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To: Eumari Vosloo 

 
177 Weltevreden Road 
BERARIO 
Johannesburg 
2195 
Tel: 011 431 2251 / 2291 
Fax: 086 664 2908 
www.ecopartners.co.za 

Date: 27th October 2014 
 
Dear Eumari,  
 
Re: Objection to Mining Rights Application by Atha Africa Ventures (PTY) LTD for proposed Yzermyn 
Underground coal mine located in the Pixley Ka Seme local municipality (Ref: 14/12/16/3/3/2/693) 
 

Thank you for all previous emails and communications in which you supplied us with the 

amended  ESIA/ESMP for your client’s (Atha Africa Ventures (PTY) LTD – hereafter referred to 

as “Atha”)  application for a mining right within the affected area.  There are serious and 

substantial concerns about the sensitivity of the area in which your client proposes to mine for 

coal.  We hereby again lodge our strong objection to Atha’s mining right application on 

numerous grounds as recorded below. 

 

We also include an extract from the executive summary of a report supplied to Atha on the 

13th September 2013 by Natural Scientific Solutions CC and circulated for general comment 

(see attached copy of the report in email).  The summary explicitly states that the proposed 

Yzermyn mine should “be NO GO in terms of Biodiversity because of the impact of the 

proposed underground mining on the supply of water to the surface water resources (due to 

the de-watering activities) and the potential groundwater contamination. These aspects will 

have a significant impact on aquatic and wetland ecosystem functioning and biodiversity in a 

far greater area than the underground mining area. This aspect of the mining project, alone, 

is in strong conflict with international, national and provincial legislation, policies and 

guidelines. A high number of CI species were detected, and most habitat in the proposed 

underground mining and surface infrastructure areas was assigned a Very High or High 

sensitivity. Most potential impacts of the mining operation had a HIGH overall significance 

rating, even with mitigation. Moreover, the cumulative impacts of numerous mining 

applications in the study region are of serious concern.”  Reference: Page V from Natural 

Scientific Solutions CC report.  The report executive summary goes further to add: “Even 
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though NSS recommends that the project is a NO GO from a Biodiversity perspective, 

mitigation measures have been discussed should the project go ahead.”  It is on the basis of 

the original mitigation measures submitted to the DEA that the application was justifiably 

rejected and has now reappeared with new proposed mitigation measures submitted by 

yourselves on behalf of Atha.  We dispute and thus reject the mitigation measures and 

amendments proposed by yourselves on the basis that Natural Scientific Solutions CC along 

with ourselves as IAP’s have provided ample evidence as to why the proposed Yzermyn should 

not be supported and therefore not go ahead.  Altering proposed approaches and methods in 

an attempt to facilitate a positive decision from DEA for your client does not address the 

central issues of sensitivity as identified by the Natural Scientific Solutions CC report and 

ourselves.  We therefore reiterate our objection to your clients proposed mine and support 

DEA in their rejection of the original ESIA/ESMP.  We furthermore urge DEA to reject the 

amended version for reasons as already expressed and in addition for the following reasons: 

 

1. The area affected by your clients application fall within a key protected area expansion zone 

for our work as the WWF-SA Enkangala Grassland Project and SANBI grassland programme in 

partnership with Mpumalanga Tourism and Parks Agency (MTPA) .   In addition, portions of the 

area fall within National and Provincial Protected Area expansion zones (see Map 1 depicting 

the provincial and national protected area expansion zones).  Atha’s mining right application 

is thus opposed on the grounds that it will prevent or hinder provincial and national 

protected area expansion targets from being achieved should consent be granted by the 

DMR and DEA. 

 
Map 1 depicting provincial and national protected area expansion zones 
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2. All of the affected  properties are located in an irreplaceable aquatic biodiversity area for 

Mpumalanga Province.  Should any form of coal mining be pursued, it will have extremely 

negative impacts on this important water production area (as highlighted in the Natural 

Scientific Solutions CC report).   Additionally, the Atha affected properties are located in a 

National Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Area (NFEPA) and any form of mining in such an area is 

considered inappropriate and of severe consequence to sustained ecosystem functioning  (See 

map 2 depicting provincial aquatic biodiversity importance and map 3 depicting NFEPA’s).  

Atha’s mining right application is thus opposed due to serious aquatic and hydrological 

sensitivities that cannot be mitigated. 

 
Map 2 depicting provincial aquatic biodiversity importance 
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Map 3 depicting NFEPA’s 

 
3. Map 4  (below) depicts the position of your clients mining right application in relation to the 

Kwamandlangampisi Protected Environment (KPE) and also illustrates the location of the 

Mabola Protected Environment  (MPE) and Tafelkop Nature Reserve (TNR).  Any mining 

activity adjacent to the KPE and within the Mabola PE and Tafelkop NR is hereby opposed 

due to the obvious environmental impacts such activities would have on existing protected 

areas.   

 
Map 4 depicting location of Atha mining right application in relation to 

the Kwamandlangampisi Protected Environment (KPE) and Mabola protected environments/ TafelKop nature reserves 
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4. The properties fall within the proposed Wakkerstroom Wet Grasslands section 49 exclusion 

zone which has been lodged with the DMR.  See map 5 showing the exclusion zone in relation 

to Atha’s mining interests.  A visit from the DMR regional officer in 2013 resulted in the 

regional manager conceding that the section 49 application was legitimate due to the obvious 

hydrological and environmental importance of the area.  The DMR Mpumalanga regional office 

has thus lodged the WWG section 49 application with the Minister for processing and 

consideration. 

 

T he reasons for the WWG section 49 submission are numerous but in summary: 

a) The area is critically important from a water production perspective 

b) The area is largely classed as irreplaceable by the MBCP and thus crucial for the 

achievement of provincial and national conservation targets due to the biodiversity 

features located there 

c) The area is located in endangered and vulnerable threatened ecosystems (in terms of 

NEM:BA) 

d) The area falls within provincial and national priority protected area expansion zones 

 

We thus object to your clients application within this proposed section 49 area and remind 

the DMR of their acknowledgement that the area is highly sensitive from a hydrological and 

biodiversity perspective.  All this information has been supplied to your client and previous 

consultants representing the interests of  your client.  We request that you draw the DMR’s 

attention to the WWG S49 submission and furthermore point out that the reasons for the S49 

submission echo the sensitivities identified in the Natural Scientific Solutions CC report. 

 
Map 5 showing portions of proposed Wakkerstroom Wetland Grass Section 49 exclusion zone in relation to Atha’s mining 

right application 
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5. Atha’s mining application additionally falls within areas that are classed as threatened 

ecosystems, more specifically “endangered”.  See map 6 depicting the location of Atha’s 

interests in the context of these endangered systems.  We thus object to Atha’s application 

within this endangered system due to the obvious negative impact their mining activities 

would have on such sensitive areas. 

 

 
Map 6 illustrating location of Atha’s application within endangered threatened ecosystems 

 

6. Additionally, and as mentioned in paragraph 5, the area affected by Atha’s application is 

classed as largely irreplaceable, highly significant and important and necessary by Mpumalanga 

Tourism and Parks Agency (MTPA) in their Mpumalanga Biodiversity Conservation Plan 

(MBCP).  See map 7 illustrating this fact. Such classification was confirmed during field 

assessments conducted for the Mabola and Tafelkop Protected Environment and Nature 

Reserve submission development to the MEC prior to their declaration in 2013 and 

furthermore supports the sensitivity assertions made by Natural Scientific Solutions CC in their 

report.  The relevant documents have been provided to Atha.  We thus object to Atha’s 

mining application which will negatively affect these sensitive terrestrial biodiversity of these 

areas should they be granted a mining right and thus prevent the achievement of provincial 

conservation targets. 
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                       Map 7 illustrating Atha’s application in the context of MTPA’s MBCP 

 

7. We draw attention to the fact that Atha’s North Western portion of their application falls 

within an important ecological corridor.   Should Atha be granted a mining right in this area, 

their activities could impact on the functionality of this corridor and thus have an additional 

negative impact over and above those already outlined in preceding paragraphs.  We thus 

again object to their application on the basis that it falls within an ecological corridor. See 

map 8 illustrating the proximity of Atha’s interests in relation to said ecological corridor.  

 

 
Map 8 depicting Atha’s mining interests in relation to Ecological Corridors 
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8. We therefore lodge our objection to any mining right application within this sensitive area for 

reasons thus explained.  We remind the regional office of the DMR (and alert DEA to the fact) 

that it has already indicated support for the WWG section 49 exclusion submission which 

affects the area targeted by Atha’s application and that the areas falls within a declared 

Protected Environment. Additionally, the DMR regional office has visited the area and 

indicated that it is indeed a valid application due to environmental sensitivities.  The 

Honourable Minister Susan Shabangu stated in her 2012 budget speech that sensitive areas 

such as Wakkerstroom should be protected from mining due to obvious environmental 

sensitivities.  This application  falls within the Wakkerstroom area and besides defying the 

intentions of the minister, will directly impact upon the area and the broader environment 

should mining be allowed to proceed.  By Atha’s own admission, they are a new mining 

concern entering the coal market.  We thus have additional reservations about their ability to 

address our concerns and effectively implement a mining operation that will not severely 

impact the sensitive area in which they are seeking such rights. We thus object in the 

strongest terms to Atha’s amended mining right application. 

 

9. We disagree with Eco Partners support for the proposed Yzermyn mine and furthermore 

question the accuracy of the assertion that such a mine would be in the “national interest”.  

The approach taken by Eco Partners appears to be subjective and an attempt to influence the 

DEA in favour of the client (Atha) when the balance of evidence (as supplied by ourselves, 

other IAP’s and Natural Scientific Solutions CC) suggests the proposed Yzermyn should not be 

supported.  Supporting the development of a mine in such a sensitive location is certainly 

contrary to the national interest given the relative short-term gain that might be realised from 

such a proposed mine versus the long-term legacy issues commonly associated with land use 

activities that are incompatible with biodiversity and attendant water and food security.  

WWF-SA thus rejects the amendments proposed by Eco Partners on behalf of Atha and 

reiterates our objection to the proposed mine. 

 

We request this letter be included in its entirety along with all relevant documentation as our 

initial objection to this mining right application. 

 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
Angus Burns 
:: Manager: WWF-SA Grasslands Programme :: 
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P O Box 21106, Newcastle, 2940 
Tel:       +27 034 318 6158 
Mobile: +27 084 400 1234 
Fax:      +27 086 517 4073 
Skype:  decarabia1 
Email:  aburns@wwf.org.za / egtproject@mweb.co.za 
Web:    www.wwf.org.za 
 

WWF  for a living planet
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