
The Regional Manager 
Department of Mineral Resources 
Cape Town 
 
FAX: 021 427 1046 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Objection in respect of Prospecting Rights application:- Bongani Minerals  
WC 30/5/1/1/2/434PR  A/2010/03/26/001 on various farms in the Piketberg District 
 
I ……………………………………………………………………………………….………………………………… 
 
of………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
wish to place my objection to the above application on record in the strongest possible terms. 
 
Prospecting 
 
1. The previously submitted application for a mining permit was obviously under-prepared and 

premature. This has resulted in uncertainty throughout the Verlorenvlei Valley and a cutback in long-
term investment. The extension of the period of uncertainty for a further 5 (five) years plus will result 
in job losses in the agricultural sector and further cutbacks in agricultural production and investment.   

 
2.  Even if the prospecting period is completed, existing evidence strongly points to an unviable deposit. 

This applies to both potential financial profit and practicalities of a 250 m deep open cast mine. 
 
3.  The ecological damage which will accompany the prospecting, and obviously mining itself, is 

unacceptable. The BID refers to approximately 150 drilling sites over a period of two years on 
productive farmland. This in itself will destroy the operations on TWO productive farms, leading to the 
immediate loss of 320 jobs. 

 
4.  All I&APs require full and timeous disclosure of the prospecting work programme in order to make 

informed comment on the extent of the environmental impact and to provide answers to questions 
such as: 

• What will the drilling density be (i.e. how far apart are the holes)? 
• How big will each hole be – width and depth? 
• At least one dam would need to be constructed to provide water for drilling – where/how big?  
• How much water will be extracted? 
• Where will water pipelines be lain? 
• Proof of the financial and technical capability of the applicant 
• Will prospecting trigger any listed activities which require permission under the National 

Environmental Management Act (NEMA) or any other laws? 
 
5.  Should mining proceed in say 7 (seven) years time, it will be followed by approximately 16 (sixteen) 

years of mining to the benefit of a few, and permanent loss of sustainable and productive agricultural 
land and jobs. It has been demonstrated that mining will create far fewer employment opportunities 
than those which will be lost. 

 
6.  The result of running a non-profitable mine will be poorly applied mitigation measures, which would 

lead to an ecological disaster and ensuing destruction of the whole district. South Africa has many 
examples of the extensive damage that inappropriate mining can do to the environment, water 
resources, agriculture, and human habitation. 
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7.  The “shadow” covering the Verlorenvlei Valley should be lifted now and the application for a 
prospecting permit declined! 

 
MINING 
 
A decision to accept a prospecting application would set in motion a chain of events which can, and in the 
ordinary course of events might well, lead to the commencement of mining operations. Mining in the 
Moutonshoek Valley is entirely inappropriate for the following reasons:- 
 
WATER 
 
1. This Valley is the single biggest source of surface and ground water in the district.    
2. The location of the proposed mine; across major runoffs, above two aquifers and near a water-filled 

major geographic fault, is such that the risk of contamination of both surface water and ground water 
is unacceptably high. 

3. The Valley is the major source of water (60% by volume and 90% by quality) for the downstream 
Verlorenvlei wetland and RAMSAR site. 

4. The quality of the water in the Verlorenvlei is already a matter of grave concern, having been 
reclassified to Category C/D as opposed to Category A as required by RAMSAR and thus simply 
cannot tolerate any additional ecological compromise. 

5. Current use of water in the area is at maximum capacity: there is none to spare for a mine that intends 
using in excess of 3 billion litres of water annually. 

 
LAND USE AND FOOD SECURITY 
 
1. Every farm that is compromised is a threat to food security. South Africa became a net importer of 

food in 2007, for the first time since 1985! 
2. The intended site of the proposed mine will put a minimum of 5 (five) productive farms out of 

business.    In this event, more than 1500 farm workers, mostly previously disadvantaged women, will 
lose their jobs and homes. 

3. It is more likely that 15 (fifteen) farms will be thus affected and if the water becomes contaminated, 
literally hundreds of farms will go under and communities as far away as Elands Bay will cease to 
exist. 

4. During the recent Cape Winelands Prospecting Rights debacle the Director General of the 
Department of Mineral Resources in Pretoria stated that no application to mine land under agricultural 
production would be approved, as the government had to balance the interests of the exploitation of 
mineral resources with food security. The Moutonshoek Valley is indisputably highly productive 
farmland. 

5. People have been farming in the valley for 300 years and can feasibly farm for hundreds of years 
more. After 16 years of mining there will be no agriculture in the valley, there may be well be no life at 
all. 

 
OTHER POLLUTION 
 
The blasting necessary to get down to at least 200 metres will cause dust, air and noise pollution that 
cannot be mitigated.  The implications for all forms of life over an area of 4000 square kilometers are 
irreversible. 
 
For these reasons alone it is the duty of the Department of Mineral Resources to reject this Application. 
 
Yours faithfully 
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