

Air permit requirements could be triggered — potentially for the flaring on the site itself and for the co-firing at

Majuba. It is however noted that the co-firing events of the UCG generated gas in Unit 4 at Majuba Power Station

was granted exemption from Sections 6.1 and 6.3 of Majuba‘’s APPA Registration Certificate (No. 1448/1).

Further, in terms of the flaring events, it is understood that “test or experimental installations” are excluded from

“Category 3: Carbonization and Coal Gasification, subcategory 3.1: Combustion installations” of NEM:AQA. The

UCG Pilot Project is thus deemed to not trigger a listed activity in terms of the NEM: AQA linkage.

The condensate is a hazardous effluent and requires a water use licence relating to effluent handling and

storage.

1 (i) The extraction or processing of natural gas including gas from landfill sites.

The gasification process itself could trigger this activity, the uncertainty is due to the definition of the term “natural
gas”. The word “natural gas” is not defined in the EIA Regulations, as such the definition for “natural gas” from
the Gas Act (Act No. 48 of 2001) was considered relevant where “natural gas” is included in the definition of the
term “gas” which means “all hydrocarbon gases transported by pipeline, including natural gas, artificial gas,
hydrogen rich gas, methane rich gas, synthetic gas, coal bed methane gas, liquefied natural gas, compressed
natural gas, re-gasified liquefied natural gas, liquefied petroleum gas or any combination thereof”. It is
considered that UCG-derived gas can thus be taken to fall within this definition.

1(q) The incineration—burning; evaporation, thermal-treatment—roasting—or-heat-sterilisation of waste—or effluent;
The condensate dam may be considered to fall within this definition as the intention is to concentrate the
condensate through evaporation prior to removal from the site.

As per activity 1(p) of GN R386 (above) the condensate dam was constructed prior to the activity being removed
from this schedule and thus was relevant at the time of construction.

The decommissioning of the condensate dam has not occurred at this time and will be linked to a waste
management specific permitting requirement — which is to be linked into the parallel EIA process for the next
phase of the UCG pilot plant.

Notes:

1.The storage of coal / ore-related activities are not triggered as the coal remains in situ and as such does not require
stockpiling with its related risks.

2. Mining specific activities were dormant and thus not considered in the above listing.

3. Activities which commenced (construction or operation) prior to this time period (i.e. prior to 3 July 2006) are not reiterated
here as the activity is deemed to be triggered prior to the relevant activity coming into operation (i.e. already constructed /
commenced).

4.Waste management specific activities were repealed / excised from this schedule on the 3 July 2009. Activities that are
waste-specific that are deemed to be triggered in terms of this schedule are only considered to be relevant if the
commencement date was thus between 3 July 2006 to 3 July 2009 (rather than the full period up until 1 August 2010). If
commencement was after the 3 July 2009 the activity would be in terms of NEM:WA and would thus not fall within the ambit
of the S24G rectification process.
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

NEMA EIA Contraventions : On or after 02 August 2010

Activities commenced with in terms of the EIA Regulations promulgated in terms of the NEMA, Act No 107 of 1998, as
amended on or after 02 August 2010 without the required environmental authorisation

18 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 m” into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or moving
of soil, sand, shells;-shell-grit; pebbles or rock from

(i) awatercourse; —

but excluding ... (no exclusions relevant)

This relates to the maintenance operations on the watercourse crossings, especially the site where the access
road bridge servicing the pipeline and the pipeline‘s footings that were previously installed across the river were
severely damaged by a flood event. Note that final rehabilitation has not been completed on this bridge as the
fate thereof needs to be confirmed before any additional work is undertaken.

No new activities relating to this schedule of listed activities were triggered (i.e. commenced construction / operation) during
this period (i.e. on or after 2 August 2010)

No new activities relating to this schedule of listed activities were triggered (i.e. commenced construction / operation) during

this period (i.e. on or after 2 August 2010)

Notes:

1. Mining-specific listed activities within the regulations remain dormant at this time (i.e. a mining activity is not controlled by the
EIA regulations at this time unless it triggers other active activities) and thus are not considered in the above listing.

2.No additional hazardous substances are intended to be placed on the site. The potential new condensate dam is not
considered under this listing as it is a —aste storage lagoon” and will be handled in terms of the waste-specific legislation as
an addition to the on-going parallel EIA process for the next phase of the UCG pilot plant. This is one of the on-going
research items as to how to handle the condensate and gain possible benefits there from if at all viable.

3.Maintenance operations for the bridge and foundation of the pipeline where it crosses the watercourse has undergone some
maintenance operations post a flood event. This maintenance however has been to stabilise the existing infrastructure and
as such has not lead to an overall increase in the footprint of the activity (i.e. not an upgrading or expansion). That is, the
existing road crossing and pipeline footings will not be significantly expanded but rather replaced to the pre-existing footprint
as was in place prior to the flood. Note that the final rehabilitation of the bridge and footings has not been carried out at this
time and will only be carried out once guidance is received from the DEA on the remainder of the process at hand.

4.No additional hazardous substance storage has been added to the site since listed under the previous sets of regulations
and the threshold remains below the 80 m* level.

5.No additional roads have been constructed in this period (i.e. since 2010), including no new expansions to existing roads,
and thus the related activities are not specified in the list above. As such whether the roads occur within sensitive areas is
not of relevance as the roads were constructed prior to 2 August 2010 and thus were deemed to be extant when Schedule 3
came into use.

6.No significant additional footprint increases are believed to have occurred — all activities remain within the previously
delineated areas of operation. Thus the need to include activities related to changes to areas of vegetation being affected is
deemed to not be of relevance. If this is considered to be an incorrect assumption then activities 12, 13 and possibly 14 of
listing notice 3 (GNR 546) should be included in the listing above.

7.No decommissioning activities have occurred, although some items of the process are currently dormant (i.e. WTP), or
require decommissioning (i.e. condensate dam). The old GTP was decommissioned and deconstructed

8. No additional gas pipelines have been constructed during this period. It should further be noted that the threshold of 700 tons
per day for the bulk transportation of gaseous hazardous substances is not reached and as such the related activity is
deemed to not be applicable.

9. Gas generation is deemed on-going and thus activities relating to commencement of activities requiring an air emissions
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG
PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

NEMA EIA Contraventions : On or after 02 August 2010

permit are not included in this set of regulations.

10. Activities which commenced (construction or operation) prior to this time period (i.e. prior to 2 August 2010) are not
reiterated here as the activity is deemed to be triggered prior to the relevant activity coming into operation (i.e. already
constructed / commenced).

The environmental impacts associated with the proposed project to date have required investigation in
compliance with the EIA Regulations (2010) published in Government Notice No. R. 543 to No. R. 546 and read
with Section 24 (5) of the National Environmental Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) (as amended),
as well as the National Environmental Management: Waste Act (Act No. 59 of 2008) (NEM:WA). An integrated
environmental authorisation process has thus been followed with the Minister (Environmental Affairs) as both
the:

(@) competent authority for the environmental authorisation applied for in terms of the EIA Regulations, 2010
promulgated under NEMA; and

(b) the licensing authority for the waste management licence in terms of NEM:WA.

The ongoing required environmental studies include the undertaking of an Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA) process. This process has being undertaken in two (2) phases (see Figure 4) that will ultimately allow the
competent authority (Department of Environmental Affairs) to make an informed decision:

. Phase 1 — Environmental Scoping Study (ESS) including Plan of Study for EIA (complete); and

. Phase 2 — Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Environmental Management Programme (EMPr)
(on hold).

The rectification process as required through the process at hand is effectively a parallel process that takes
information from that generated to date and is required to be finalised prior to the EIAR being submitted to the
DEA for potential environmental authorisation in terms of NEMA and NEM:WA.

Environmental EIA Study Integrated

Scoping Study «Impact Assessment License/Authorisation

*Scoping Assessment «Environmental Management * Decision by Competent
e Plan of Study for Programme Authority - Environmental
EIA Authorisation & Waste
Management License

Rectification

¢ Application (submitted) Rectification-
*Impact Assessment related
(document at hand)

*EMPr (attached) Authorisation

Environmental

Figure 4: Environmental studies flowchart
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG

PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

In the formal response from the DEA to the formal Section 24G (S24G) Application submitted, the following
requirements (Table 3) were highlighted as being necessary to submit. The dominant point where the
information is found is detailed below, it should however be noted that in many instances other portions of the

document will also touch on the specific issue of note.

Table 3: Requirements as per DEA feedback letter in response to the Rectification Application

EIAR Report Requirements

DEA requirement

Section of
relevance

An assessment of the nature, extent, duration and significance of the consequence for or impacts on the Section 8
environment of each of the activities unlawfully commenced with

An assessment of the nature, extent, duration and significance of the consequence for or impacts on the

environment of the cumulative effects that the activities unlawfully commenced with have had and will Section 8
have on the environment

A description of mitigation measures undertaken or to be undertaken in respect of the consequences for Section 8 &
or the impacts on the environment of the activities unlawfully commended with EMPr

A description of the Public Participation Process followed during the course of compiling the report,

including all comments received from I&APS and an indication giving effect to the manner in which these Section 6
were addressed

A4 (210 mm X 290mm) colour photographs of the site and each illegal activity and Transgression point (fo

be included in the final document as high resolution A4 photographs — smaller photographs are presented Appendix D
in the draft document)

The details of-

(a) the EAP who complied with the report; Section 1.6
(b) the expertise of the EAP to carry out an environmental impact assessment

A sworn affidavit by the EAP that the information provided to the Department was at no stage influenced

by the applicant. This includes any information provided to the Department during the submission phase Appendix C
of the application

A detailed description of the scope of the development, including the extent thereof, must be indicated on Figure 1,
a map and according to scale Appendix A
A description of the environment that has been and may further be affected by the activity and the manner

in which the physical, biological, social, economic and cultural aspects of the environment has been or Section 5
may further be affected by the proposed activity

A description of the need and desirability of the activity Section 1.1
A detailed description and comparative assessment of the potential alternatives to the proposed activity,

including advantaged and disadvantages that the activity or alternatives may have on the environment. Section 4
The effects of this development on the affected community must be described

An indication of the methodology used in determining the significance of potential environmental impacts Section 8.1
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APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION I.T.0. SECTION 24G oF NEMA FOR UNLAWFUL COMMENCEMENT OF LISTED ACTIVITIES FOR UCG

PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

EIAR Report Requirements

DEA requirement

Section of
relevance

A summary of the findings and recommendations of any specialist report or report on a specialised
process;
(a) details of—
(i) the person who prepared the report; and
(i) the expertise of that person to carry out the specialist study or specialised process;
(b) a declaration that the person is independent in a form as may be specified by the competent authority;
(c) an indication of the scope of, and the purpose for which, the report was prepared;
(d) a description of the methodology adopted in preparing the report or carrying out the specialised
process; Section 7
(e) a description of any assumptions made and any uncertainties or gaps in knowledge;
(f) a description of the findings and potential implications of such findings on the impact of the proposed
activity, including identified alternatives, on the environment;
(g) recommendations in respect of any mitigation measures that should be considered by the applicant
and the competent authority;
(h) a description of any consultation process that was undertaken during the course of carrying out the
study;
(i) a summary and copies of any comments that were received during any consultation process
A description of all environmental issues that were identified during the environmental impact assessment
process, an assessment of the significance of each issue and an indication of the extent to which the Section 8
issue could be addressed by the adoption of mitigation measures
An assessment of each identified potentially significant impact, including—
(i) cumulative impacts;
(i) the nature of the impact;
(iii) the extent and duration of the impact; .
. . . . Section 8
(iv) the probability of the impact occurring;
(v) the degree to which the impact can be reversed;
(vi) the degree to which the impact may cause irreplaceable loss of resources; and
(vii) the degree to which the impact can be mitigated
A description of any assumptions, uncertainties and gaps in knowledge. Section 9.5
A reasoned opinion as to whether the activity should or should not be authorised, and if the opinion is that Sections 9.3 &
it should be authorised, any conditions that should be made in respect of that authorisation 94
An environmental impact statement which contains—
(i) a summary of the key findings of the environmental impact assessment; and Section 9
(i) a comparative assessment of the positive and negative implications of the proposed activity and
identified alternatives
Motivation of why your application in terms of Section 24G should be considered favourably Section 9.3
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PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

EMPr Report Requirements

DEA requirement

An assessment of the nature, extent, duration and significance of the consequence for or impacts on the
environment of each of the activities unlawfully commenced with

Section of
relevance
EIAR & EMPr:
Sections 7 — 11

An environmental management programme including:

(a) details of —

(i) the person who prepared the environmental management programme; and

(i) the expertise of that person to prepare an environmental management programme.

EMPr: Section
4.2

(b) information on any proposed management or mitigation measures that will be taken to address the
environmental impacts that have been identified in the EIR, including environmental impacts or objectives
in respect of—

(i) planning and design;

(i) pre-construction and construction activities;

(iii) operation or undertaking of the activity;

(iv) rehabilitation of the environment; and

(v) closure.

EMPr: Sections
8-11

(c) an identification of the persons who will be responsible for the implementation of the measures as
above.

EMPr: Section 6

(d) a detailed description of the aspects of the activity that are covered by the draft environmental
management programme.

EMPr: Section 3

(e) proposed mechanisms for monitoring compliance with and performance assessment against the
environmental management programme and reporting thereon.

EMPr: Sections
6.3. - 6.5.

(f) as far as is reasonably practicable, measures to rehabilitate the environment affected by the
undertaking of any listed activity or specified activity to its natural or predetermined state or to a land use
which conforms to the generally accepted principle of sustainable development, including, where
appropriate, concurrent or progressive rehabilitation measures.

EMPr: Sections
8-—11

(g) a description of the manner in which it intends to—

(i) modify, remedy, control or stop any action, activity or process which causes pollution or environmental
degradation;

(ii) remedy the cause of pollution or degradation and migration of pollutants;

(iii) comply with any prescribed environmental management standards or practices.

EMPr: Sections
8—-11

(h) time periods within which the measures contemplated in the environment management programme

EMPr: Sections

must be implemented. 8—11
(i) the process for managing any environmental damage, pollution, pumping and treatment of extraneous EMPr: Sections
water or ecological degradation as a result of undertaking a listed activity. 8- 11

(j) an environmental awareness plan describing the manner in which—

(i) the applicant intends to inform his or her employees of any environmental risk which may result from
their work; and

(ii) risks must be dealt with in order to avoid pollution or the degradation of the environment.

EMPr: Section 7

Closure plans including closure objectives.

EMPr: Section
11
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PILOT PLANT PHASE 1, NEAR AMERSFOORT, MPUMALANGA

PPP Requirements

DEA requirement

Section of
relevance

A fixed notice board must have been erected at a place conspicuous to the public at the boundary or on Section 5 &
the fence of the site where the activity occurred. Appendix E
Proof that written notices was given to-
(a) the owner or person in control of that land if the applicant is not the owner or person in control of the
land;
(b) owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the site where the activity is or is to be undertaken or to any Section 5 &
alternative site where the activity is to be undertaken; Appendix E
(c) the municipal councillor of the ward in which the site or alternative site is situated and any organisation
of ratepayers that represent the community in the area;
(d) the municipality which has jurisdiction in the area;
(e) any organ of state having jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of the activity.
. . . Section 5 &
An advertisement must have been placed in at least one local and one provincial newspaper. )
Appendix E
A description of the manner in which a person was accommodated in instances where a person
wished/wishes to be involved in the process but is unable to participate in the process due to- Section 5 &
(a) illiteracy; (b) disability; or Appendix E
(c) any other disadvantage
The notice, notice board or advertisement referred to above must have—
(a) given details of the application which is subjected to public participation; and
(b) state—
(i) that the application has been submitted to the competent authority;
(i) that application is for the rectification of an illegal activity; Section 5 &
(iii) a list of illegal activities transgressed; Appendix E
(iv) the nature and location of the activity to which the application relates;
(v) where furthe