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1. Background & Introduction  

 

Invest in Property 126 (Pty) Ltd, (The Applicant), has appointed Biomental Services as an independent 

Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) to provide professional environmental management services for 

a proposed project to apply for Mining Right in a small town called Boshof located in the Free State, South Africa.  

The Mining Right Application is for a proposed mining development for Diamond kimberlite (DK) and Diamond 

General (DG). The proposed development is located on Farm Viljoenshof 1655, located 27.9km km north east of 

Kimberly, 120 km west of Bloemfontein and 13 km east of Boshof town. The area cover is approximately 3,389 

ha.  Biomental Services has conducted and compiled the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) in 

terms of Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations 2017 as amended of National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) for the proposed project. 

 

Upon granting of the mining right, the company will conduct an open cast method for mining as it has been 

considered as a preferred method for minerals extraction. The open cast method will entail the trenching to the 

depth of two (2) benches (i.e.12 to 20 m) however, this is dependent on the hosting rock competence and 

stability. The pilot phase is envisaged to be disassociated with excessive blasting given that the hosting rock is 

black and grey Ecca shale, which is quite brittle. However, soft blasting will be applied where necessary in 

particular for cutting into kimberlites. The proposed mine property is characterised by game farming.  This 

necessitates the use of soft blasting to avoid and reduce impact on game farm with noise and flying rocks 

fragments. 

 

In accordance with the requirements of the law, the applicant has conducted a public participation  

process, and this report is a result of such process. 
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Figure 1: Locality Plan

Figure 2: Satellite Map 
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2. Public Engagement 
   

After going through the guide lines from the DMRE, regarding the public participation process, as well as the 

directive contained in the formal acceptance letter from the Department of Minerals Resources [Welkom 

region], Invest in Property (Pty) Ltd together with Biomental Solutions took a decision that has to be undertaken 

in terms of the level of engagement with interested and affected parties, and agreed on the process as outlined 

in this report.  Parties then decided to engage the Interested and Affected parties [I&AP] through the following 

means:   

• Telephones  

• E-mails  

• Public Notices (Public Space Notices)  

• Posted Correspondences  

• Newspaper Advertisements   

• Physical Meetings   

• Virtual Meetings 

 

  

2.2  Objectives  
 

2.1.1 Regulatory 

The Public Participation Process for the Mining Right Application on Farm Viljoenshof 1655 in Boshof is central 

to the overall environmental management planning process of the project. The Mining Right once granted by 

the DMR, and its EIAR & EMPr, should comply with the requirements of Section 16 of the Minerals and Petroleum 

Resources Development Act, 2000 (Act 28 of 2002) (MPRDA), and NEMA Act.   

  

2.1.2  Environmental Management Planning  

The public participation process for Mining Right Application on Farm Viljoenshof 1655 is critical to the overall 

process of compiling Environmental Impact Assessment Report and the Environmental Management 

Programme (“EIAR & EMPr”) for the proposed project. The proposed project will result in positive and negative 

impacts; the impacts will arise throughout the project lifecycle, from Site Mobilisation to Site Clearance, 

Excavations, and Operation and ultimately Decommission. Therefore, the consultation process provides a 

platform through which all stakeholders come together to jointly identify issues of common concern and 
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interest, both positive as well as negative environmental negatives were identified during the process, and the 

applicant has planned accordingly.  

  

2.1.3 Public Engagement Process Guidelines  

These are intended outcomes to be achieved as envisaged by the guidelines of many institutions, both local 

and international. They are also required by the formal acceptance letter: 

 

o The project promoters need to improve the quality of decision-making process, in as far as 

Environmental Impact Assessment Report and Environmental Management Planning is concern, the 

process allows for that by capturing the experience, concerns and recommendations of local people   

o Strengthen the voice of the interested & affected parties by consulting adequately with them through 

open and transparent manner.   

o Set the foundation for future broad-based participation in the advancement of Boshof proposed 

Diamond kimberlite (DK) and Diamond General (DG)  Mining Operation. Determining and 

documenting aspects of the project that might require further investigation during the preceding 

phases.  

 

 

2.2 Public Participation Process 

  

2.2.1 I & AP Identification Procedure 

  

Biomental Solutions and its associated has utilised extensively documentation from Tokologo Local Municipality 

of the Lejweleputswa District Municipality, documentation such as: Property Evaluation Roll, Integrated 

Development Plan (“IDP’s”) and Windeed, the company further utilised an existing database of affected 

stakeholders. This assisted a great deal in identifying land Owners and Interested & Affected parties; these are 

parties who were subsequently consulted via the means already explained above, more so the email, posted 

letters, telephones and virtual meetings. The engagement took place from the 30th of April 2021 to the 7th of 

March 2023. 
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2.2.2 Public Participation Material 

  

Having given due regard to the legislative requirements and code of good practice from DMRE, and Department 

of Environmental Affairs, the following methods have been implemented to disseminate information to 

stakeholders about the proposed project.   

The materials for dissemination of information have been included as Appendices E and F.   

  

• Background Information Document (BID)  

includes the location and a description of the proposed project, the legislative processes and requirements that 

will be followed, the specialist studies to be conducted, the competent authorities, and the consultation and 

registration process including contact details of the responsible person representing the EAP.  

• Newspaper Advertisement  

An English newspaper advert was placed on the 10 February 2023 at Diamond Field Advertisement(DFA). The 

advert included a brief project description, information about the required legislation, the competent authorities 

and details of the appointed EAP.  

• Site Notices  

English site notices were put up at various places as indicated in Appendix D, the site notices contained a brief 

project description, information about the required legislation, the competent authorities and details of the EAP.  

 

2.3 Consultation with Stakeholders  

  

2.3.1 Meetings 

A public meeting was held on the 16th of February 2023 at Seretse Community Hall with the community members 

of Tokologo Local Municipality, this meeting was exclusive to community members.  On the 7th of March 2023, 

a virtual consultative meeting was held for Interested and Affected Parties.  Refer to Appendix F for the minutes 

of the meeting.  

  

2.3.2 Telephones and E-Mail Communication 

These means of engagement have been some of the used methods of engagement for this particular 

application, some parties consulted didn’t express any interest in attending a meeting, but rather preferred a 
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one-on-one engagement. It was expected that before the final public participation report was completed the 

applicant would have received more inputs from parties engaged, but unfortunately it wasn’t to be. However, 

that aspect will still continue as the building of I&AP Database is a continuous exercise, the applicant took a 

decision to continue engaging anybody who so wish.   

 

2.4 Presentation of Application Details 

  

Details about planned mining development for Diamond kimberlite (DK) and Diamond General (DG) on the 

property was sent to the consulted parties, details included: Draft EIAR and EMP. Aspects of the mining operation 

such as: Site Mobilisation as well as Mining methods, its impact on the life of those around the properties and 

its benefits as well, were explained.  

Other documentation sent to the interested and affected parties included a copy of the Notice.  

  

3. Comments and Responses     

All comments received through physical meetings, via email, mail or telephonically have been included into the 

Comment and Response Register (refer to Appendix E). Stakeholder comments will be closely considered and 

addressed, where applicable, by the project team. 

Comments received 

a) Cedric Robets Trust on the 15th March 2023 

b) Sara Parks on the 8th March 2023 

c) Department of Economics, Small businesses, Tourism and Environmental Affairs on the 30 June 2023 

 

4. Way Forward.  

A final copy of an BAR & EMPr will also be made available to all registered I&AP



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 11 

 

 

Table 1: Database of interested and affected parties for the proposed: Mining Right Application on Farm Viljoenshof 1655 
 

DATA BASE: INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES REGISTER 

NAME(S) 
 

Organisation or Farm Name POSTAL ADDRESS EMAIL ADDRESS TELOPHONIC DETAILS 

Mr.Willem Van 
Niekerk 

Buffelcor Langkop Boedary PO BOX 215 
Boshof 
8340 

calla@buffelcorlb.co.za  083 713 9714 

Mrs Carol Van 
Heerden 

 Stand 503 
De Zalze Estate 
Stellenbosch  

carol@grootvallei.co.za  082 442 3331 

Mr Dawid van 
Schalkwyk 

 Box 115 
Boshof 
8340 

hanja@africanfarmproducts.co.za  082 772 7719 

Mr Jacobus 
Barnard 
 

Welverdiend Farm PO Box 62 
Hoopstad 
9479 
 

abraham@eleo.co.za  082 828 4119 

Dr Malan Van 
Zyl 
 

Farm Goede Uitsig Ged 1  CAMC Medicine Clinic 
78 Rosmead Ave 
Kenilworth 
Cape Town 
7708 
 
 

mvanzyl@iafrica.com  082 416 8105 

mailto:calla@buffelcorlb.co.za
mailto:carol@grootvallei.co.za
mailto:hanja@africanfarmproducts.co.za
mailto:abraham@eleo.co.za
mailto:mvanzyl@iafrica.com
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Mr Tobie Wiese  
 

Leeuwfontain  Box 228 
Boshof  
8340 

 
                  _______ 

072 450 93 27 

Ms Sara sparks Rochelle Eco Farm and Consulting  Box 342 
Boshof 
8340 

Sarasparks7@gmail.com  082 821 0239 

Mr Andrie De 
Kock 
 

Farmer  Box 82 
Boshof 
8340 

dekockandrie@gmail.com  082 345 8990 

Mr Philip Pope Success Trust PO Box 6752 

Highveld 

Ext 2 

0169 

Philip.pope@pcc.co.za  082 886 8863 

 

 

Groenpunt Trust PO Box 1 

Kimberly 

8300 

andre@atmg.co.za  082 554 4433 

mailto:Sarasparks7@gmail.com
mailto:dekockandrie@gmail.com
mailto:Philip.pope@pcc.co.za
mailto:andre@atmg.co.za
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Mr Johann 

Steenkamp 

Afri Forum P.O Box 141 

Boshof 

8340 

Steenkampjihann69@gmail.com  072 024 3029 

Mrs Carol 

Gemay van 

Heerden 

 

Mr Neel  van 

Heerden 

Grootvallei Hunting & Guest Farm 

Van Heerden Boerdery 

Physical Address 

Farm Grootvallei, Boshof, 

8340 

neel@grootvallei.co.za  082 442 3331 

072 201 0967 

 Southern Fissures (Pty) Ltd Posbus 1 

 Kimberley 8300 

andre@atmg.co.za  0825544433 

 Groenpunt Trust Posbus 1 Kimberley 8300 andre@atmg.co.za  0825544433 

 Ukuchuma Trust Posbus 1 Kimberley 8300 andre@atmg.co.za  0825544433 

 

mailto:Steenkampjihann69@gmail.com
mailto:neel@grootvallei.co.za
mailto:andre@atmg.co.za
mailto:andre@atmg.co.za
mailto:andre@atmg.co.za
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Table 2: Database of stakeholders 
STAKEHOLDERS REGISTER 

NAME OF STAKEHOLDER 
 

POSTAL ADDRESS  CONTACT PERSON CONTACT PERSON DETAILS 

Tokologo Local Municipality 
 

Private Bag X46 
Boshof 
8340 
 
Physical: Market square 
Voortrekker Street 
Boshof. 

Mr Molefi MB molefimb@gmail.com  
060 729 6752 

Department of Environment, small business, 
tourism and environmental affairs 
 

Private Bag X20801 
Bloemfontein 
9300 
 
Physical address: 113 st Andrews street 
Bloemfontein 
9301 

Mrs D Masoetsa mosoetsad@destea.gov.za  
051 400 4817 

ESKOM 
 

120 Henry St 
City centre 
Bloemfontein 
9301 

Mr BF Williams Williabf@eskom.co.za  
083 634 6100 

Department of water and sanitation Sanlam Plaza 
East Burger street 
Bloemfontein 
9301 

Mr Blair V blairv@dws.gov.za 
 

Department of Agriculture and Rural Development 
 

Private Bag X01 
Glen 
Bloemfontein 
9360 

Ms Dranoto dranoto@dard.gov.za 

mailto:molefimb@gmail.com
mailto:mosoetsad@destea.gov.za
mailto:Williabf@eskom.co.za
mailto:blairv@dws.gov.za
mailto:dranoto@dard.gov.za
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South Africa Heritage Resource Agency 111 harrington 

Zonnebloem 

Cape town 

8001 

Mr C jackson Cjackson@sahra.org.za 

Department of Police,Roads and Transport 45 Charlotte Maxeke st 

Bloemfontein Central 

Bloemfontein 

9301 

Mr Izak Roux fsroadplanning@gmail.com  

izalroux85@gmail.com  

mareeh@freetrans.gov.za 

082 059 9747 

 

mailto:Cjackson@sahra.org.za
mailto:fsroadplanning@gmail.com
mailto:izalroux85@gmail.com
mailto:mareeh@freetrans.gov.za
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Table 3: Public or Community Data Register 

Name  Address Email Contact Personal 

Details 

Matshidiso 1170 Donkerhoek Not listed 082 841 8168 

Pinkie Visser 19 Nteo Not listed 072 667 8310 

Sabota Souls 286 Kareehof Not listed 074 223 4122 

Leepile Tshitlo 7627 Kageleng Not listed 062 004 7189 

Isak Mokwna 1196 Donkerhook Not listed 076 549 5957 

Abel Khalse 1763 New howlu Not listed 078 135 3589 

Tom Mouers  669 Donkrnoek Not listed 078 135 3589 

Leepile Kolasi 530 Bogosho str Leepilekolasi1997@gami.com 060 331 5385 

Kelbogile Tshitlo 762 Ikageleng tshitlok@gmail.com 073 626 2229 

Serame Laweng 1908 New section Seramekaweng22@gmail.com 071 720 7672 

J Moitsiemang 225 mooqi Not listed 074 884 1817 

S.A Lebitsa  620 Ikageng Not listed 074 341 8088 

Nobengezi Mothia 763 ikangeng  Not listed 060 324 1739 

Refiloe Mokhuoane 284 Bogosho Not listed 071 335 5989 

Tshepo Thokwane  1113 Sonderwater thokwanegladwin@gmail.com 079 164 7690 

Kele Kgwele 763 Ikagelong Not listed Not listed 

Tau Moshoeu 720 Ikagelong Not listed 083 973 1454 

Sehemo Kagisho 270 kareehof Not listed 066 447 7859 

Ashwin Fanqu 256 kareehof lencikileganqa@gmail.com 072 045 5878 

Mpho Miobo 1555 Donker hoek Not listed 083 505 3527 

Paseka Kulaqi 1956 Not listed 073 768 7316 

Kagishe Kotsepe  703 Ikaleng Not listed 063 003 5487 

Kotsepe Katlego 189 Moseki Not listed 078 114 4184 

Tsharelo Kotsepo 107 Mokhuoane tsharelokotsepe@gamil.com 074 886 2927 

Tumisang Serunya 379 Mothots Str Not listed 078 901 8801 
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Isaac Sesitso 1233 Not listed 063 003 5487 

Smoky Buys 198 kudu str Not listed 071 042 5287 

Meremi l 1166 Donkerhoek Not listed 063 264 0321 

Bairemia Bezant 17 kudu str luzandrabairenomia@gmail.com 084 680 3452 

Shanice Bezant 17 kudu street  Not listed Not listed 

Sonja Groep 21 A Kudu Street Not listed Not listed 

Teboho ntobo 504 Ikageleg Seretse  tebohontobo@gmail.com 083 535 0609 

072 475 7474 

Junia Agus 236 Moog str juniagobi93@gmail.com 078 009 7220 

Desmond M 322 moog str Not listed 083 535 0009 

Dintwe Bonakwane Sesetse 933 Not listed 073 320 1097 

Dumusani Dobe Not listed 072 488 1232 

Mokgethi  27 Nteo str Not listed 061 7019 942 

Jan 817 Setse Not listed Not listed 

T Shomolekwe 290 Bogosho Not listed 071 7074 220 

G Mokpeledi Not listed Not listed 071 7127 527 

S Parks Rochelle 1416 Saraparks7@gmail.com082  082 812 0239 

Jaandre 46 fontain str fouriejnandreas@gmail.com 072 5051 197 

grove TLM Not listed 053 541 0011 

I steenkaap TLM Johaansteenkamp89@gmail,com 073 471 82 88 

K maarman 61 Blesbok Kareeshof Not listed Not listed 

K shomoeile 170 Moseki Not listed 071 1728566 

T sebaile 110 Mokhuane str Not listed 083 335 6873 

W v niekerk Box 215 calla@buffelcor.co.za 083 713 9714 

Tabie Wiese Leeuwfontain plaas Not listed Not listed 

T Tladi Moog str Not listed 065 500 6913 

Motsamai Madikwane  754 Bogosho Not listed 060 476 9321 

Antie Madito 947 Sanderwater Not listed 078 200 8396 

mailto:Saraparks7@gmail.com082
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Piet Mogapi 1216 Donkerhoek Not listed 078 279 2105 

Puselotso Phiri 576 Ikageleng Not listed 072 149 2298 

Samane Tshepo 1595 New Extension Not listed 073 392 1642 

Sydney Mochwano 324 Mood str Not listed 073 596 4681 

Kedibone Megoje 1029 Sonderwater Not listed 063 8726 987 

Nella Moremi 564 Ikageleng Not listed 071 094 0282 

Kgotso Augs 224 Kareehof Not listed 071 871 0297 

flip 125 Karrehof Not listed 078 678 5329 

David Mabelo 309 Damme Not listed 072 440 0420 

Tshepo Maspeze 309 Damme Not listed 065 573 3266 

Kabelo Mogoiwa 65 Bleshok str Not listed 065 693 9201 

Kimiesho Buys 15 kudu str Kimieshabuys525@gmail.com 060 454 1018 

Mpho Mahotalle 670 solly str Mphopostr71@gmail.com 072 069 9630 

Phiri Paseka 589 ikageleng Pasekaphiri046@gmail.com 063 863 2930 

Tshabalala sphiwe 2007 Ntex Sphiwetshabalala23@gmail.com 083 700 1250 

Thabo Phiri 870 somorwater Not listed Not listed 

Mirriam Vrooyan 885 sonderwater Not listed 063 512 1258 

Martha  1237 Donkerhoek Not listed 085 634 1513 

Poqisho sebico 87 str Not listed 076 954 8824 

Tsosand Lebata 903 sonderwater Not listed 078 561 1341 
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Figure 1: Locality Plan 
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Appendix B 
Proof of Correspondences   
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Appendix C 
Newspaper Advertisement 
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Appendix D 
Copy of the Notice  
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Appendix E 
Public Meeting Register 
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CONSULTATIVE MEETING WITH INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PATIES  

             

    
  

Date: 07/03/2023  

Venue: Microsoft Teams (Virtual)  

Time: 10h00   
  

MINUTES FOR THE CONSULTATIVE MEETING 

 

Attendees of Meeting: 7 People Attended the meeting 

 

  Miss Calla van Nierkerk 

  Miss Rito Merry Gabeni 

  Mr Tiyiselani Macebele 

  Mr Charles Mabunda 

  Miss Sara Spark 

  Miss Fortunate Ngubeni 

  Mr Alexander Rodionov 

 Mr Peter de Bruin  

 

1) WELCOME AND OPENING REMARKS- Chairperson MR Charles Mabunda 

 Indicated the purpose of meeting: The purpose is to implement public participation of interested and 

affected parties in the discussion of the mining right application over farm Viljonshof 1655 in Bishof 

Free State province 

 Requested for each individual to introduce themselves 

 

2) INTRODUCTION AND APOLOGIES 

 Mr Tiyiselani Macebele introduced himself as an environmental Assessment Practitioner employed by 

Invest In Property 126 (PTY) LTD 

 Miss Sara Spark introduced herself as an environmental specialist in Boshof 

  
  

  
  
  

AGEND  
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 Miss Calla van Niekerk introduced made a proper introduction too 

 Miss Alexander introduced himself as a geologist  

 Miss Rito Merry Gabeni introduced herself as an Environmental Control officer from Biomental.  

 Apologies for Mr Rodrick who is a neighbouring farmer and unfortunately won’t be joining the 

meeting. 

 

3) BUSINESS OF THE DAY: Mr Tiyiselani Macebele 

 A brief explanation of the importance of separating community meetings from public meetings. The 

community has different issues to address when it comes to mining such as creation jobs and the 

public has different issues to raise, separation makes addressing these issues easier.  

 An encouragement of raising views and concerns when it comes to operation of the mine and any 

discussion that takes place during the meeting 

 An apology for land owner who won’t be joining the meeting 

 A) Sara Spark clarified that the land owner is represented by his lawyer and any queries or essential 

information may be sent to the lawyer. 

Response from Mr Tiselani:  There will be a follow up meeting between land owner and stakeholders 

not available.  

 

4) EIAR AND EMP REPORT: Mr Tiyiselani Macebele (EAP) 

 A scoping report and the Public Participation process was done 

 In the present moment there are four complete specialists done which are Ecological Impact 

Assessment, Archaeological Heritage Impact Assessment, Geological Impact Assessment and Social & 

Labour Plan.  Three Specialists Studies were done using desktop and historical data due to lack of 

access to the property. 

 Four specialist’s studies known as Air quality assessments, Visual landscape assessments, Traffic 

Impact Assessments and Social and labour assessment report are still being done.  

 A number of specialists were studied and completed in the mining area, more than 8 specialist studies 

were undertaken. 

 A second EIA report will be circulated for edition  

 An issue raised is game farming during mining activities, there’s a huge concern of noise caused by 

mining which could affect game farming.  

 A solution suggested is suspending mining activities for the period of game hunting, game hunting 

probably takes place during winter. 

 Another issue was noise and safety for the neighbours and the farm 

 A solution suggested is that the police will be involved for security of property and animals 

 Another issue was noise through heavy equipment 

 A solution suggested was that the level of noise was to still to be measured 

 Air pollution issues will be addressed through air quality study still being done 

 An issue raised was water supply issue, Boshof is said to have limited water issues and mining uses 

large amounts of water 

 Solutions raised to address water supply issue is the use of water treatment plant, which means water 

supplied from borehole will be treated and then used again, there will be less demand of water. 
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Specialist studies indicate that mitigating measures are implemented, mining activities won’t have a 

huge impact on boreholes and the aquifers don’t have high sensitivity or exposure.  

 

 

 

 

5) Project Technical aspect: Alex Rodionov 

 Mr Alex Rodionov asked the participants if they had any technical questions regarding the project of 

which a question was quickly asked that he should an idea of what will happen with the commence of 

this project, will there be any usage of water? 

 On his response, he stated that a mining programme will be followed, the 1st phase being geophysics 

to further explore the site.  Exploration might take a week to two weeks. 

 A suggestion was made that a geohydrology study was needed to assist because the desktop study was 

limited, and only one borehole was tested. 

 One of the main concerns of getting a mine, especially if it’s going to be a depth of 600 meters, left 

water concerns.  Might affect farmers all around 

 Response to this concern was that there are certain advances in the diamond recovery process that 

can be explored, bourevestnik are able to use a combination of several irradiation methods 

 Mr Charles was informed that Mr Neel van Heerden hasn’t received his invite, of which the response 

was that the invite was sent to his email address 

 Mr Alex was thanked and told that there are still some technical questions that they have, water being 

the big concern, and a desktop study is not enough to point out all the impacts. 

 A response was that the moment access is granted to the site, this will be the 1st study to conduct 

because in mining we need definite answers about water situations to be able to proceed. 

 On the geology side, there aren’t many questions.  The only questions that are at presence are 

concerning biodiversity and water. 

 To respond to biodiversity, Mr Alex shared he worked on sites with different antelopes in the past, and 

stated that when animals see that there is no threat being posed to them, they general don’t get 

affected. 

 A reminder was issued that this is a hunting operation that has been certified, the landowner has 

overseas clients all year long, there is a case that this area is declared a conservation area in 2001 and 

the government department seem to have lost the papers that can prove this.  This place was declared 

a protected area because of the nature of the animals that he has on his farm.  Red data plant species 

that are yet to be identified but have been identified on the farm adjacent to farm Viljoenshof.  There 

is a concern that desktop study has a lot of gaps. 

 An interjection was made that the farm has not been declared a protected area, based on research 

and ecological specialist the area falls under the CBA, but that doesn’t mean that no other activity can 

take place.  There is a room that the mine and hunting activity can coexist 

 A question was posed about the buffer zone that’s within 900 meters  

 A response concerning the buffer zone was that the ultimate decision rests with the government but 

information showing that buffer zone was asked to be shared 

 A suggestion was made to go to the nest item as we still have a slot for questions and answers 

 Chairperson introduced the neat item on the agenda  
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6) Social and Labour plan: Peter De Bruin 

 Started off by greeting the participants and asked the participants what they wish to know 

 He was asked to give a summary of the social and labour plan, and how much money is going to be put 

to it. 

 Social and labour plan talks about how a company is going to execute the human resource part and 

also the social projects that are there in the area.  There were certain projects that had to be identified 

in the community. 

 For the human resources part, the budget placed is R 566 000. 00.  Human resource part entails 

upscaling of employees as well as the broader community.  This budget is for 5 years and needs to 

absorb the community to the work field 

 Certain projects will be put in in certain times, certain amount of people will do learnerships, while 

others do internships in different departments of the project 

 Local economic development project budget is R320 000 for the 5-year period and there have been 

local projects that have been identified. 

 Retrenchments and down scaling budget is R480 000 

 In total, the budget is 1.3 million 

 The only challenge identified was identified was in the employment equity report 

 Chairperson suggested we move to the next item on the agenda  

 

7) Viljoenshof access or identification of alternative access 

 Concerns were raised about the current access  

 A question was posed asking if there will be any rezoning to the area including the access area of the 

mine as the area is agricultural and mining falls under industrial 

 The answer was that this has to be checked with the legal department of DMR 

 A rare plant was discovered, a schedule red 6 species was found in adjacent farm and this raised 

concern about the proposed access point.    

 The current access is not the final access point; hence this meeting was called so that an alternative 

can be discussed 

 An invitation was extended to come for a site meeting so that the I &AP can show their concerns 

 An invitation was accepted to see the endangered species and fountain running on the site 

 Chairperson called a question and answer section 

 A concern about booked international hunters was raised, guests who have booked in advance and 

this will affect them financially 

 The concern was noted and a wish was shared to sit with the I&AP to thoroughly outline these 

concerns about the game farms so that a solution can be found 
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PUBLIC MEETING WITH THE COMMUNITY 

 

DATE: 16/02/2023 

VANUE:Serete Cummunity Hall 

TIME: 10:00am 

AGENDA 

 

 

 

1. Opening and prayer : National Anthem 
2. Welcome and purpose of the day : Rep- Municipality/ward councillor 
3. Introduction : Tiyiselani Macebele 
4. Presentations : Tiyiselani Macebele 
a. Draft EIAR Report 
b. EMP 
c. Specialist studies 
I. Ecological Impact Assessment 
II. Geohydrological Impact Assessment 
III. Heritage Impact Assessment 
IV. Social&Labour Plan 
5. Questions and Comments : General Public 
6. EAP Responses : Tiyiselani Macebele 
7. Closing Remark : Tiyiselani Macebele 
8. Vote of Thanks : Tiyiselani Macebele 
9. closure 

 

 
Comments and EAP Responses 

 How will the community benefits from this project? 
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There are many benefits and contribution the project is bound to fulfil through the SLP.  This will include 

community skill programs, mentorship, learnerships, business opportunities as well as employment 

opportunities 

 How long is it going to take before mining operations starts? 

It is unfortunate that we are not in a very better position to envisaged the timelines, however, the 

applicant has indicated that as soon as the mining right is guaranteed the mine project may commence 

immediately 

 How will the project uplift small businesses?
 

Local businesses and entrepreneurs will be preferable given opportunities in rendering services the project 

will outsourced. Small businesses are the backbone of our economy as they have the potential to stimulate 

economic growth and contributes to job creating. 

 Will the projects be able to assist youth with scholarships and businesses?
 

The Social & Labour Plan (SLP) for the project does cover this aspect whereby the SLP make commitment 

to make contribution in as far as providing scholarships for locals  

 We have in the past experiences a situation community are promised job opportunities but in the 

end people outside of these community are employed.
 

Invest in property 126 is bound by its commitment through the SLP to ensure that local community get 1st 

preference in as far as job and business opportunity are concenered.in a case where the skills or services 

required is not readily available, such will be acquired outside the boundaries of the community however 

where practically possible locals will be given preference on that regard. 

 What guarantee do you have that the mining rights will be granted to the applicant. 

The DMRE is the competent authority that will take a final decision on whether or not to grant rights after 

having made all submission pertaining to the application. 
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CONSULTATIVE MEETING WITH DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND SANITATION (WATER USE 

LICENSE APPLICATION) 

DATE: 08/03/2023 

TIME: 09:00 

VENUE: Microsoft virtual meeting 

 

ATTENDENCE REGISTER: 

 Mr Ramusiya Tshedza 

 Mr Tiyiselani Machebele 

 Mr Alexander Rodionov 

 Mr Nhlawulo Mahori 

 Ms Fortunate Ngubeni 

 Ms Rito Gabeni 

 Mr Charles Mabunda 

 

Minutes of the Meeting 

 

For the purpose of minutes, Mr Tshedza asked that this meeting be recorded, of which Mr Machebele 

was in agreement with this request. 

 

Business of the day: Mr Mahori 

 

 Mr Mahori took us through the Water Use License application with a prepared presentation. 
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 He initiated the application by informing the panel that Biomental was appointed by Invest In 

Property 126 (Pty) Ltd to apply for a Water Use License for the proposed development, which 

is a mine, over farm Viljonshof 1656.  

 He informed the panel that this was a pre-consultation meeting, so that we can get some advice 

from the relevant officials to understand what is it that we need to prepare for in order for 

Biomental to get the Water Use License. 

 The presentation took off by him giving a brief background about the farm and its location.  

 The project area is situated in Free State Province in a small town Boshof. It falls within the 

Tokologo Local Municipality of the Lejweleputswa District Municipality; and is situated 

approximately 27,9km north-east of the Kimberly and 120km west of Bloemfontein. Areal size 

is 3,389 ha 

 Stated that there is a water crossing, which is 10 to 15 km away from the proposed site, 

furtherly pointed out that we are obliged to take care of this source of water.  He pointed out 

that we need to make sure that this river is not polluted through any means, hence its part and 

parcel of this application. 

 He pointed out the specialists that were used as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment 

report (EIAr), and one of them being the geohydrological report because water will be 

abstracted from the ground through some a borehole. 

 He explained the findings of the geohydrological report; The site is drained by means of run-

off, with storm water collection towards the northwest and north of the site.  No prominent 

surface drainage features are developed within the proposed site boundaries. 

 The study area falls within water management area number 05– Vaal. WMA 05 includes the 

following major rivers Wilge, Liebenbergvlei, Mooi, Renoster, Vals, Sand, Vet, Harts, Molopo, 

and Vaal Rivers.  

 He pointed out that we need to consider that we don’t over dry or pollute these nearby rivers 

 Mr Mahori explained that geohydrological assessment report stated that the study area is in a 

minor aquifer region and that groundwater management findings show that no identified 

impact disqualified the implication of the project. 

 According to the ecological report, the status of the nearest river in question is largely modified 

(Class D) in this area. With only one NFEPA stream at the edge of the project area and a 

manmade dame that is being utilized for livestock purposes the figure below depicts the river 

ecosystem layout and river ecosystem. 

 Mr Mahori asked that we go to the 2nd part of the presentation, that was prepared for the 

Water Use License. 

 An interjection was made by Mr Tshedza to ask for clarity concerning the 1st part of the 

presentation 
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 He asked about the projections shown on slide 14, which were groundwater management 

findings for the geohydrological report that was conducted. 

 Mr Tshedza’s question was on water use, he needed clarity on borehole 1, which was labelled 

domestic.  He needed to understand if the borehole was drilled for domestic use or whether 

the water quality parameters that were found there were fit for domestic use, and Mr Mahori 

answered that the latter as the they were fit for domestic use.  He furtherly asked which 

parameters were used to measure this and was answered that they included electro 

conductivity, pH and acceptable limits for drinking water.  Mr Machebele added that on the 

farm application area, there is only one borehole available and others are neighbouring 

boreholes.  The domestic one is a description of what purpose these boreholes are used for in 

these farms by the desktop study.  These findings are describing what are the current water 

uses and not necessarily predicted uses for the mine. 

 The question initially asked by Mr Tshedza was answered that the findings were for current 

water uses 

 Mr Mahori continued with the 2nd part of the presentation by indicating that the mining 

method that will be used is an open cast mining, and since we have underground water, water 

will be used for dewatering, he stated that this will be one of the water use that we are 

triggering 

 Based on the location, we are going to take water from boreholes, and we will have some 

reservoir and dams to store water. 

 He stated that because there is a river nearby, there are chance that we will be impeding and 

diverting the water course when developing road networks since the area is not well 

developed, but asked Mr Tshedza to advise based on the location of the river. 

 The discharging of waste water will undergo purification through waste water treatment plants 

that will be developed within the project area then it will be released back to the environment. 

 He also pointed out water use triggers that included the disposing of waste into water course, 

the river banks and underground water since we will be dewatering the pits. 

 We are anticipating to abstract around 20 520m3 of water per day for the operation of the mine 

and for dewatering it is anticipated to be around 1150m3 per day 

 The benefits for this project will include bursaries, work opportunities and community 

investments for the Boshof community and surrounding areas. 

 Mr Machebele added that as far as infrastructure goes, a slum dam will be constructed which 

will be used as a discharge and there will also be some water storage facilities.   And in addition, 

the assessments and information received from stakeholders indicates that Boshof is a water 

scarce township and they rely on boreholes for water consumption and other different 

purposes.  We have placed this into consideration hence the concern about groundwater 

depletion since there are a number of mines already in existence and this is an agricultural 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 62 

 

 

invested community.  Due to this high demand of water in this water scarce area, we thought 

of introducing a water recycling facility as a mitigation measure to prevent the over usage of 

water. 

 

 

Response and advises by Mr Tshedza 

 

 The opening focus of his response was on the administration of the project.  He started off by 

asking who is the owner of the property and was answered that the property owner is Mr 

Cedric Roberts and he was notified that gaining access to the site has been a struggle, this has 

made it hard to perform specialist studies, hence why those that were done were desktop 

studies.  There have been some historic problems between that applicant and the landowner, 

these misunderstandings have compromised the project since access is not granted.  The 

department has been informed about this, they are aware of these constrains.  The studies 

done are not that comprehensive because site visit was not undertaken.   

 

 Mr Tshedza responded that this is a big problem if there are disagreements with the landowner 

and the applicant as far as applying for a Water Use License goes because the Water Use 

License is attached to the property.  A Water Use License cannot be Issued to a property where 

there is no agreement between the water use applicant and the property owner.  Another 

concern is the geohydrological study, looking at the amount of water that needs to be used as 

presented earlier, it’s unclear where such figures where fashioned if the study was not 

comprehensive.  Another concern pointed out were there concerns from Public Participation, 

people have indicated that they are worried about the depletion of groundwater resources, 

the question was asked on how then will Biomental convince the department that there will 

be water left after dewatering and abstraction of this amount of water per day. 

 

 Mr Machebele responded that when he indicated that the studies were not comprehensive, 

he was not saying that the studies had no meat to the skeleton, it was just to indicate that an 

actual site visit hasn’t been done.  When they do geohydrological studies, a site visit is needed 

to measure the water levels and water quality, but the historical data that was acquired by the 

specialist does answer other questions.  Going to site is only to get the other needed 

percentage.   Mr Machebele indicated that he does not see the landowner coming into 

agreement and asked Mr Alex to furtherly elaborate on the matter. 

 

 Mr Alex responded by pointing out a few points, the 1st being that there are no drainage lines 

in our target areas, the drainage line is in the absolute north west corner and eastern side 

property.  Its several meters away from our nearest target.  There won’t be any interference 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 63 

 

 

with the drainage lines, he pointed out that he won’t call it a stream or river because its dry, 

only during rainy seasons will you find running water.  Another point that he indicated was that 

there has been talks of the project being an open cast mining without further explaining that 

its Dyke, maximum will be two benches, which is ten to twelve meters. Finally, with 

recommendations and report, he stated that we don’t know if the water consumption at this 

current time is at its maximum rate, its only when we have access to the site that we can do 

metrological studies which will allow us to do the final plant and mine design.    In 

recommendations and mining designs, he recommended two options to reduce water 

consumption.  He recommended the usage of the latest generation concentration 

bourevestnik which can operate in in dry states and another recommendation was powered 

that can be used as a water treatment powder that can be used to reduce water consumption 

ten times less but this can be recommended only after the metrological studies.  At this 

moment, this is only a model case.   

 

 Mr Macebele asked that Mr Alex could kindly clarify on the issue between the land owner and 

the applicant, of which he answered that the final decision will be with the minister or the 

department of mineral resources.  He indicated that this project will be beneficial as it will bring 

about employment opportunities, hence why the department should try to intervene.  The 

government needs to propose mitigation measures. 

 

 Mr Tshedza thanked Mr Alex for the explanation but stated that the fact remains that when 

you submit the application for water use license, and you are not a property owner, an 

agreement is needed between the property owner and the applicant.  Mr Alex interjected that 

this issue will be a decision by the minister, but Mr Tshedza pointed out that the minister that 

is being brought up deals with mineral recourses and for water use licensing there is a minister 

that deals with water issues.  There is an operating procedure for Water Use License, and in 

this procedure of getting a Water Use license, an agreement between the applicant and the 

landowner is needed. 

 

 Just to get clarity, Mr Machebele asked if there is nothing the department can do to intervene 

on the matter at hand because he is not confident that the landowner will be willing to give 

them an agreement at this point, another issue being that the application with the department 

of mineral resources is also going through and might be granted and a Water Use licence will 

be needed.  He asked if it was possible for the department to issue a letter or a notice of some 

kind to assist on the matter. 

 

 Mr Tshedza answered that with his experience of working at the department of water and 

sanitation, he has never heard of such letter being issued as this is a matter that should be 
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dealt with by the applicant and the landowner before applying for a license.  He then promised 

to try to check if there aren’t any other measures in place to assist to get the consent in a 

situation such as this.  

 

 Mr Alex pointed out that in the past a similar situation happened in a farm near Vaal river, the 

owner was objecting because of similar reasons that he is doing game farming.  The applicant 

did not have an agreement, he then approached the court and that was seen as proof of full 

scale consultation and the right was granted.  And said they would most probably go in this 

similar route.  Mr Alex asked if we get a letter from the Department of Mineral Resources 

addressed to the Department of Water and Sanitation, will it be possible to do the processing 

of the paper work for the application.  Mr Tshedza answered that he doesn’t know but he will 

check if there are provisions of that nature.  Mr Tshedza suggested that if this case that was 

mentioned can be put on paper for reference purposes and have at least a backup of a similar 

case and how it was resolved, maybe that will give some assistance to this case.   

 Mr Tshedza asked about the size of the property, the answer was 3 386 ha but the minable 

area will be reduced.  He asked who the mining right will be issued out to, and the answer was 

Invest In Property 126 (Pty) Ltd.  He asked if the Public Participation was concluded, and he was 

answered that at this stage we are finalising the last phase which is the EIAR & EMPR.   He 

asked if their advertisement was addressing EIA mining right and water use licence, and the 

answer was that the water use license was not included.  He stated that we need to conduct 

the Public Participation with accordance to section 41 of the Water Act.  

  

 Mr Tshedza asked about the authorisation if it has been finalized yet, he was answered that it 

hasn’t been as the final EIAR still needs to be submitted.  He asked how sanitary waste will be 

handled and he was told that we will be using chemical toilets that will be service by one of the 

local service providers.  Mr Tshedza pointed out that the agreement will be needed for those 

chemical toilets.  Mr Tshedza asked what is the period of the mining right and the answer that 

was shared was 32 year 

 

 

Water Uses in detail 

 

 As the report has indicated that the project will source water from the boreholes, a question 

was posed that how many boreholes will be used and the response was that the studies that 

have been done have only identified one borehole on site.  Mr Tshedza furtherly asked how 

much water will be abstracted from that borehole and Mr Alex interjected that there will be a 

new one borehole within one of the kimberlites because are full of water.  Mr Macebele then 

added that there is a possibility of abstracting 20 520 m3 per day.  Mr Alex that this water will 
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come from several boreholes and not the one currently in existence, physical drilling needs to 

be done as its part of prospecting and after doing so, they will come back to the department 

for formal registry.  Mr Tshedza asked that we all agree that at this point we don’t have the 

information of section 21 A because section 21A should state the activities and that is part of 

the planning.   When you state that you need to abstract a certain amount of water, then you 

need to be sure of exactly how much.  Mr Alex answered that on phase one we will need 

absolute minimal, we will then have more details after exploration and not prospecting as 

mentioned earlier.  We will have to define the size, shape and quality kimberlite, during this 

process we will then do all these addition measurements on water table and the capacity of 

the boreholes which can be used.  Amendments will be made to the Department of Water 

Affairs and to the Department of Mineral Resources about the latest findings and also check 

up on the red book about vegetation and animals.  

  

 Mr Tshedza pointed out that its becoming very difficult to assist or to advise because now he 

is getting new knowledge of there being a phase one which is exploration and phase two which 

then sounds like bulk sampling or full mining.   Water balance is an issue because when you do 

the planning you need to account for your phase one where you will be doing your exploration 

which needs a clear time frame as well as your phase two which might include bulk sampling 

or mining.  Mr Tshedza pointed out the lack of information in terms of water demand, there 

should be an indication of how much water each phase might require. 

 

 Mr Macebele asked if it was possible to formally give the department these details after 

thorough discussions so that they can state how much water will be needed because at this 

point there are no specifics to give.  Mr Tshedza fully agreed to this request, he also pointed 

out the gap between the amount of water that needs to be abstracted and the amount that 

need to be dewatered, a balance needs to be establish in this process.   

 

 Mr Tshedza asked that we address the 21G, he asked how many section 21 G water uses are 

they applying for, Mr Mahori responded that as indicated that it will be closed system, he is 

not so sure if the Gs will be applicable.  Mr Tshedza asked if there won’t be any tailings dam, 

slums dam or waste lock dam and what is the capacity of each.  Mr Alex said he will consult 

with the relevant people and get back to everyone. 

 Mr Tshedza suggested that the panel goes back to review the water uses for this project 

because at this point they are unclear. 

 

 

Freshwater on the property 
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 Mr Tshedza asked if there were any wetlands that were identified during the fresh water 

studies, they answered him that there are no permanent water features on site.   He asked 

what are permanent water features and the response was that they are talking about streams 

or non-perennial pans but no wetlands on site based on the geohydrological report that was 

done.  Mr Tshedza pointed out the map showed otherwise, but Mr Alex said that this stream 

he was looking at was kilometres away from the mining site.  Mr Tshedza explained that he 

was talking about the property itself and that the wetland was part of the property.   Mr Mahori 

pointed out that freshwater studies were not done and these are some of the studies that need 

to be taken into consideration.  Mr Tshedza pointed out that on the issue of perennial and non-

perennial water features are regarded as regulated areas by the National Water Act which need 

to be protected, and if any activities will take place near these features then we will need to 

apply for (C)and (I) Water uses.  Mr Mahori suggested that he will go back to the drawing board 

with his team to answer all the questions that Mr Tshedza brought forward and Mr Tshedza 

agreed to this.  Mr Macebele asked if we can proceed in doing Public Participation and also the 

technical report, but Mr Tshedza asked that focus on getting access to the property 1st because 

there are costs involved in doing the technical report.    

 

 In closing, Mr Tshedza suggested that the team takes back the application with the missing 

information, which is the agreement between the landowner and applicant, and on the side 

the team needs to give Mr Tshedza the reference point of past cases similar to this one so that 

he can consult internally so that he can find out if there are any grounds to get this agreement.  

Once we get the green light, the team can submit back the application to determine the process 

of the Water Use License so we can proceed with the phase one, we will need that agreement 

document in phase one because it is part of the admin document 

 

 Mr Tshedza adjourned the meeting 

 

 

 

 

  



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 67 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix G 
Background Information Document 

 

  



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 68 

 

 

5/2/2023 

 

Background Information 
Document 
MINING RIGHT APPLICATION ON FARM 

VILJOENSHOF BY INVEST IN PROPERTY 

126 (PTY) LTD  



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 69 

 

 

 

 

PROJECT INFORMATION  

  

1. Background  

INVEST IN PROPERTY 126 (PTY)LTD propose to apply for mining right in a small town Boshof in Free State, South 

Africa. The area cover is approximately 3389 ha. The mining right application is for a proposed mining 

development for Diamond kimberlite (DK) and Diamond General (DG). The proposed development is located 

on Farm Viljoenshof 1655, located 27.9km km north east of Kimberly,120 km west of Bloemfontein and 13 km 

east of Boshof town. The applicant Mr Verdi Scholtermeyer is the permit holder for prospecting mining right 

permit granted by the Department of Mineral Resource and Energy (DMRE) in terms of Minerals and Petroleum 

Resource Development Act (Act 28 of 2002).  

The project area is located within the Loxtonsdal kimberlite cluster which hosts two historical diamond mines. 

All known kimberlites in this cluster are of the Group II variety. Prospective work programs were undertaken 

at the proposed development mainly to investigate, determine and confirm the presence of diamond Kimberly 

on Farm Viljoenshof 1655.Non-invasive methods were explored to locate minerals using geophysical survey 

(magnetic and electromagnetic) soil sampling, google earth satellite images and exiting geological studies 

previously carried out in farm Viljoenshof 1655.The geological studies undertaken at  the propose development 

area confirms presence of a number of additional anomalies. Mineral chemistry of kimberlitic indicator 

minerals (pyropic garnets, Cr-spinels and clinopyroxenes) verified high diamond potential of several targets. 

Moreover, geochemistry of kimberlites is also indicative of high interest mantle source.  

The proposed overall activity will begin and be implemented in a pilot mining phase for a duration period of 

one (1) year. A contractor with readily available plants and earthmoving equipment will be responsible for the 

implementation of pilot phase. This phase is necessary given that the prospecting work program was only 
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limited to non-invasive approach. Additionally, invasive approach such as trenching/pitting and drilling was not 

conducted as a result of farm property owner restriction to access the property and proscription use of 

earthmoving plants, machinery and construction vehicles for related prospecting activities. The pilot stage will 

encapsulate further study of the diamond ore. The primary objective of the pilot mining phase is:  

• Open complete area of the kimberlite body(ies) and cut first two benches into kimberlite;  

• Process different kimberlite type separately and determine the grades and diamond quality variation;  

• Carry out metallurgical studies of the ore for final design of the plant;  

• During this stage geophysical survey and diamond core drilling will be implemented to study ore bodies 

morphology with depth;  

• The outcome of geophysical survey and diamond core drilling will be implemented to study ore bodies 

morphology to be used for long term underground mining method to be used.  

The open cast method for mining have been considered as a preferred method for minerals extraction. The 

open cast method will entail the trenching to the depth of two (2) benches (i.e.12 to 20 m) however, this is 

dependent on the hosting rock competence and stability. The pilot phase is envisaged to be disassociated with 

excessive blasting given that the hosting rock is black and grey Ecca shale, which is quite brittle. However, soft 

blasting will be applied where necessary in particular for cutting into kimberlites. The proposed mine property 

is characterised by game farming, livestock farming and related agricultural crop farming at a small scale. This 

necessitates the use of soft blasting to avoid and reduce impact on game farm with noise and flying rocks 

fragments. 

2. Project description  

The proposed overall activity will begin and be implemented in a pilot mining phase for a duration period of 

one (1) year. A contractor with readily available plants and earthmoving equipment will be responsible for the 

implementation of pilot phase. This phase is necessary given that the prospecting work program was only 

limited to non-invasive approach. Additionally, invasive approach such as trenching/pitting and drilling was not 

conducted as a result of farm property owner restriction to access the property and proscription use of 
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earthmoving plants, machinery and construction vehicles for related prospecting activities. The pilot stage will 

encapsulate further study of the diamond ore. The primary objective of the pilot mining phase is:  

  

• Open complete area of the kimberlite body(ies) and cut first two benches into kimberlite;  

• Process different kimberlite type separately and determine the grades and diamond quality 

variation;  

• Carry out metallurgical studies of the ore for final design of the plant;  

• During this stage geophysical survey and diamond core drilling will be implemented to study 

ore bodies morphology with depth;  

• The outcome of geophysical survey and diamond core drilling will be implemented to study 

ore bodies morphology to be used for long term underground mining method to be used.  

  

The open cast method for mining have been considered as a preferred method for minerals extraction. The 

open cast method will entail the trenching to the depth of two (2) benches (i.e.12 to 20 m) however, this is 

dependent on the hosting rock competence and stability. The pilot phase is envisaged to be disassociated with 

excessive blasting given that the hosting rock is black and grey Ecca shale, which is quite brittle. However, soft 

blasting will be applied where necessary in particular for cutting into kimberlites. The proposed mine property 

is characterised by game farming, livestock farming and related agricultural crop farming at a small scale. This 

necessitates the use of soft blasting to avoid and reduce impact on game farm with noise and flying rocks 

fragments.  

3. Project Location  

The project area is situated in Free State Province in a small town Boshof. It falls within the Tokologo Local 

Municipality of the Lejweleputswa District Municipality; and is situated approximately 27,9km north-east of 

the Kimberly and 120km west of Bloemfontein. 
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4. Process Going Forward  

In order to ensure due consideration of the potential issues and/or concerns which you may have, we would 

like to urge you to submit your issues and/or concerns to Biomental Services.  

Your comments will be captured and addressed in the Consultation Report, which is to be submitted to the  

DMRE for inspection.  

The draft EIAR & EMPr shall be made available for comment, Submissions and review. 

 

 

Final comments on the project and/or the EIAR & EMPr must be submitted in writing to Tiyiselani 

Macebele, at the contact details provided below: 

 

Tel: 068 321 4288 

Email: info@biomental.co.za 

Web: www.biomental.co.za 

 

 

 

 

  

tel:068
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Dear sir/Madam 

REF: Objections by Andrew Jons Roberts Trust – Draft Environmental Impact 

Assessment Report Environmental Management Programme 

In light of the objection received on the 15 March 2023 herewith are our 

submission.  
 

1. Note that the Draft EIAR and public participation report purpose is to receive information, and 
offers opportunity to raise any issues of concern or interest regarding the proposed establishment. 
The sharing of information forms the basis of the Public Participation Process (PPP) and offers you 
an opportunity to become actively involved in the project from onset. Input from I&AP ensures 
that all potential environmental issues are considered within the context of the proposed project. 
In this case all parties are encouraged to make submissions to that effect. Therefore, in our view 
we appreciate the information provided on that regard and will be incorporated in the final EIAR 
as per your submission. 

2.  request for access has been made on several occasion without any success on our site. The proof 
of such request has been appended on the draft EIAR. 

3.  We are well aware that there are dangerous game animals in the farm however as EAP we have 
not receive any correspondence or any information regarding the arrangement between the 
landowner and the applicant regarding access fee. 

4. we have consulted with the specialist who undertook the study to make amend with regard to 
what appears to be an error in as far as the description of the biome referred to as “Vhembe 
Biosphere reserve). 

5.  Consultation with the free state provincial department of Environmental Affairs has been initiated 
to give clarity and to confirm if indeed the farm Viljoenhof has been proclaimed as a protected 
area. 

6. With regard to 2021 proclamation of 1000 ha a consultation with the Free state department of 
Economics, Small Business Development, tourism and Environmental Affairs was done primary to 
get clarity and confirmation. It appears that Viljoenhof 430 and Orlando 998 were amalgamated 
to form Viljoenhof 1655.Orlando 998 was prior to amalgamation proclaimed as   protected area. 
Farm Viljoenhof 1655 was not proclaimed as per gazette in 2001 as protected area as it did not 
exist at that time, moreover there is no records and proof as evidence that there is proclamation 
at farm Vijoeshof.This was confirmed on an affidavit disposed by Mr D Hyter of DESTEA. (Affidavit 
and correspondence form DESTEA attached) 

7. As indicated that only 1000 hector of the area has been proclaimed as protected area meaning the 
remaining extent of approximately 2000 hectors can be used for other activity provided that 
environmental authorisation is granted. This will be determined by relevant competent authorities 
detailing with the matter. 

8. we are of the view that the regional manager will take a decision after strong consideration of all 
factors social, economic and ecological in terms of the NEMA Regulation. This process will assist 
the competent authority a great deal in making a considerate decision the best interest not only 
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economically but also enhancing social and ecological justice in as far the mining right application 
is concern (Reference to section 12). 

9. Section 2(1)(c) of the NEMA provides that the principles set out in that section serve as guidelines 
by reference to which any Organ of State (such as the Regional Manager) must exercise any 
function when taking any decision in terms of the NEMA and/or the NEMA Regulations or any 
statutory provision concerning the protection of the environment. 

a. first Principle; the draft EIAR is accompanied by EMPr which considered all potential environmental 
impacts and outlined the mitigating strategy to prevent or avoid ramifications within the surrounding 
community and neighbouring famers. 

b. Second Principle; The draft EIAR and EMPR makes considerations of factors highlighted. 
c.  Third Principle; The draft EIAR and EMPR makes considerations of factors highlighted. 
d. Fourth Principle; The draft EIAR and EMPR makes considerations of factors highlighted. 
e. Fifth Principle; The Social and Labour Plan has been developed and seek to address the societal needs 

in the proposed development community of Boshof. 
f. Sixth Principle; irrelevant at this stage, however this principle can only apply when the mining 

operation commences. 
g. Seventh Principle; Public Meeting was convened with the community of Boshof on the 16th February 

2023.Furthermore, Consultative meeting was convened with Interested and affected parties whereby 
prior an invitation was extended to all parties including the landowner who indicated that his 
unavailability on the set date. We further requested that the landowner together with the legal 
representative arrange and confirm suitable date that is convenient and consequently we haven’t 
received feedback to date. 

h. Eighth Principle; no decision has been taken as this stage as the application process is still on motion. 
i. Ninth Principle; the only form of environmental education relevant at this stage was through the public 

participation process undertaken to date. 
j. Tenth Principle; The draft EIAR and EMPR considered the social, economic and environmental impacts 

associated with the proposed activity. Mitigating measures has been outlined. The competent 
authority will make a decision whether or to grant environmental authorization after taking into 
considerations all factors in line with this principle 

k. Eleventh Principles; irrelevant at this stage. 
l. Twelfth Principle; no decision has been taken yet as pertain to the mining right in relation to the 

proposed application. 
m. Thirteenth Principle; The application process is in accordance and in line with this principle in as far as 

policies, legislations and actions. All statutory bodies including organs of states has been consulted. 
n. Fourteen Principle; No conflict of interest has arisen in regard to this application among the organs of 

states 
o. Fifteen Principle; recognised 
p. Sixteenth Principle; this is recognised 
q. Seventeenth Principle; No environmental harm has been incurred as a result of the application at this 

stage. 
r. Eighteen Principle; This is recognised. 
s.  Nineteenth Principle; specialist studies have been undertaken. 
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10. in our view the NEMA principles as rightly quoted shouldn’t necessary be discussed or outlined in 
the EIAR report but the EIAR phase should recognise or be premised based on the principles and 
moreover paying attention to social, economic and environmental factors upon which this process 
is based. 

11. We are of the view that the competent authority considered Section 240(i) of the NEMA when 
considering the application for the EA and rightfully took an informed decision to accept the 
application. 

12. it is in our view that making reference to section 240(i) is immaterial as alluded in section (13) 
13. The Minister or competent authority reserves the rights to grant or not to grant the Environmental 

Authorisation after taking all considerations into account 
14. it is true that the competent authority indeed granted acceptance letter on the 21 February 2021 

meaning that the competence authority was satisfied with the Environmental Authorization 
application form submitted together with relevant the NEMA regulation to that effect 

15. The objector is well aware of the legal litigations between the applicant and the landowner which 
resulted to the application being derailed. 

16. The statement in (section 23) is false as the numerous requests were made to access the property 
but were refused. Correspondence letter has been appended on the draft EIAR&EMPr. We will 
advise that the objector furnish proof based on the statement that the Trust required proper notice 
to made prior for access request. We have no records or correspondence from the objector where 
these remarks were made. 

17. Please note that only the draft EIAR&EMP has been submitted to the competent authority and 
stakeholders for comment, review and submissions final decision has been made by the DMRE. (in 
refecence to section 45) 

18. Note that we are on record wherein we requested to gain access at the farm for the purpose of 
doing specialist studies and we were therefore denied on numerous times as a result desktop 
studies were conducted. (With refecence to section 48) 

19.  Noted as already stated that the draft EIAR &EMPr has been published for comment, review and 
submission and amiable for amendment. (With reference to section 51) 

20. The draft EIAR made acknowledgement of the game hunting activity at the property and made 
recommendation for continuous consultation with the landowner. 

21. we are of the view all identified impacts highlighted on the report can be minimised sufficed that 
EMP are implemented during construction and operation phase of the project 

22. The environmental impact assessment process has not reach it conclusion as at this stage only the 
draft EIAR&EMP has been published for review, comments and submission.in our view, we 
construe this submission by the Trust fulfilling its obligation as an affected party/landowner by 
making submissions to that effect. 

23. The competent authority will determine whether or not to grant environmental authorisation 
however, we are of strong view that the EA should be granted to the applicant. 

24. The environmental impact assessment process has not reach it conclusion as at this stage only the 
draft EIAR&EMP has been published for review, comments and submission.in our view, we 
construe this submission by the Trust fulfilling its obligation as an affected party/landowner by 
making submissions to that effect. 
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25. Bullet points 28.3, 48.4, 58 – 63 will be summarized as follow: 
 
Firstly, I must be highlighted that  that there is a difference between the Mining Works Program and the Social 
& Labour Plan, although both is required for submission of a Mining Right. However, there will be a slight 
deviation of both documents because of the following:  
 

i. The Mining Works Program takes a holistic approach to the entire operation over a 20 to 30-year 
lifespan. All the information contained in the Mining Works Program has a projection that spans 
over a 30-year period. The Mining Works Program contains a summary of the financial 
commitments contained in the Social & Labour Plan over a 30-year period.  

 
ii. The Social and Labour plan takes a different approach in which the information contained in the 

document has a 5-year period and not a 30-year period. The Social & Labour Plan thus commits to 
promises made in a 5-year term mannerism. 

 
iii. And please keep in mind that the mine is not operational yet, which means all information 

contained is based on some projections. 
 
So, with that said, there will be a difference in… 

a) Number of employees according to the mining works program will definitely differ from the Social & 
Labour Plan as the 686 employees has been projected over a 30-year lifespan. The 50 employees, as 
per the SLP is only for the first five years, whereupon the document is reviewed by the department 
and recommendations be furnished to the company. The company must adhere to the 
recommendations and can now commit to new “promises” based on a more realistic target for the 
following 5-year term. In essence, the company will have to review the SLP after every five years in a 
30-year term. 

b) The SLP finds expression in the mining right that will be issued; however, it does not mainly concentrate 
on the difference of the commodity, which in this case, is between Kimberlite Diamonds, General 
Diamonds or alluvial diamonds as mentioned in the letter. If it does have an impact on the application 
itself, then the terms of reference can be amended. 

c) The SLP concentrates on the host communities nearby, in order words, previously disadvantage 
communities that stands to gain socially and financially from the mining activities, instead of 
concerning itself with the area on which the mine will physically operate on. So, whether the operation 
is on Farm Viljoenshof 1655 of Rowden 703 or both, what matters is the host communities involved. 
That information is already addressed in the mining works program. 

d) The basic education levels mentioned in the report has been added and is based on the forecast of 
potential employees that might be employed. I must mention here that this is a projected forecast and 
not the real thing. Once a workforce is employed, a more detailed and accurate reporting can be done. 
That will also tell what educational services (such as FET Colleges, Night School, etc.) must can be 
engaged to assist employees on different skills levels say from Abet level 2 to a grade 12 and beyond. 

e) And lastly, the SLP does not concern itself with issues such as pollution, ecological degradation or 
damage to the environment. The purpose of the SLP is to assist employees and the broader previous 
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disadvantage communities to grow in terms of education, workers’ skills, life skills and improve the 
quality of life by providing decent housing, sanitation facilities, clean water, etc.  

 
Yours Sincerely  
Macebele Tiyiselani 
       

Signature:  
Date:23/08/2023 
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ASR Geology Consulting and Mineralogical 
Services 
 

3, Poole Str., Memorial Road Area 
Kimberley, 8301 
Northern Cape, RSA 
Mobile:  +27 (82) 342 9234 
E-mail:  asr.geology.consulting@gmaol.com  

 

TO ALL PARTIES CONCERNED 

REF: Objections by Andrew Jons Roberts Trust – Mining Work Program and Mining Right application as a whole. 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

After studying the document with objections, I must state the following: 

1. The objector is absolutely correct in stating that a mining project develops in phases: 

a. Reconnaissance study and identification of high interest blocks; 

b. Prospecting phase combing non-destructive and destructive methods; 

c. If the ore bodies are found – bulk sampling and/or pilot mining in parallel with more detailed 

contouring of the ore bodies; 

d. Mine design and launching of the mining operation. 

2. The above sequence is general and not related to the format a mineral right. 

3. In the case of this Project in question 1 (b) and 1 (c) above are done only partly. 

4. Due to the fact that heavy machinery (drilling rig, excavator, loader trucks, etc.) never operated on the 

farm, the Prospecting Work Program was not completed as planned. 

5. ASR accepted statement by Mr Scholtemeyer that access was denied by the farm owner in a good faith 

and refer this dispute to his Affidavit. 

mailto:asr.geology.consulting@gmaol.com
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6. However, Mineral Act (28, 2002) does not explicitly require that Prospecting Right application MUST 

be done prior to Mining Right application (Section 22).  

7. Funding Partner of the Invest In Property 126 (Pty) Ltd is not only financially strong, but is prominent 

Canadian diamond mining company successfully and viably running two kimberlite mines in that 

country. 

8. Applying their extensive expertise in the field of diamond geology and miming, decision was done that 

although incomplete, available prospecting data overweight financial risks related to the Mining Right 

application and further Project development. 

9. Track record of this company does not leave any doubt, that final phases of prospecting with following 

pilot mining and eventually mining will be done in the most efficient manner and in full compliance 

with all applicable regulations.  

10. When the Mining Right will be granted, 1 (b) and 1 (c) will be completed first to proceed with Project 

development. DMRE will be duly provided with the results summary and accordingly adjusted MWP. 

11. When objectively comparing pros and contras of a mining project versus a game farm the Minister has 

to consider all aspects. Though protection of natural environment is very important factor, the scale 

of this farm is not significant. Only 1000 Ha, which was proclaimed protected area (though no plan is 

available) in comparison with Mokala National Park – 26,485 Ha. 

12. There was a precedent in the past, when Vaalbos National Park was reproclaimed for the benefit of 

local community and animals were transferred to the Mokala National Park.  

Overall the entire discussion regarding Mining Work Program and insufficient prospecting results becomes 

irrelevant in a view of (6) above. 

 

Sincerely, 

Dr Alexander S. Rodionov 

Independent Geology Consultant 
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GeolSoc (RSA), MinSoc (Rus) 
Prof. Sci. Nat., Reg. No 400018/2000 
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Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs 
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Appendix H (iv): Affidavit by David John Hayter (DESTEA) 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 148 

 

 

 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 149 

 

 

 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 150 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

Appendix I 
COMMENTS FROM DESTEA 

  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 151 

 

 

 



 
DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

 

 

pg. 152 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Appendix J: 
COMMENTS FROM SARA PARKS 
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COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIAR AND EMP FOR MINING RIGHT APPLICATION ON VILJOENSHOF 1655, 

BOSHOF 

DMRE ref no: FS 30/5/1/2/2/10064MR 

 

Received from Biomental Environmental Consulting 8 February 2023, Public Participation Process 

Page No. of the Draft 
EIAR/EMP 

Draft EIAR / EMP Text 

Quoted 

Legal / Formal Reference Comment EAP Response 

Page 8 

Objective of the 
Environmental Impact 

“” 

“The objective of the environmental 
impact assessment process is to, through 
a consultative 
process: - 

“Identify the location of the 
development footprint within the 
preferred site based on an impact 
and risk assessment process 
inclusive of cumulative impacts 
and a ranking process of all the 
identified development footprint 
alternatives focusing on the 
geographical, physical, biological, 
social, economic, heritage and 
cultural aspects of the 
environment.” 

 
The EAP for Invest In 
Property did not come 
on to site to do this 
Environmental Impact 
Risk Assessment. 
 
Access was denied 

The EAP undertook a site 
visit in December 2020 
with the landowner 
present.Please conform 
with the landowner Mr 
Cedric Roberts. 
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Page 9 

Executive 
Summary 
 
A. background 

“Invest In Property 126 (Pty)Ltd propose 
to apply for mining right in a small town 
Boshof in Free State, 
South Africa. The area cover is 
approximately 3,389 ha.” 

National Conservation Ordinance No 

8 of 1969 

Proclamation No 23 of 2001. in terms 

of S36(1) 

1000Ha of the farm Viljoenshof No. 
430 (Reserve No 12, known as 
Maize Valley Reserve). 
Was declared a private nature reserve 
in 2015 

1000Ha of the farm 
Viljoenshof No. 430 
(Reserve No 12, known 
as Maize Valley 
Reserve). 

Was declared a private 
nature reserve in 
Government Gazette 
dated 19/11/2015 

2,411.26 Ha was 
designated as Nature 
Reserve. Date declared 
4/26/2001. 

Taken from the database 
in 2018 

This is not true.The 
DESTEA confirmed 
contrary that Viljoenshof 
No 430 was declared in 
2021 as a protected 
area.The Viljoenshof 430 
was amalgamated with 
Farm Orlando 998 to 
form Farm Farm 
Viljoenshof 1655.This 
entails that farm 
Viljoenhof 430 is no 
longer existing and 
moreover there are no 
existing layout where 
portion of 1000ha of now 
amalgamated Viljoenshof 
430 is situated.The 
Department does not 
have a data base nor file 
of Viljoenhof 1655 
declared as protected 
area or nature reserve. 
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Page 9 

Executive 
Summary 
A. background 

“The applicant Mr Verdi Scholtermeyer is 
the permit holder 
for prospecting right permit granted by 
the Department of Mineral Resource and 
Energy (DMRE) in terms 
of Minerals and Petroleum Resource 
Development Act (Act 28 of 2002)” 

A prospecting right is a permit 
which allows you or your 
company to survey or investigate 
an area of land for the purpose 
of identifying an actual or 
probable mineral deposit. A 
prospecting right is valid for five 
years. A renewal is valid for 3 
years 

The Prospecting 
right expired 2 April 
2021. 
Mr Verdi 
Scholtermeyer or 
Invest In Property 
does not hold a 
valid prospecting 
right 

The Prosecting right 
have since expired 
Verdi 
Scholtermeyer was 
the prospecting 
right holder  

Page 11 
 
C Project 
description and 
Location 
Last paragraph 

“However, soft blasting will be applied 
where necessary in particular for cutting 
into 
kimberlites.” 

 “Please explain soft 
blasting”? 

 

Page 15 “Part of the EIA process was to undertake ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS, 

2014 

Government Notice R982 in 

Government  Gazette  38282 

dated 4 December 2014. 

Commencement date: 

8 December 2014 

48. Offences 

(1) A person is guilty of an 

1 specialist study was undertaken on the 
 a range of specialist studies which relate farm 22 Nov 2022 
D Need and to the physical, (Archaeologist) 
Desirability of the biological and socio-economic aspects  

Study potentially affected by the proposed Biological Specialist studies must be site 
 project. specific especially the flora and fauna 
 The findings of the studies are appended aspects. A desktop study is useful but 
 on the EIA/ EMPr” can only provide an overview of the 
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  offence if that person - 

(a) provides incorrect or misleading 
information in any form, including 
any document 

 
   

  presence of possible species. 
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  submitted in terms of these 
Regulations to a competent 
authority or omits information that 
may have an influence on 
the outcome of a decision of a 
competent authority; 

 

Page 20 
 
F 
Identification of 
Key Environmental 

“Specialist studies assisted with the 
development and understanding of the 
system processes and the 
potential impacts of the proposed 
development on both the biophysical 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS, 

2014 

Government Notice R982 in 

1 specialist study was carried out on 
Viljoenshof farm. 

Access was denied. 
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Issues and social environments. The following 
specialist were conducted to augment 
this EIAR: 

• Ecological Report; 
• Geo-hydrological Studies; 
• Heritage Impact Assessment; and 
• Social Labour Plan 

Each issue was assessed and mitigation 
measures proposed such that impacts 
will be minimised or 
negated. It is this assessment that 
allowed the EAP to make an informed 
analysis and provide an opinion 
of the proposed development.” 

Government  Gazette  38282 

dated 4 December 2014. 

Commencement date: 

8 December 2014 

 
48. Offences 

(1) A person is guilty of an 

offence if that person - 

(a) provides incorrect or misleading 
information in any form, including 
any document submitted in terms of 
these Regulations to a competent 
authority or omits information that 
may have an influence on the 
outcome of a decision of a 
competent authority; 

Ecological, Hydrogeological and 
Environmental impacts cannot be 
assessed on > 3000 ha of bushveld if the 
specialists were never on the site. This 
EIA process at the moment is 
questionable and poses a possibility of 
providing the competent authority with 
false information. 
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Page 21 

G 

“Site notices shall also be pasted on and 
around the proposed site. The Draft 
EIA/EMPr Report Document shall be 

PP 
“In accordance with Regulation 
41(2) (c), published under 

 
. 

Public Participation 
process 

distributed to key 
government stakeholders and other 
Interested and Affected Parties (I & APs) this 
is in a form of 
electronically and hard copies (evidence 
will be provided under the Public 
Participation section of the final 
EIAR. 
A newspaper advertisement has been 
secured and due to make 
publication on the 9 February 2023 through 
DFA 

Government Notice No.982 of 
December 2014 as 
amended on 07 April 2017 of the 
National Environmental 
Management Act, 1998 and 
Regulation 50 of 
the Minerals and Petroleum 
Development Act (MPRDA, Act 28 
of 2002)” 

An e mail 9 Feb from Biomental stated that 
registered IAAPs would have a virtual 
meeting in February. 

This took place 7 March where it was stated 
that further meetings were required and would 
take place due to unresolved issues 
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Page 22 

H. Conclusions and 
Recommendations 

“Following the completion of the various 
specialist studies appended in this report 
and the identification 
and assessment of the expected impacts, 
it is the opinion of Biomental Services 
that the proposed project can be 
authorized. This opinion holds provided 
that all the recommendations proposed 
in the specialist studies and the EIA and 
EMP as well as legislative requirements 
are implemented and adhered to.” 

Only 1 specialist study was 
undertaken on Viljoenshof 1655 
 
 

 
Ecological, Hydrogeological and 

Social aspects and impacts were not 
adequately assessed on the 
> 3000 ha of bushveld land and 
the entire hunting and game 
farm operation of Viljoenshof 
1655. 

The specialists were not on the 
site. 

The draft EIA R does not currently identify 
and assess the hydrogeological, ecological 
and social impacts of Viljoenshof 1655 
adequately due to the fact that the specialist 
studies which would include various types of 
site surveys, land use functions, borehole 
pump tests to name only a few, were not 
carried out on site. 

Page 27 

1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Background of 
the Study 

“The applicant Mr Verdi Scholtermeyer is 
the permit holder for prospecting mining 
right permit granted by the Department 
of Mineral Resource and Energy (DMRE)in 
terms of Minerals and 
Petroleum Resource Development Act 

Mr Verdi Scholtermeyer does 
not hold a valid prospecting 
right 

The 3-year renewed Prospecting 
right expired 2 April 
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 (Act 28 of 2002” 2021.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Background of 
the Study 

“Invest In Property 126 (Pty)Ltd propose 
to apply for mining right in a small town 
Boshof in Free State, 
South Africa. The area cover is 
approximately 3,389 ha.” 

 1000Ha of the farm Viljoenshof No. 430 
(Reserve No 12, known as Maize Valley 
Reserve). 

Was declared a private nature reserve in 
Government Gazette dated 19/11/2015 

2,411.26 Ha was designated as Nature Reserve. 
Date declared 4/26/2001. 

Taken from the database in 2018 

Page 29 
 
Table 4: Listed 
Activities 

“APPLICABLE LISTING NOTICE 
(GNR 544, GNR 545 or GNR 
546)/NOT LISTED” heading in Table 4 

 REPEAL OF NOTICE 545 DATED 18 JUNE 
2010 4. Notice 545 published in Gazette 
33306 is hereby repealed. 
This table heading is invalid 
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Page 31 
Listed Activities 

 194 No. 40772 GOVERNMENT 

GAZETTE, NO. 325, 7 APRIL 2017 

ACTIVIES 19, 20 of Listing Notice 
2 

LISTED ACTIVITIES 

The table in the draft EIAR has omitted to 
include Activities No 19 and 20 of Listing 
Notice 2 of the amended EIA regulations No 
325, 7 April 2017 

Page 38 
 
2. LEGISLATION 
AND LEGAL 
REQUIREMENTS 

Table 2: Legislation 
and Legal 

 Published in Government Notice 
No. 320 GOVERNMENT GAZETTE 
43110 20 MARCH 2020 
 
1.  BIODIVERSITY: 
protocol for the specialist 
assessment 

The protocols for the specialist studies to assess 
and report on 
Biodiversity. 
Terrestrial Animals and Terrestrial plants 
were not mentioned in the legal Table 2. EIA 
regulations 2017 

Viljoenshof 1655 is managed as a 

Requirements  and minimum report content 
requirements for environmental 
impacts on terrestrial biodiversity 

2. TERRESTRIAL PLANT 
SPECIES protocol for the specialist 
assessment and minimum report 
content requirements for 
environmental impacts on 
terrestrial plant species 

3. TERRESTIAL ANIMAL 
SPECIES protocol for the specialist 

hunting and nature conservation farm. 

 
Page 38 

It is a transgression if the plant and animal 
impact assessment studies have not been 
carried out according to these protocols 

2. LEGISLATION  

AND LEGAL 
REQUIREMENTS 
Table 2: Legislation 

An endemic succulent plant species has 
recently been found and formally 
documented on the adjacent farm. 
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and Legal assessment and minimum report 
content requirements for 
environmental impacts on 
terrestrial plant species 

 

Requirements  

Page 38 : 
Points a, b c, d, e, are all outdated. 

The more recent guidelines were 
promulgated for implementation in 
2020 

Point f, has been replaced with a 

 

 “a. Guideline for determining the scope 
2. LEGISLATION of specialist involvement in EIA Processes 
AND LEGAL (June 2005) 
REQUIREMENTS b. Guideline for involving biodiversity 
 specialists in EIA processes (June 2005) 

2.2 Guidelines c. Guideline for involving heritage 
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This EIAR process is specialists in EIA processes (June 2005) newer version 2014, 
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informed by the series 
of national 
Environmental 
Guidelines and, the 
following were 
applicable and 
relevant 

d. Guideline for Environmental 
Management Plans (June 2005) 
e. Draft Guideline on Public Participation 
(November 2006) 
f. Draft Guideline on the interpretation of 
the listed activities (November 2006) 
g. Department of Water and Sanitation 
guidelines 
h. Stats SA, 2011” 

amended in 2017.  

Page 39 

2.3 Assumptions 
and Limitations 

• “The following limitations and 
assumptions are implicit this report – 
• The primary assumption underpinning 
this EIA and the individual specialist 
studies upon which the Draft EIAR is 
based, that all information received from 
the client and other stakeholders 
including registered I&APs was correct 

 The draft EIAR and EMP are based on desktop 
specialist studies. There was only 1 specialist 
on site. 

 
On Site assessments are required by the 
protocols in terms of the EIA regulations 

Protocols Published in Government 
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and valid at the time of the study. 
• To ensure that the significance of 
impacts was not under-estimated, the 
specialists assessed 

impacts under the worst-case scenario 
situation. 

• It must be noted the following 
studies were undertaken through a 
desktop method. This is a result of 
the landowner prohibits to access 
into his property. See Annexure I” 

Notice No. 320 GOVERNMENT GAZETTE 
43110 20 MARCH 2020 

Page 41 

2.6 

“During the EIAR phase for the Project the following activities were carried out 
carried out 
: 

The draft EIAR and EMP are currently based 
on desktop specialist studies. The only 
specialist on site was an 
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Environmental 
Impact 
Assessment 
Report 

• Specialist investigations. 
• Compilation of a draft EIAR report. 
• Compilation of an Environmental Management Programme (EMP); 
• Compilation and distribution of a letter announcing the availability of draft 
EIA report for 

comment and distribution of copies of the report to Interested and Affected 
Parties (I&APs) upon 
request; 

• Conduct key stakeholder meetings;” 

archaeologist. 

Page 49 
 
4. SERVICES 
PROVISION 

4.1 Water supply 
 
 
Page 49 
 

4. SERVICES 
PROVISION 

4. SERVICES PROVISION 
 

4.1 Water supply 
The proposed project will require bulk water for its mining operations as well 
as domestic water for drinking and ablutions. 

purposes. Bulk water is required for dust suppression and any other mining 
operations that may require large volumes of water. Possible water supply 
options will be identified, and their suitability evaluated during the detailed 
EIA investigation. A preliminary water balance will be designed for the 
proposed Mine to determine bulk water requirements during peak production 
and a 

The water supply for the proposed mining 
activities as stated is still under 
investigation. An adequate water source is 
a prerequisite for diamond mining. 

This aspect is possibly a fatal flaw. 

At this stage in the EIA process a water 
supply should have been established and 
water quantities for prospecting and 
mining going forward calculated. 
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4.1 Water supply 

mine safety factor (to be determined) will be applied to ensure adequate 
water supply to the mine. 

Page 68 

Priority Floral 
Species 

“Priority Floral Species 
 
No species found in the study area is listed in the 2009 Red Data Listing (RDL) 
nor has any threat status. 
 
No Orange Data species or species of conservation concern were observed 
during overview field investigations.” 

 
No flora studies were undertaken on 
Viljoenshof. 

Critically Endangered Red Data Species of 
South African plants are to be found on the 
neighbouring farm 
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Page 68 

Protected Area 
status. 

Protected Area status 

According to the data for protected areas, no 
portions fall within a protected area, however the 
area is part of the Vhembe Biosphere Reserve. 
(Limpopo) 

1000Ha of the farm Viljoenshof No. 430 
(Reserve No 12, known as Maize Valley 
Reserve). 

Was declared a private nature reserve in 
Government Gazette dated 19/11/2015 
 
 

 
The Vhembe Biosphere Reserve is in Limpopo. 
??? 

Page 60 

Sensitivity Areas 

Sensitivity Areas 

“Based on a desktop data analysis, the area of the proposed development 
site has a LOW SENSETIVITY 
RATING as it is characterized by low shrublands with a bare landscape. 
Furthermore, the desktop analysis 
also confirms that the proposed development site sensitivity status is 
degraded due to impacts such as 
change in land use (Agriculture), overgrazing due to livestock farming, 
deforestation, uncontrolled veld 
fires, settlement development and desertification (See Figure 3).” 
Furthermore, the proposed 
development site is located more than 500m away from any river catchment 

This whole statement is not true 

This information does not relate to Viljoenshof 
1655. 

Viljoenshof does not support a bare landscape 
and low shrublands, deforestation or 
overgrazing due to livestock farming 

If the proper sensitivity studies were done this 
would have been obvious. 

Site Sensitivity verification must be done 
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buffer zone or any natural 
water body or feature. 

Page 70 
Figure 11: 

. The legends on these maps are illegible 

Sensitivity/Landcov 
er Area Map 

  

Page 73 Heritage 
and cultural 
settings 

“No Stone Age sites were found within the footprint of the area proposed for 
the development. Although 
no Stone Age sites were found, the region has evidence to suggest that the 
area was inhabited by Stone Age people in the past. The wider study area 
has yielded a lot of tools cutting across the Stone Age period. 
Most ESA and MSA tools have been found in open sites” 

A heritage specialist was on site. The report 
also makes several references to a mall 
which possibly means that a copy and paste 
from a source other than that pertaining to 
Viljoenshof was implemented in compiling 
the report 

Page 74 
The Iron Age 

“No Iron Age sites were noted in the study area” A proper archaeological assessment was not 
done but recommendations were made in 
the report to have one done 
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Page 79 
 
7.SPECIALIST 
REPORTS 

Appropriately qualified and experienced specialists were appointed to 
undertake the various 
assessments. The Specialists assisted in gathering baseline information 
relevant to this study and assessed the impacts associated with the 
development. Specialists made recommendations to mitigate negative 
impacts and enhance benefits. The resulting information was synthesised into 
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR), whilst the full specialist reports are 
attached on this EIR as a Specialist Volume. The specialists’ 
studies assisted with the development of an understanding of the system 
process and the potential positive and negative impacts of the proposed 
development on both the social and biophysical environments 

The Specialists had to extrapolate information 
from other studies to make recommendations. 
to mitigate impacts For Viljoenshof 1655. 

This procedure does not comply with the EIA 
regulations. 

Page 92 
 
9: IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT 
PLANNING& 
CONSTRUCTION 
PHASE 

6. Ground Water 
No impacts to ground water are expected from the construction 
phase. 
Temporal: Short-term 
(2) 
Spatial: Localised (0) 
Significance: high (1) 

There will be impacts to groundwater during 
the construction phase because water will be 
abstracted and used for building infrastructure, 
dust suppression etc. 
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 Likelihood: May occur (0) 

Certainty: 
No impacts to ground water are expected during 
construction phase. 

 

Page 123 
 
9: IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT 
 
PLANNING& 
CONSTRUCTION/O 
PERATIONAL PHASE 

“Direct impacts: 
No direct impact is expected from the planning; construction and operational 
phase of the activity 
 
Indirect impacts: 
No indirect direct impact is expected from the planning; construction and 
operational phase of the 
Activity 

Cumulative impacts: 
No cumulative impact is expected from the planning; “construction and 
operational phase of the activity.” 

These statements are untrue because the 
environmental impacts have not been assessed 
for Viljoenshof 1655. Information in this EIAR 
report appears to be taken from an EIA for a 
site in Limpopo 
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Page 127 
 
9.11 Environmental 
Authorization 

9.11 Environmental Authorization 
 
Biomental Services is still in the process of engaging stakeholders and I&APs, 
responding and providing solutions to some questions still being raised. 
Registered I&Aps, will be informed of the environmental authorization and its 
associated terms and conditions be made public by letters, emails and 
advertisement once the record of decision is received from the competent 
authority (positive or negative) for the project. 
All documents related to the proposed mining project will also made 
available to the Public. 

The assessment of impacts must adhere to the minimum requirements in the 
EIA Regulations, 2014, and 
should take applicable official guidelines into account. 

 
The EIAR has many inconsistencies, There 
appears to be text that has been a copy and 
paste from a document that refers to a site in 
Limpopo. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
There certainly were issues raised by 
Interested and Affected parties during the 
public participation process. Refer 

 
Page 127 

9.11 Environmental 
Authorization 

 

There were no issues raised by interested and 
affected parties during public participation process. The impact that may 
result from the proposed mining 
activity have been prepared planning and design, construction, operational 
phases as well as proposed management of identified impacts and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

to the comments attached to the scoping 
report 
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Page 128 
 
10. CONCLUSIONS 
AND 
RECOMMENDATIO NS 

10.1 Activity and Possible Impacts 
 
The following Mining activities and associated impacts have been indicated 
below 
 
Table. Summary of environmental impacts after mitigation 

Omitted from the table of activities & impacts 
are: 

Slimes dam wall failure, Contamination of 
surrounding land with Kimberlite slurry, 
Contamination of surface and ground water 
with heavy metals found in kimberlite ore, 
Abstraction of groundwater and depleting 
groundwater table if water is 
intercepted and has to be pumped 

Page 130 10.2 Fatal Flows 
The Scoping Phase did not identify any fatal flaws and as a result the 
Competent Authority permitted the application process to proceed to the EIR 
phase for further assessment. 

There appear to be fatal flaws in this EIAR 
document, namely the EIA itself. 

   

   

 
 
 
 

1. Specialist Studies 
 

1.1 Geohydrological assessment 
 
“By October 2022, Geo Equilibria (Pty) Ltd was appointed by Biomental Services (pty) Ltd on behalf of Invest In Property 126 (pty) Ltd to 
conduct a geohydrological investigation as part of an environmental application process to obtain the required authorization to mine 
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diamond kimberlite and diamond general on the farm Viljoenshof 1655 in Boshof within Boshof 
District Municipality in the Free State province. 
 
The primary purpose of this investigation is to provide information on the surface and 
groundwater environment on and near the site, and to do an impact assessment associated. with 
the site activities. 

The main objectives of the hydrogeological study are to: 
• Characterise the prevailing groundwater situation; 
• Define the water bearing strata in the area; 
• Determine current groundwater level distribution and flow directions; 
• Determine baseline groundwater quality; and 

Assess the impact of mining on the groundwater system including quantity and quality impacts on 
existing users, during both operational and closure phase” 
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1.2 Comment 

With reference to the hydrocensus map above only 1 borehole on Viljoenshof 1655 was included. This hydrocensus would not provide sufficient 

information to show how the landowner would be impacted by the proposed mining operation when dewatering takes place. 

 
The geohydrological report is a current situation analysis of the classification and vulnerability of the groundwater aquifer but does not take into 

consideration the proposed mining activities for a 30 year life of mine. Impacts of dewatering, excavating and trenching to 20 m initially and then 

mining to 600 m. 

 
a. No water source has been confirmed 

b. No water quantities for the prospecting and mining operations have been estimated 

c. Unless the above are ascertained a Water Use Licence cannot be applied for 

d. Impacts of Mining on groundwater have not been identified 

e. Impacts of salination of groundwater and environment from kimberlite dissolution not mentioned 
 
 

2. Miscellaneous 

2.1 Access Road and people and Infrastructure Impacted 

2.1.1 Hunting & Breeding camps- The access road to Viljoenshof is of major concern to the neighbouring farmer because it 

traverses their hunting camps and a field which supports red data succulent plant species. Under discussion 

2.1.2 Taxidermy -The access road runs adjacent to the Landowners Taxidermy factory and offices and past a homestead which is 
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occupied by a retired elderly farmer. 

2.1.3 Homestead – Mr Wiese lives in a house very close to the access road 
 
 

 
 

 
3. Eskom 

Mining trucks and other equipment will definitely impact this business and this homestead with dust, noise, and privacy in 

no uncertain terms. These impacts have not been identified or mentioned anywhere in the document 

 
 
Mining and Eskom power lines that run through the farm, buffer zones and potential impacts of mining operations have not been identified 

 
4. Protected and Conservation Areas of South Africa 

The screening for protected and conservation areas of South Africa regarding Viljoenshof 1655 has not been carried out. In 2001 2,411.26 Ha was 

designated a nature reserve Maize Valley Reserve 

In 2015 1000 Ha was declared a Nature Reserve in a government gazette (GG 2015) 
 
 
Copies of Documents available. 
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Appendix J (i) 
 EAP RESPONSE TO SARA PARKS COMMENTS 
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Date:31/08/2023 

Attention: Mrs Sara Parks 

Rechelle Eco Farm and Consulting 

PO BOX X 342 

Boshof,8340 

Cell:082 082 0239 

Email: saraparks7@gmail.com 

 

RE: COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIAR&EMPR FOR INVEST IN PROPERTY 126(PTY)LTD APPLICATION FOR DIAMOND 

KIMBELITES AND GENERAL OVER FARM VILJOENSHOF 1655 IN BOSHOF, FREE STATE PROVINCE. 

1. The above is in response to the comment or submission received on the 08 March 2023 in relation to 

Draft EIAR&EMPAR for Invest In Property 126(Pty)Ltd. 

2. On the 7th December 2023, the EAP undertook a site visit whereby a meeting was convened at Viljoenhof 

1655 with the landowner Mr Cedric Roberts present. Site visit and inspection was done. This information 

is provided to dispel the notion that the EAP never undertook a site visit or assessment at farm Viljoenhof 

1655. 

3.  The EAP can confirm that Mr Verdi Scholtimeyer was prospecting rights holder which has since elapsed. 

4. The EAP took an initiative to consult with the provincial department of Economics, Small Business 

development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs (DESTEA) regarding the proclaimed 1000 ha declared 

as protected area for nature reserve over farm Viljoenhof 430.On the 30 June 2023, DESTEA returned a 

correspondence highlighting that farm Viljoenhof 430 was gazetted in 2021 as protected area for nature 

reserve. We have established that Viljoenhof 430 was amalgamated with Farm Orlando 998 to form 

Viljoenshof 1655 which is the current farm under mining right application by Invest in property 126.  

5. Furthermore, an affidavit disposed by Mr David John Hayter of DESTEA on the 05/08/2016 reveals  that 

there is no records or files available at the department regarding the proclaimed area of 1000ha and also 

highlights the complexity of the matter as the farm proclaimed as nature reserve no longer exist due to 

amalgamation between the two farms to form Viljoenshof 1655.In light of the above, it is our view that 

Farm Viljoenshof 1655 is not a protected area nor proclaimed nature reserve as there is no records or 

gazette proclamation on  farm Viljoenhof 1655. 

6. The draft EIAR outlined that there will be no full-scale blasting or hard blasting technique used however, 

in an instance where operational method necessitates such, soft blasting will be implemented as a last 

resort. 

7.  The desktop study was undertaken as last resort because of access restriction by Mr Cedric Roberts for 

the past 3 years. Numerous efforts were made to request access for the purpose of undertaking full scale 

specialist studies but was rejected. The proof and evidence and email communication are on record. 

However,we want to ascertain that a full site scan of the farm will done to identify any potential red 
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species or species of ecological importance before any mining operations commence.This will also 

include marking and creating bufferzones on catchment areas/wetlands. 

8. Notice of public participation was sent out to all stakeholders and I&APS.On the 7 March 2023, virtual 

consultative meeting was convened. The landowner and representative indicated that there were unable 

to be part of the meeting despite the fact that a notice was issued earlier to all parties. Moreover, we 

extended an olive brunch by requesting that the landowner and his representative notify or choose a 

suitable date and time that will be convenient. We can confirm that we haven’t receive any 

communication to that effect. 

9.  The project envisages to extract water from the underground water through boreholes. A water use 

license application was lodged with DWS.water recycling/treatment will be constructed to minimise the 

over exploitation ground water. The impact on ground water is envisaged to be minimised given that 

environmental management strategies will be implemented and monitored. Groundwater testing, water 

level and recording will be done regularly. 

10. In conclusion, all the issues highlighted on the comments have been noted and where practical possible 

amendment will be done in the final EIAR&EMPR.It must be noted that the purpose of the draft 

EIAR&EMPR is to give all parties an opportunity to make submission, comments and review. Having said 

that, all the comments highlighted have been noted and where ratification is necessary such will be done 

 

Yours singerly  

Tiyiselani Macebele 

 

31 August 2023 

 


