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# I&AP DETAILS DATE AND MODE 
OF 
COMMUNICATION 

ISSUE RAISED RESPONSE (as amended for the purposes of 
the Scoping Report) 

 B. Gibbons 
Endangered Wildlife 
Trust 

2 October 2020 via 
email 

The Endangered Wildlife Trust (EWT) is a non-governmental, non-profit, conservation 
organisation, founded in 1973 and operating throughout southern Africa. The EWT conserves 
threatened species and ecosystems in southern Africa by initiating research and conservation 
action programmes, implementing projects that mitigate threats facing species diversity and 
supporting sustainable natural resource management. The EWT furthermore communicates the 
principles of sustainable living through awareness programmes to the broadest possible 
constituency for the benefit of the region. 
Our comments herein relate to the application by Rhino Oil and Gas Exploration South Africa (Pty) 
Ltd. for an Exploration Right (PASA Ref: 12/3/350 ER). 
1. The Prospecting Area 
The prospecting area for this application is found within the grassland biome that is the second 
largest biome in South Africa and there is ever increasing pressure on grasslands with a demand 
for resources that result in the irreversible transformation of grasslands, for example mining 
activities and farming practices. Only 2.5% of the grassland biome is formally protected and, as a 
result, at least 60% of the biome has already been irreversibly transformed. The EWT is greatly 
concerned about the constant loss of biodiversity in these grasslands and supports the 
conservation of biodiversity. 
This grassland habitat within this application area is critical for the grassland species that are 
dependent on intact grassland. A threat, such as drilling for oil and gas, will have a detrimental 
effect on the habitat and ultimately the population numbers of threatened and endangered 
grassland species. 
2. Grassland Species that are Threatened or Endangered 
The EWT is concerned about the threatened and endangered grassland species found in this 
region and are mentioned on pages 83 and 84 of the Environmental Impact Assessment report for 
this application. These include species such as Rudd’s Lark Heteromirafra ruddi, Botha’s Lark 
Spizocorys fringillaris, Oribi Ourebia ourebi, Yellow-breasted Pipit Anthus chloris, Wattled Crane 
Bugeranus carunculatus, Blue Crane Anthropoides paradiseus and Grey Crowned Cranes 
Balearica regulorum. The Harrismith district is also a stronghold of the Sungazer Lizard that is also 
mentioned on page 84: “The largest population of the endemic Sungazer Lizard Smaug giganteus 
is found in parts of the Free State within the application area.” 
3. Water Production in the Prospecting Area 
Water availability is a concern for South Africa, being a semi-arid country. Many parts of the 
application area fall within a Strategic Water Source Area or an area commonly known as a ‘water 
factory’ where only 8% of southern Africa supports over half the population. Many of these rivers 

The presence and status of the Grassland Biome is 
noted in the EIR (section 6.8.1). As quoted, the 
presence of Threatened or Endangered  species in 
the grassland habitat within the ER application area 
is recorded. The presence of strategic water source 
areas within the ER application area is documented 
in Section 6.5.4.  

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is premature to conclude that the oil and gas 
activities would have a detrimental effect on 
grassland habitat, threatened species numbers or 
water quality and availability as the nature of such 
future activities is not known or proposed. 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  If such work were to be 
proposed, then the applicant would be required to 
seek further approval in terms of the MPRDA and 
NEMA.  Any further approval would be subject to an 
additional environmental assessment process, with 
further public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed.   
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are tributaries for catchments such as the Vaal Catchment and page 80 mentions: “the RAMSAR 
recognised Seekoeivlei wetland at Memel is dependent on a catchment area which is located 
largely within the Exploration Right application area.” 
Many wetlands in the application area also provide a vital habitat for the Endangered Grey 
Crowned Cranes and Critically Endangered Wattled Cranes. 
We have noted there to be inaccuracy relating to provisions or requirements and we reserve the 
right to follow up in subsequent correspondence. 
The EWT hereby concludes that although this application is to survey the area using seismic 
survey techniques with the use of an aeroplane, we oppose this proposed activity due to the 
following reasons: 

- The area should be avoided, due to the future activities that could result should the 
presence of oil and gas be confirmed from surveys. The possibility of the devastating 
effects that pollution (as a result of drilling for oil and gas) could have on water that will 
result in a reduced amount of potable water for communities within the application area 
and surrounding areas dependent on this area as a source of water. 

- The threat to grassland biodiversity and substantial declines of grassland species due to 
habitat change and habitat fragmentation from caused from drilling for oil and gas that 
could possibly take place in the future. 

 J.S.J Barnard 30 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 

- Our family graves are on the land in question 
- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

Your objection is recorded. 
The dependence of agriculture on surface water is 
noted in the EIR. The presence of strategic water 
source areas within the ER application area is 
documented in Section 6.5.4. The presence of other 
environmental and cultural features within the ER 
application area is documented.  
The additional points that you present are noted.      

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
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ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Aardvark. 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk 

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Blue Crane, Bald Ibis  

- Plants:  
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: It will scare the wild animals. 

spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low.  

 Annalea van Niekerk & 
Reitz community  
 
Hardus Fourie & 
Clarens Community 

29 & 30 September 
2020 
 
29 September 2020 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers. (See Appendix 5.3 for signed petition lists). 

Your objection is recorded.  The presence of 
strategic water source areas within the ER 
application area is documented in Section 6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that the oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such work were to be proposed, then the 
applicant would be required to seek further approval 
in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any further 
approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
 

 N.W Meintjies 30 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers!  

Your objection is recorded.  The presence of 
strategic water source areas within the ER 
application area is documented in Section 6.5.4. 
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Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-
power) should be utilised instead if interfering with fragile natural resources water: My farming 
operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of a required quantity of drinking quality water and 
any disturbance of this source will drastically impact on my land value and ability to farm 
productively. Water resources on my farm are used for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 

- Our family graves are on the land in question 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Aardvark, Egyptian Mongoose. 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk 
- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Blue Crane, Bald Ibis  

- Plants: Ouhout  
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: Scare wildlife. 
 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
 

 Avena Jacklin 29 September 2020 TO WITHDRAW THEIR APPLICATION FOR AN EXPLORATION RIGHT FOR PETROLEUM 
(350 ER) 
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1. groundWork requests that Rhino Oil and Gas South Africa (Pty) Limited withdraw its 
Application for an Exploration Right for Petroleum in terms of Section 79 of the Minerals 
and Petroleum Resources Development Act, 2002 (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA) (Ref 
12/3/350 ER) for the petroleum minerals oil, gas, condensate, coal bed methane, helium 
and biogenic gas. It is noted that the sole purpose of holding such a right is to identify 
viable petroleum resource areas with the intention to extract these resources which will 
include extraction methods such as fracking and/or drilling. Exploration/Prospecting for 
identifying the potential petroleum resources with the intention to extract through 
fracking and/or drilling is inappropriate, unwanted, not needed and undesired in 
promoting development that is socially, economically and environmentally sustainable. It 
has no purpose but profit and will violate people’s physical, psychological, 
developmental, cultural and social rights and destroy the environment in which they live. 
The high number of objections received from interested and affected parties is proof 
thereof. 

2. In terms of Appendix 2 to the EIA regulations of the National Environmental 
Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998):  

1 The objective of the scoping process is to, through a consultative process 
(a) identify the relevant policies and legislation relevant to the activity; 
(b) motivate the need and desirability of the proposed activity, including 
the need and desirability of the activity in the context of the preferred 
location; 
 

We note the following: 
2.1 There is no need and desirability for petroleum exploration with the intention to extract 

through fracking and/or drilling, within South Africa and particularly within the water 
factories and fertile lands that protect our biodiversity and food security. The Scoping 
report cannot in not in any way justify the need for gas as a source of energy to be 
obtained through threatening people’s water and food security, as well as biodiversity 
that form part of intricate ecosystems that sustain life and ensure our ability to survive. 

2.2 The application fails to take into consideration the broader context of global temperature 
increases associated with increased fossil fuels development.  

2.3 Section 4.2.8 of the Scoping document falsely alludes to the Paris Agreement being in 
support of gas as a bridging fuel. This is not stated anywhere in the Paris Agreement 
and is misleading the public into believing that gas is in anyway better, ‘cleaner’ or less 

Rhino Oil and Gas note that hydrocarbons are still a 
large part of current global energy requirements and 
exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is 
supported in South African Government Policy.  If  
Rhino Oil and Gas were to propose production, then 
they would be required to seek further approval in 
terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any further 
approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. Other 
approvals may be required  
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
 
The Need and Desirability section in  the EIA report 

concludes that  “The promotion of the oil and gas 

sector could also be considered in contradiction 
with some of the other National plans and policies, 
which identify the need to reduce the reliance on 
fossil fuels in order for South Africa to reduce GHG 
emissions and meet commitments in this regard. 
Nevertheless, the current limitations of renewable 
energy technologies are such, that there is still a 
need (per the IRP, 2019) to include fossil fuels 
(notably natural gas) within the energy mix of the 
country. As set out in the MPRDA the development 
of minerals resources should only be undertaken 
within the framework of national environmental 
policy. 
The assessment of potential impacts (e.g. climate 
change) of any further exploration or future 
production falls outside of the scope of this EIA 
process.   
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emitting than coal. The increase in petroleum development will in fact increase 
greenhouse gas emissions which is contradictory to achieving emissions reductions. 

2.4 The appropriateness of this application is questionable as it does not fit into the mid- to 
long- term energy and climate change strategy of the country. The proposed project is 
misaligned/out of place from the strategic context of development within a low carbon 
economy and in building climate resilience as part of broader societal needs and as part 
of regional and local planning. The presidency is committed to the just transition to a low 
carbon economy and climate resilient society. 

2.5 Climate resilient societies need to protect their water resources, carbon sinks, soil, 
biodiversity, ensure food security and find sustainable and climate friendly energy 
sources to ensure their ability to weather the impacts of climate change.  

2.6 Petroleum exploration conducted with the intention to extract through fracking and/or 
drilling that will require vast quantities of water averaging 20 million litres of water per 
drill well with about 20 wells per square kilometre and therefore the need to identify vast 
quantities of water is an important consideration of exploration that is deliberately kept 
out of this Scoping Report.  

2.7 Energy may be obtained through alternative and more sustainable means. 
2.8 There is therefore no need or desirability to invite petroleum exploration with the 

intention to extract through fracking and/or drilling. And there is therefore no need for the 
exploration right or finance to allow/enable/engage in an unneeded and undesirable 
activity. 

3. It is noted that scoping document does not identify suitable alternatives to petroleum 
exploration and extraction that are compatible with a credible response to climate 
change and more sustainable. 

4. Furthermore, the scoping document does not fully explore the no-go alternative in the 
context of petroleum exploration with the intention to extract with fracking and/or drilling. 

5. We note that the public notification and public participation process leading up to the 
Scoping Phase to be flawed, unfair, unjust and contrary to the constitutional principles of 
openness, fairness, inclusiveness, accountability and transparency. It is noted that not 
all land users, community land dwellers and landowners were notified within the affected 
area. 

6. Furthermore: 
6.1 We are aware that Annexure 3 to the Directions Regarding Measures to Address, 

Prevent and Combat the Spread of COVID-19 Relating to National Environmental 
Management Permits and Licences published by the Department of Environment, 

Exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is currently 
supported in South African Government Policy.   
Hydrocarbons are currently part of South Africa’s 
energy mix alongside lower carbon sources such as 
renewables. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The EIA gave consideration to alternatives to the 
proposed exploration activity as required in terms of 
the EIA Regulations, 2014.   The consideration of 
alternate energy supply options falls outside of the 
scope of this EIA. 
 
The public participation activities that were 
undertaken during the Scoping and EIA phases 
have been documented in the reports and 
respective appendices. 
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Forestry and Fisheries in terms of the Disaster Management Act mandates that you 
prepare and submit a written public participation plan containing proposals on how the 
identification of and consultation with all potential I&APs will be ensured in accordance 
with regulation 41(2)(a) to (d) of the EIA Regulations or proposed alternative reasonable 
methods as provided for in regulation 41(2)(e) of the EIA Regulations. 

6.2 We understand that SLR has not made provision for the use of radio advertisements, for 
distribution of notices at places that are accessible to potential I&APs, or for contacting 
community representatives as outlined in the Directives  

6.3 In addition, the Directions state that applicants, environmental assessment practitioners, 
specialists and professionals, where relevant, must ensure that all reasonable measures 
are taken to identify potential I&APs for purposes of conducting public participation on 
the application and to ensure that, as far as is reasonably possible, taking into account 
the specific aspects of the application: 

a) information containing all relevant facts in respect of the application or proposed 
application is made available to potential I&APs; and  

b) participation by potential or registered I&APs has been facilitated in such a manner that 
all potential or registered I&APs are provided with a reasonable opportunity to comment 
on the application or proposed application. 

7. We are of the view that these steps mandated in the NEMA and the Directions have not 
been followed by SLR. Public participation should allow for adequate and meaningful 
consultation with sufficient time and process to engage with the affected people in order 
for the process to be inclusive, transparent, just and fair. We therefore request: 

7.1) That the Public Participation Plan is reviewed and updated per NEMA and Annexure 3 
of the Directions, outlining your plans to consult with all potentially impacted 
communities as referred to in 2. above. Any Petroleum Exploration activity with the 
intention to extract through fracking and drilling will result in adverse impacts on the 
environment and people’s lives and the assessment should therefore allow fair time and 
process with all potentially impacted I&APs. 

7.2) An updated comprehensive I&AP list and methods of notification to be made transparent 
and available that includes all community land dwellers, land users and landowners 
within the affected areas. Thus far only a fraction of the landowners has been notified 
and none of the community land dwellers and land users. 

 

The Directions of 5 June 2020 were only applicable 
during Alert level 3. No public participation for this 
application was undertaken during Alert level 3. 
Refer to the Scoping and EIA reports and 
respective appendices for methods used to notify 
and consult with I&APs. This included the use of 
advertisements, site notices, public meetings, radio 
announcements, government gazette notices etc.    
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 Johann Wohzitz 28 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- farm worker families have ESTA rights to live on the farm. 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals:  
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk):  

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl):  

- Plants:  
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way:  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: Will scare Secretary Birds, Waterfowl in wetland. 

Your objection is recorded.  The presence of 
strategic water source areas within the ER 
application area is documented in Section 6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
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 Elinda Meintjies  
Piet Meintjies 

28 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Our family graves are on the land in question 
- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- 3 farm worker families have ESTA rights to live on the farm. 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Aardvark, Hedgehog, Caracal, Serval, Herpestes ichneuman 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk, Tetradactylus Breyeri 

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Cranes, Secretary Bird, Bald Ibis, Wattled 

Crane, Grass Owl. 
- Plants: Leucosidia sericea, Sparrmannia ricinocarpa, Kniphofia typhoides in wetland 

areas, Protea caffra and P. subvesistal 
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: Firstly, it will invade my privacy, a basic human right.  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: I am a nature lover and try to conserve natural habitat on my farm as good as I can. From the 
tiniest to the largest species, us farmers have to look after it and protect it from extinction. It is my 
duty as a farmer to protect our natural environment and resources. Only 1% of the Free State is 
covered by formal Protected areas, the rest have been degraded and are not available for 
conservation. Please read the “Biodiversity Plan V1.0 FS Province at conservationcorridor.org 

Your objection is recorded.  The presence of 
strategic water source areas within the ER 
application area is documented in Section 6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
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aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on the wetlands or water quality on the 
farm. 

 Dr Melissa Lewis 28 September via 
Email 

BirdLife South Africa shares the concerns of other stakeholders regarding the detrimental 
environmental impacts of fracking. We recognise, however, that the current application relates 
only to exploration and our comments are therefore limited to the impacts of this activity. 
Our primary concern with the proposed method of exploration relates to potential impacts on 
breeding birds through disturbance at nest sites. In this regard: 

• Please could the Environmental Impact Assessment Report provide a more detailed 
explanation of how you reached the conclusion (on pg. 108) that the impacts of noise on 
wildlife would likely be insignificant.  

• Page 122 of the report refers to pre-planned flight routes avoiding nature reserves. Was 
this sentence intended to instead refer to ‘special nature reserves’, or is the intention 
that flight routes will avoid additional areas to those referred to in section 47(3) of the 
National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act (which only restricts flights 
over special nature reserves, national parks, and world heritage sites)? 

• While we recognise that it may not be feasible to identify all the nest sites of species of 
conservation concern over such a large area, we urge that the disturbance of breeding  
birds be avoided by timing flights to occur outside of the main breeding season (October 
to February), as any disturbance to incubating adults or fledging youngsters may have 
negative impacts – for threatened species and raptors in particular. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments and please don’t hesitate to contact us should 
you have any queries in this regard. 

Fracking is not proposed as part of this application. 
The assessment of further ground-based 
exploration including core hole drilling, seismic 
surveys, appraisal or well drilling activities for 
exploration or future production falls outside of the 
scope of this EIA process.   
The report provides information on the key 
parameters of the aerial survey (plane height, noise 
output and duration) which enables the assessment 
to be made. The nature of the flights would not be 
materially different from those flights undertaken for 
transport, crop spraying, firefighting, game counts, 
game capture and other surveys and management 
functions. Such flights occur regularly in support of 
commerce, agriculture and conservation.  
The aerial survey activities would be undertaken in 
compliance legislation, including Section 47 of 
NEMPAA.  
It is noted that Agencies such as the National and 
Provincial Parks bodies and the Endangered 
Wildlife Trust utilise light aircraft and helicopters in 
low level flight for the purpose of conservation 
management and including surveys of nesting 
vultures and raptors. This would indicate that 
breeding raptors are not highly sensitive to “any 
disturbance”, as would be the case of a light aircraft 
passing a site once. While a disturbance may occur, 
this is considered unlikely to result in a mortality  
and specific mitigation is not recommended. 
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Where information is available on the location of 
nesting colonies (e.g. vultures, bald ibis) or sites of 
high nest density of threatened species, flight 
planning could include avoidance of these at 
relevant periods in the nesting cycle.      

 Karen Williams 28 September via 
Email 

Please be advised that objections are being raised for the exploration rights on behalf of the 
entities below, who have been registered as an Interested and Affected Party 
 
1) LIONSROCK Big Cat Sanctuary 
2) FOUR PAWS South Africa 
 
The objections are based on the following: 
 
- Concerns in relation to the environmental and economic impact of such activities in the 
region 
- Whether Rhino Oil and Gas Exploration South Africa (Pty) Ltd can categorically confirm 
that the proposed long-term activities will not have a long-term negative impact on the 
environment in the region where exploration is proposed 
- That any proposed initial investigations will not automatically give rise to the approval for 
the next stages in the exploration and that there are reassurances that the process can be halted 
at any given time 
- As a registered No Fly Zone that no exploration / investigation can take place over land 
belonging to LIONSROCK Big Cat Sanctuary PTY Ltd 
 
Yours faithfully 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
The regulatory framework sets out that the applicant 
would have to obtain further environmental 
authorisation if they elected to pursue any activities 
beyond the scope of the exploration work 
programme for which they have currently made 
application. 
A decision on the current Exploration Right 
application does not in any way guarantee the 
holder future approvals that would be required, 1) to 
undertake further exploration and future production 
activities, and 2) nor those required under other 
legislation (e.g. land owner consent, WUL). Any 
further exploration work to evaluate an identified 
resource (i.e. beyond the aerial survey for which 
authorisation is sought) or the future production of 
oil or gas would require further approval in terms of 
the MPRDA & NEMA. Such approvals will be 
subject to the relevant legal requirements which 
include further public consultation and 
environmental impact assessment. If the future 
work were to pose unacceptable environmental risk, 
as determined by the regulated assessment 
processes, then the required approvals should not 
be granted by the competent authorities. In such 
cases the proposed work could not continue.  
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All survey flights would comply with local civil 
aviation rules.  
Where flights are planned to occur over potentially 
noise sensitive receptors, landowners should be 
notified of the survey programme prior to survey 
commencement. 

 Vorster Zeilinga 27 September via 
Email 

A. Our Constitutional rights 
The Constitution (1996) and the Bill of Rights provides that: 
Everyone has the right: 

• To an environment that is not harmful to their health or well-being; and 

• To have the environment protected, for the benefit of present and future generations, 
through reasonable legislative and other measures: 

- prevent pollution and ecological degradation 
- promote conservation; and  
- secure ecologically sustainable development and use of natural 

resources while promoting justifiable economic and social development. 
 
The SLR report states that this exploration work programme is restricted to a desktop data review 
and the undertaking of an aerial survey (sections 1.2,1.3,4.3,4.6,8) and does not involve any form 
of drilling or extraction/ processing. However, the resources targeted for exploration will impact on 
the constitutional rights of the community should this exploration lead to extractions.   
The concerns the community have are based on the following comments/ statements in the EIR 
and the conclusions drawn from these statements:  

1. Mention is made of Natural gas and Shale gas in section 3: Need and desirability first 
paragraph “ ....highlighting the applications for the use of natural gas (particularly to 
electricity generation sector)...” and paragraph “Of the three fossil fuels used for electric 
power generation (coal, oil and natural gas), natural gas emits the least carbon dioxide 
per unit of energy produced. Burning natural gas also releases lower amounts of 
nitrogen oxides, sulphur dioxide, particulates and mercury when compared to coal and 
oil (Union of Concerned Scientists, n.d.). Some research shows that, over a 20-year 
time period, both shale gas and conventional natural gas have a larger GHG footprint, 
than do coal or oil for any possible use of natural gas.”  Therefore, the purpose of the 
exploration is to search and identify shale gas and natural gas resources.  

2. And in Section 4.6 “Any further approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA would be 
subject to an additional environmental assessment process with further public 

The MPRDA and NEMA, which regulate the 
proposed activity and this EIA process were 
developed in terms of the Constitution. 
 
The assessment of further ground-based 
exploration including core hole drilling, seismic 
surveys, appraisal or well drilling activities for 
exploration or future production falls outside of the 
scope of this EIA process. 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  However, it is premature to 
conclude that any/all oil and gas activities would 
have a detrimental effect on “all South Africa 
citizens” as the nature of such future activities is not 
known or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
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consultation.” A NEW EIA process must be started for the extraction/ processing 
application that will follow the exploration application. The exploration application cannot 
be used as the basis for an extraction/ processing or drilling as part of further exploration 
application. The reason being difference in the environmental impacts between the 
exploration application and the extraction application.  The fact that the report 
specifically mentions natural gas and shale gas as the preferred source of energy and 
that additional Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA) will be done instead of a NEW 
EIA process, is a major cause for the concern!  

3. In Section 8 the following statement is made “The public opposition to the exploration 
right application has been strongly voiced and have been received almost unanimously 
from all the sectors of society that have participated in the EIA. It is evident however that 
the majority of the opposition is not directly against the merits of exploration activities as 
proposed, but rather against the anticipated outcome and risks that, if exploration is 
successful, could result from production. The public perception is interpreted to be that 
issuing of an exploration right could lead to successful exploration; that would lead to 
further drilling exploration and ultimately result in an application for extraction/ 
production with the potential use of hydraulic fracturing. It is further perceived that this 
could lead to widespread impacts on water and land causing devastation to local 
livelihoods.”  

 
All of the concerns of the community are based on  

• The facts and information available in the public domain  

• Experts, specialist and experience within the community. The community is not just 
restricted to the 350ER but runs over the total Rhino Oil and Gas exploration area 
(including other applications e.g. 346ER). The community members include medical 
personal, who has worked within Canada/ America where shale gas extraction is taking 
place, technical people working in the engineering profession understanding and 
knowing the impact of extraction/ processing activities and geologists knowing the 
impact of these activities on water resources and sustainability.  

 
Given our constitutional right as citizens of this country – it is unacceptable to even consider an 
action that will in future have a negative impact on all South Africa citizens.  The water scarcity in 
South Africa and the fact that the exploration area lies within the Upper Vaal and Tugela basin 
Catchment areas, is a risk not only to national food stability from the farming community, but also 

The separation/ distinction between exploration and 
production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA.  
Exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is currently 
supported in South African Government Policy.   
Hydrocarbons are currently part of South Africa’s 
energy mix alongside lower carbon sources such as 
renewables. 
 
 
The consideration of alternate energy supply 
options falls outside of the scope of this EIA. 
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to the Gauteng metropolitan region. It is imperative that this should be a matter of prevention 
rather than mitigation.  
It is this communities opinion that renewable energy alternatives should be considered. The 
impact of these alternatives will not have the negative impact on the environment, our water 
resources and food security. 

B. Need and Desirability 
The objective (Section 3. Need and desirability) of this project has not been addressed adequately 
in the EIR.  

- The EIR  state on page vi, “An overview of the national policy and planning context 
relating to the promotion of economic development in general within South Africa, 
development of the energy sector (with specific reference to natural gas and renewable 
energy) and response to climate change is provided…. And Page vi indicates that “As 
such, exploration for additional domestic hydrocarbon reserves is considered important 
and supported by national policy, and any discoveries would be well received by the 
local market.  If the proposed exploration were in conflict with a national policy, there 
would be a problem. But coinciding with a national policy does not alone justify a need 
or desirability. Therefore, the need and desirability has not been adequately addressed 
in this EIR.  

- EIR does not derive need and desirability for gas exploration rigorously by, for example, 
identifying the various alternative types of energy, the cost and benefits of each, and 
how gas might compete with the other alternatives or complement them. One would 
have thought that a total economic comparative evaluation of the various energy types- 
their production or accession, their usage, benefits and disbenefits including all the 
externalities- would be a minimum basis for need and desirability.  

- Page vi “The economic feasibility of using natural gas for domestic power generation is 
dependent on the availability of domestic reserves of natural gas, as well as the financial 
cost of importing natural gas.” It most certainly conflicts with another national policy, that 
of sustainability. Any resort to fossil fuels is non-sustainable.  

- As is so throughout the EIR, there is selective resort to argument and evidence that 
supports a case for gas exploration. If one is selective enough of the facts just about 
anything can be justified. What needs to be asked is what are the downsides to a gas 
economy? The onus is on the compilers of EIR to address this, not to omit it, or leave it 
for stakeholders to point out. “ 

 

Exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is currently 
supported in South African Government Policy.  
Hydrocarbons are currently part of South Africa’s 
energy mix alongside lower carbon sources such as 
renewables.  
The scope of the current EIA process, including the 
need and desirability thereof is aligned specifically 
to the early-phase exploration work programme as 
described in Section 5.3.  
The consideration of future use of hydrocarbons as 
well as of alternate energy supply options falls 
outside of the scope of this EIA. 
 
The Need and Desirability section in  the EIA report 

concludes that  “The promotion of the oil and gas 

sector could also be considered in contradiction 
with some of the other National plans and policies, 
which identify the need to reduce the reliance on 
fossil fuels in order for South Africa to reduce GHG 
emissions and meet commitments in this regard. 
Nevertheless, the current limitations of renewable 
energy technologies are such, that there is still a 
need (per the IRP, 2019) to include fossil fuels 
(notably natural gas) within the energy mix of the 
country. As set out in the MPRDA the development 
of minerals resources should only be undertaken 
within the framework of national environmental 
policy. 
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The need and desirability of the project section, leads the reader to conclude that Rhino Oil and 
Gas has applied for the right to explore for oil, gas and condensate within the proposed area, as 
an alternative energy production source to coal. Therefore, it is a matter of looking at the 
sustainable energy supply and demand in South Africa and worldwide. Therefore, the need and 
desirability of this EIR is inadequate and we as community reject this EIR.   

C. Assessment of the Alternatives to the project 
A gross omission is that all energy supply and future energy demand alternatives should have 
been listed, evaluated and compared to this project. All of this information should have been 
included in the EIR. The statement in section 4.4 of the EIR is unacceptable: 
“No reasonable and feasible alternatives have been proposed and only the preferred alternative 
and the no-go alternative were considered during the EIA phase.” 
 
The screening, evaluation and outcome of all listed alternatives should be included in the EIR as 
stipulated by NEMA and the Information series. 

• NEMA, 1998 (Act no. 107 of 1998) Environmental Impact assessment regulations, 2014 
Appendix 2 section (h) 

(h) a full description of the process followed to reach the proposed preferred 
activity, site and location within the site, including- 

(i) details of all alternatives considered; 

• Given the guidelines in the Department of Environmental Affairs Reports   

• Series11: Criteria for determining alternatives in EIA.  
 

The series of overview information reports compiled by the Department of Environmental Affair: 
The Integrated Environmental Management Information Series (IEM) – Information series 0 to 23.  
The following link can followed to access these reports.  
https://www.environment.gov.za/documents/strategies/integrated_environmentalmanagement_eim 
 

• Information series 11: Criteria for determining alternatives in EIA - “…The purpose of 
and need for a proposal should be clearly and unambiguously stated as this provides 
the starting point for the identification of alternatives. The need and purpose of a 
proposal should be validated against local, regional and national priorities.” 

 
As mentioned in Department of Environmental Affairs Information Series 11: “Failure to consider 
alternatives adequately at the outset is often symptomatic of a biased process that is intent on 
defending a project proposal. “   

The scope of this ESIA is limited to the assessment 
of activities proposed as part of the exploration. The 
ESIA does not aim to identify or assess the impacts 
or benefits of possible future activities or outcomes. 
This separation/ distinction between exploration and 
production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA. 
 
The exploration work programme which is the 
subject of this application as proposed (see Section 
5.3.2) is designed to improve the understanding of 
the regional geology and inform of the potential for 
the occurrence of an oil and / or gas resource. It is 
not known at this stage whether there are any oil 
and / or gas reserves.  It is also not known at this 
stage what form the oil and / or gas might take. This 
will only be known after all the data from the initial 
3-year exploration work programme has been 
analysed. At the end of the current exploration work 
programme it would still not be possible to define 
the extent of a resource nor to determine if the 
resource was commercially viable. 
 
Refer to Section 5.5 of the EIR for the project 
alternatives that were considered.  These are 
alternatives to the activity proposed by the 
applicant. Given the very specific objectives of the 
application (i.e. early phase exploration) there are 
limited alternatives.   
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Such EIA reports are often referred to as ‘sweetheart’ reports as they attempt to justify a particular 
course of action rather than weighing up all the alternatives in an objective manner. 
 
Since the EIR indicates that no reasonable alternatives have been proposed, the community have 
the following unanswered questions:  
 

• Exactly what are the alternatives or options?  

• What are the criteria of assessment or comparison?  
As a minimum, simple comparison involving rated criteria (see for example Mentis 2010 
Environmental Risk Management in South Africa, pages 139 – 149) is required, otherwise cost-
benefit analyses incorporating total economic value are warranted. 

The consideration of alternate energy supply 
options falls outside of the scope of this EIA. 
 
 

D. The EIR is therefore defective and we as community reject this EIR.  
To follow are some of the alternatives that we feel as the community should have been listed, 
screened and evaluated in the EIR. It is therefore our proposal that the EIR be updated to include 
these options listed as alternatives along with the process that was followed to screen and 
evaluate them and stating the reasons why the preferred option has been chosen.  
 

1. Clean Energy Alternatives I.e. Renewable Energy as stated in the White Paper on 
Renewable energy 2003 and the document published by the department of energy - 
State of renewable energy in South Africa, 2015.  

a) Renewable energy supply worldwide is also growing rapidly and practically every 
country in the world that has economic muscle is actively installing solar and wind 
energy capability 

2. Economic Considerations of International Oil and Gas Supplies 
a) Developments in USA and Canada over the last ten years have led to this country 

effectively becoming self-sufficient in terms of oil and gas requirements.  Overall, the 
entire block of major industrial countries North American (USA and Canada), Central 
(Mexico) and South American (Brazil) countries have reached a point of self-sufficiency.   
As a consequence, oil prices have more than halved in the past two years with drastic 
negative consequences for other major oil and gas producers including Russia, OPEC 
countries, and African producers.  This scenario is having causing major changes oil 
and gas demand and supply dynamics worldwide, and most of all the glut of these two 
commodities and price of less than $50 per barrel is expected to last well into the future 

b) Motor car engine efficiencies are increasing drastically thereby leading to declining fuel 
demand and battery operated vehicles being produced by TESLA and all of the other  

Exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is currently 
supported in South African Government Policy. 
    
 “Alternatives” to a proposed activity are defined as 
“a different means of meeting the general purpose 
and requirements of the activity”.  
The activity that is proposed is early-phase 
exploration to improve knowledge on a resource, 
not the production of energy. Thus, the 
consideration of alternate energy supply options 
falls outside of the scope of this EIA as these are 
not ‘reasonable or feasible’ alternatives to the 
activity proposed by the applicant. 
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major automakers are also reducing oil and gas demand worldwide -see Reports 
attached by LUKOIL (2016) and Deloitte, (2015) 

c) Fossil fuel generated power is declining in first world countries and as a consequence.  
China and India are also moving from coal fired to nuclear energy production, 
international coal prices are at an all-time low.   

d. Peabody Energy Corporation, until recently the world’s largest coal mining company is in 
liquidation (Peabody Energy Files for Chapter 11 Bankruptcy Protection, John W Miller, Wall 
Street Journal, 14 April, 2016) due to fast declining coal demand and rapidly increasing renewable 
energy supply. 
 

3. Local South Africa and the South African Development Community (SADC) Countries 
Power Generation Developments 

a) In South Africa Eskom will in the next two years have excess coal fired power 
generating capacity once new coal fired power stations (Kusile and Medupi) are fully 
commissioned.    Botswana is building a second coal fired power station to ensure self-
sufficiency in electrical power supply, and a likely liquid from coal plant and power 
station in Mozambique on extensive low-grade coal deposits will provide electrical power 
for local demand 

b) Development of Mozambique and South African gas fields, refurbishment of the Cahorra 
Bassa and Kariba Dam HEP facilities will increase power supply to countries north of 
South Africa and further reduce Eskom demand 

c) Construction of further massive HEP capacity on the Inga rapids on the gigantic Congo 
River could also see clean HEP supply becoming available for SADC countries from the 
DRC (Construction of the World’s Largest Dam in DRC could begin within months, John 
Vidal, Hydropower, 28 May 2016).   This would further release power previously 
provided by Eskom to SADC countries, and increase the over-supply capacity in South 
Africa 

d) Eskom have just recently also proposed that no further Independent Power Project (IPP) 
developments should proceed in RSA, presumably due to over capacity of power supply 
in RSA in the near future (see Eskom decision puts Governments Renewable 
Programme at Risk, Antoinette Slabbert, Moneyweb, 9 October 2015; Eskom’s blocking 
of IPP’s will lead to future blackouts and job losses, G MacKay, Politicsweb, 21 July, 
2016). 

E. No-Go Alternative  
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‘No-Go’ Alternative needs to be listed/ evaluated as the Baseline as stated in section 5.4 
Information series11:  Criteria for determining alternatives in EIA section 5 The ‘No-Go’ Alternative  
- “In a situation where the negative environmental impacts have high significance, the ‘no-go’ 
alternative takes on particular importance. In some cases, the ‘no-go’ alternative may be the only 
realistic alternative and then it has a critical role to play” 
The EIR indicates in section 7.4 page xxiv that: “ Given the wide array of unknown facts regarding 
the potential for economic  and the potential for environmental impacts arising from 
unconventional gas production, as well as the unknown  of the future energy mix in the absence of 
gas, the overall impact associated with the “no-go” alternative is considered to be of unknown 
significance.“ But without vested interest in the land and its assets after exploration, the 
exploration operators have no incentive to constrain their activities and are liable to take every 
opportunity to ignore controls. So, the maximum option will eventuate, if exploration is authorized, 
unless there is a revolution in thinking. 
  
It is extremely important to refer to the NO‐GO alternative in much more detail than was proposed 

in this EIR. The reason for not stressing the intrinsic value of the No‐Go alternative by the EAP 
consultant indicates either a total lack of understanding of the enormous wealth of information 
already available on Petroleum Hydrocarbon content in the rock formations underlying the study 
area, or a total disregard of this information to inform the next phase of the EIA process with data 
that will greatly and with no doubt, prove that this project will lead to “a potential viable economic 
activity in the form of production (of Petroleum Hydrocarbon concentrates)”. From hundreds of 
existing highly scientific publications and millions of rand of exploration by Soekor, this fact is 
known, and the EAP should, it well informed by a specialist consultant in Petroleum Geology, 
know that this goal will only be reached if the process of fracking is included in the next phase of 
this Project. 
 
The method of risk (impact) identification is not described. How were risks identified? Was the 
identification selective – only those risks which were trivial or for which avoidance or mitigation 
was reasonably possible? Was a list of risks compiled from what the expert dreamed up? Was the 
list just a thumb-suck? Science is more a method than a body of fact. Science – the most potent, 
but an imperfect, form of knowledge development – hinges on explicit repeatable methods so its 
conclusion can be tested. Without a method of risk identification stated, the adequacy of the EIR 
on this matter is at best not testable “ 
 

The scope of this ESIA is limited to the assessment 
of activities proposed as part of the exploration. The 
ESIA does not aim to identify or assess the impacts 
or benefits of possible future activities or outcomes. 
This separation/ distinction between exploration and 
production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA. 
 
If granted through the current application the 
Exploration Right holder would only be entitled to 
undertake the exploration activities as specified. 
 
The activity that is proposed is early-phase 
exploration to improve knowledge on a resource, 
not the production of energy. Thus, the 
consideration of the No-go alternative is limited to 
the option of “not undertaking early-phase 
exploration”.  
The applicant does not have adequate information 
on the resource to inform a decision to make 
application for a production right. This is the 
purpose of current exploration right application.  
 
Refer to section 3.4.3 which describes the 3 Impact 
Assessment Method 
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The department of Energy must play a key role in the listing, screening and evaluation of all the 
alternatives energy sources to be included as part of the future energy mix of South Africa. The 
Department of Energy should be consulted to give their inputs regarding Policy Clarification and 
Direction on Future Sources of Energy and Power Generation in South Africa. The following 
aspects need to be considered in the process of searching for alternative energy resources:  

• Statements, observations, and references to power supply and the mode of energy 
generation in South Africa above also present a key unknown, hurdle, and risk, to any 
on-going and future attempts to liberate potential new resources of energy for the 
Country. The overbearing pressure emerging from the RSA Government to develop 
further nuclear powered electrical generation in South Africa, and the fact that ESKOM 
is already well advanced in investigation and embarking on environmental programmes 
on  coastal sites for potential new Nuclear power stations provides an added very 
significant dimension to the situation regarding power supply in South Africa, and also 
add to the obvious indecision and lack of clarity on future energy generation Policy  
(Why South Africa should not build eight new nuclear power stations, Hartmut Winkler, 
Mail and Guardian,  5 November,  2015) 

• Given the obvious lack of policy directive and direction in South Africa, the unequivocal 
and massive investment in coal powered electrical generation and the situation whereby 
Eskom will have significant over capacity of electricity supply in the future, there is 
immense financial risk. Refer to the World Bank list of renewable energy projects funded 
in South Africa. http://www.doingbusiness.org/re/data 

• The above-mentioned Policy risks have important considerations for any proposed 
Fracking exploration programme.  Currently with no obvious clear vision or plan, long 
term policy guidelines, and the obvious confusion and lack of direction as to where 
future RSA energy policy is heading, there is every possibility that fracking ventures 
could end up as expensive and environmentally damaging white elephants. 

• In the light of Current Policy uncertainty, economic risk, and international oil and gas 
supply and demand trends diligent and rigorous investigation is need of all possible 
policy and economic costs, facts, trends, and risks before any fracking programme is 
launched in the eastern Free State and KZN. 

F. Exclusion of the following vital aspects which will have an impact on the area to explore 
responsibly.   

The following vital considerations has not been included in the EIR. We as community is of the 
opinion that omitting these considerations from the EIR leads to an incomplete EIR. The EIR does 

The EIA acknowledges the potential 
palaeontological sensitivity of the area (Section 
6.10.1).  However, the  flying of a light aircraft to 
undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to have 

http://www.doingbusiness.org/re/data
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not considering the total picture and will lead to exploration taking place in areas that should not 
be included.  

1. Palaeontology sensitivity 
2. Geological sites of scientific or cultural importance as required by the National Heritage 

Resource Act (Section 39(3b)) of NEMA) the NHRA (Act 25 of 1999)  
 
EIR report is incomplete and should be withdrawn by the EAP. 
The vital considerations include the following with the background given as to why this is important 
 

1. Palaeontology Sensitivity 
The entire study area falls in geology that is rated Very Highly sensitive for Palaeontological 
Heritage and the geology spans the very important Permian Extinction event (Groenewald GH, 
1984, 1990, 1996, 2012, 2014, Groenewald DP, 2016, MacRae, 1999, McCarthy and Rubidge 
2005). This sensitivity has been mapped by Dr. G Groenewald and is available not only on the 
SAHRIS national website but also on the website of AMAFA in KwaZulu‐Natal. There is no reason 
whatsoever that this Very High sensitivity for Paleontological Heritage was not included in the 
baseline data for the calculation of sensitivity for the total study area. 
 
As indicated below, when including the Palaeontology Sensitivity of the study area, the total 
picture changes. It becomes very RED. Palaeontology has seriously significant impact. For this 
reason, the EIR is flawed.   
A ready and user-friendly map of the official AMAFA and SAHRIS information available by the 
click of a button (Figure 2).  Please note that this figure is only one of two that will be supplied to 
the reader of this review report to demonstrate the serious short comings of the EIR  and to 
indicate to the I&AP’s the serious mistakes that might lead to the loss of their clean drinking water 
should there be any exploration activities in future of “Exploration  Boreholes” in the study area. 
 
The community insist that the Palaeontology sensitivity be included in the updated EIR. This EIR 
is inadequate in addressing risks to the water resources of the community and ask that this EIR be 
rejected. 

any impact of significance on the cultural or heritage 
environment. 
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Figure 1.  Palaeontological Sensitivity of the study area with red indicating Very High values 

 
 

2. Historic water resources related to groundwater in the area.  
 
The Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (MPRA act no 28 of 2002) is 
subservient to the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA) that in turns is subjected to 
the National Heritage Resources Act (Section 39(3b) of the NEMA) the NHRA (Act 25 of 1999) 
Stipulates that: Categories of heritage resources recognised as part of the National Estate in 
Section 3 of the National Heritage Resources Act, and which therefore fall under its protection, 
include: 

• geological sites of scientific or cultural importance; 
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• objects recovered from the soil or waters of South Africa, including archaeological and 
palaeontological objects and material, meteorites and rare geological specimens; 

• objects with the potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of 
South Africa’s natural or cultural heritage. 

 
Geological sites of virtually immeasurable National Heritage value are all the present and potential 
water sources related to groundwater in the study area. These presently known as well as historic 
water resources that include any spring that might be regarded as containing “Sacred Water” with 
possible spiritual and/or medicinal properties are included in the Palaeontological Assessment 
Reports, which always form part of the total Heritage Impact Reports prepared by Archaeologists 
specializing in Heritage studies. It is unacceptable to any person who vaguely feels responsible for 
the National Heritage of all the people of South Africa, and more so for anybody who have the 
Cultural Heritage of our very poor and sometimes, not highly educated rural communities at heart. 
These people abound in this study area and have lived in this area for more generations that the 
EAP and his team can count on all their fingers and toes. The presence or absence of clean 
drinking water is a National Heritage Item (Section 3 NHRA, act 25 of 1999)that is not only 
important to the survival of traditional knowledge but is as important to the actual survival of the 
Human Species and the animals that lives in the same environment. 
 
Many of the springs along the Tugela Fault Zone are deemed to be of great importance to the 
people of the area. These springs are valued as nearly Sacred Places by people of all races in 
KwaZulu‐Natal and in some cases is described as having Spiritual or medicinal value. For this 
reason, the EIP of this specific Project must speak to these sites and map them as highly sensitive 
sites, including the entire fault system that supplies the water to each of these springs. If these 
important traditional sites are ignored by the EAP consultant and his team the consequences for 
them as well as PASA individuals can be long term and not to be taken lightly. 
Geological sites of virtually immeasurable National Heritage value are all the present and potential 
water sources related to groundwater in the study area. These presently known as well as historic 
water resources that include any spring that might be regarded as containing “Sacred Water” with 
possible spiritual and/or medicinal properties are included in the Palaeontological Assessment 
Reports, which always form part of the total Heritage Impact Reports prepared by Archaeologists 
specializing in Heritage studies.  
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These areas should have been identified and excluded from the exploration area.  The EIP is 
therefore incomplete and should be withdrawn and updated by the EAP to include this vital 
consideration. 
 

G. Recommendations and Conclusion 
The evaluation performed by members of the community and their associated specialists 
demonstrates clearly that there have been gross and significant omissions of key information and 
study areas during the development of the Rhino Oil and Gas (350ER) Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report. (EIR)  
We as community reject the EIR based on these grounds as explained in the report. It is our 
recommendation to withdraw this report and update and re-issue the EIR considering the 
requirements as stipulated below:   

a) Constitutional rights of all citizens and to ensure this is not violated.  
b) Update the Need and desirability to include the downside of a gas economy. Also 

include total economic evaluation of the various energy types as discussed in report as 
minimum basis  

c) Ensure the alternatives section complies with NEMA and the Information series 
published by the Department of Environmental Affairs. Include the alternatives as 
proposed in this report as part of the assessment of the alternatives. \ 

d) No-Go alternative – ensure this complies with NEMA requirements and the Information 
series as mentioned above.  

e) Include the following vital aspects in the EIR to ensure responsible exploration of the 
area.  

• Palaeontology sensitivity 

• Geological sites of scientific or cultural importance as required by the National Heritage 
Resource Act (Section 39(3b)) of NEMA) the NHRA (Act 25 of 1999)  

The EIR report completely disregard the fact that both the sensitivity for Palaeontological Heritage, 
which includes the groundwater Resources as national Heritage Resources, as well as the 
sensitivity for groundwater aquifers and specifically thousands of linear fractured deep seated 
fractured aquifers is not addressed as part of the exclusion areas in this report. These aquifers are 
mapped and are available on the Geological maps (2728 Frankfort and 2828 Harrismith).  It 
should be a prerequisite of PASA that these aquifers are mapped and included as zones of 
extreme sensitivity for at least up to 3km (3000m) from these prehistoric, historic, present d 
potential aquifers that will be highly affected by any future  “Exploration” drilling Project resulting 
from this exploration project.   It is therefore of very high importance that these shortcomings be 

Refer to responses provided in the prior sections.  



 

Rhino Oil and Gas Exploration South Africa (Pty) Ltd 
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES REPORT: 350 ER EIA 
File name: 2020-10-05 Rhino CRR for EIA 

270.18034.00016 
October 2020 

 
 

addressed properly as part of this EIR to ensure this is used as part of the database for further 
mitigation in the EIA process. 
 
The EIR as part of the EIA process did not include any reference to the main topic of this 
Application, namely the presence or absence of Petroleum Hydrocarbons and other Concentrates 
in the Karoo Supergroup of South Africa.  There is an enormous bank of existing Soekor data to 
draw from to have a significant impact on the sensitivity rating of the different Natural as well as 
Socio-Economic Environments in the study area. Mention of the sources to be used in the desktop 
study must be included as a matter of transparency.  
 
The fact that the majority of the people living in this study area can not read and more importantly 
have not got the fluency in English geology for conceptualizing of the EIR and the Project is a 
matter of great concern. 

 Jurie De Wit 26 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 
Domestic use 

- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals:  
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk 
- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou Kraanvoӫl): Southern Bald Ibis, Secretary Bird 

- Plants:  

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
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I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: Scare cattle and sheep.  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: The Jordaan River originates in this area (our farms) which feed the Vaal Dam for Gauteng’s 
water supply. We ourselves are heavily dependable on clean water. 

If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on the river or water quality on the 
farm. 

 Corrie Neven 25 September via 
Email 

Corrie Aircraft services objects against the application for exploration right for petroleum and gas 
(350 ER) for the following reasons: 
1) Water: The Wilge river forms part of the upper Vaal catchment area which feeds the Vaal river 
and eventually the Vaal Dam. The Wilge river has little continuous surface water. This exploration 
might cause a spillage of chemicals into the water of which our cattle drinks which could cause 
sickness to the cattle and eventually for humans when these cattle are slaughtered at the abattoir. 
Contamination to the underground water is a very big concern and threat. 
 
2) Environment: 
The Wilge river hosts yellow tail fish and is one of a few rivers where the fish still breeds.  The 
contamination will have a ripple effect on other species of fish and birds like the Fish Eagle. The 
area is free of contamination currently and what normally happens when exploration takes place 
there is spillage. Humans and machinery bring spillage and contamination. Look at the 
Hartbeespoort dam area. Another example is the river that flows past Alexandra. 
 
3) Roads and infrastructure: 

Your objection is recorded.   

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
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The primary, secondary and farm roads will be damaged beyond repair with the heavy machinery 
and big trucks. Currently the roads are in very bad condition and is maintained by the farming 
community. Heavy loads on big trucks is just not going to work. 
 
4) Safety: 
The farming community is under daily threat and with the influx of more people without proper 
housing and facilities is a major concern. New people into an area leads to more crime. 
 
5) Policy: 
Mining normally comes without compensation to landowners, needless to say that this is a very 
big concern as the farms in this country are already under threat with expropriation without 
compensation. Who is going to the feed the nation? 

 Vervoer Oplossings 24 September via 
Email 

Application for an Exploration Right for Petroleum and Gas on various farms in the Free State and 
Kwazulu-Natal (350 ER). Concerns regarding the above-mentioned application Water. 
The area serves as catchment of the Vaal dam Little continuous surface water available Long-
term contamination of underground water with chemicals, sand and hydrocarbons. 
Roads: Transport of required quantities of water will have a significant effect on primary, 
secondary and farm roads. Government does not take ownership of roads and maintenance is 
done by farmers. 
Safety: Foreign people in area usually comes with a significant increase in crime. 
Policy: This type of mining comes with no compensation to the landowners. There is only a slight 
chance of claiming back losses from the company. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
 

 Kobus van Niekerk 23 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
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Our family graves are on the land in question 
- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Aardvark 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): ouvolk 
- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Secretary bird, Blue Crane 

Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: Various Archaeological sites. 

as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on heritage on the farm. 

 Danie van Niekerk 23 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 
Domestic use 

- Stock watering 

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
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- Farm worker basic water provision 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 

- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Aardvark 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk 

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou Kraanvoӫl): Blue Cranes, Fish Eagle,  

Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: The Jordaan River originates in this area (our farms) which feed the Vaal Dam for Gauteng’s 
water supply. We ourselves are heavily dependable on clean water. 

It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on the river or water quality on the 
farm. 

 April Gehle 23 September via 
Email 

I would like to register my objections to the application by Rhino Oil and Gas, PASA ref 12/3/350 
ER for an Exploration Right and comment on the EIA. 
I do not believe this exploration right should be granted on the following grounds: 

I confirm receipt of your comments. These will be 
included in the EIA Report to be submitted to PASA. 
Your objection is recorded. 
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1) As an Interested and Affected Party I object to the fact that in the EIA use is made of 
environmental, climate and social arguments to support the application for an ER by Rhino Oil and 
Gas. Whereas as I&AP we are told we cannot use such arguments to support our objections to 
the granting of the ER. The reason we are given is that the ER is to be conducted through desk 
top data review and aerial surveys. Therefore, the environment and climate will not be damaged or 
negatively affected if this ER is granted. 
This in my opinion is biased toward the Oil and Gas Industry and unconstitutional and 
undemocratic and does not provide a level playing field.   
I know SLR states that as I&AP we must object to each phase of the project separately and in this 
instance must keep our comments limited and cannot comment on environmental, health, 
economic, social, cultural and heritage aspects. In light of the above I find this to again be biased 
toward Rhino Oil and Gas and the Oil and Gas Industry in general. 

The Need and Desirability section of the EIA 
considers the policy supporting oil and gas as well 
as the policy around carbon reduction as 
background. The assessment of impacts is limited 
to the proposed exploration activities and does not 
consider information relating to future exploration or 
possible production.  
The separation/distinction between exploration and 
production activities is provided for in the regulatory 
framework under both the MPRDA and NEMA. 
 

2) In the SLR report it is stated that Rhino Oil and Gas previously held a Technical Co-0peration 
Permit (TCP). Using the definition given by the Petroleum Agency SA below, a TCP allows for 
desk top studies and data from other sources. Were these studies not carried out by Rhino Oil and 
Gas whilst they held their TCP? If not, then why not? 

Rhino Oil and Gas did source data and carry out 
various desk top studies during the TCP period. 
This process informed their decision to apply for an 
Exploration Right.   

3) Also is it a legal requirement that a company must hold a valid and current TCP in order to 
apply for an Exploration Right or not? Possibly this point can be clarified. Reasons given could 
have some bearing on whether the current application for an ER should be granted. 
 
Technical Cooperation Permit 
A Technical Cooperation Permit issued in terms of section 77(1) of the MPRDA allows the holder 
to carry out desktop studies, acquire existing seismic and other data from other sources, including 
the Agency but does not include any exploration activities. 
The permit is valid for a period of 1 year and is not renewable or transferable. 

A TCP is not a pre-requisite to an application for an 
exploration right.  

Again using the definition given by the Petroleum Agency SA below, an Exploration Right does not 
refer to desktop studies and aerial surveys only but ‘allows the holder to carry out the entire value 
chain of petroleum exploration such as, acquisition and processing of new geological/geophysical 
data, reprocessing of existing geological/geophysical data and any other related activity to define 
a trap to be tested by drilling, logging and testing, including well appraisal activities’. 
This discrepancy concerns me as the activities given in the definition given by the Petroleum 
Agency for an Exploration Right involves much more invasive techniques than just desktop 
studies and aerial surveys. 
What therefore would an Exploration Right entitle Rhino Oil and Gas to carry out exactly?   
 

As per the definition an Exploration Right entitles 
the holder to the “ acquisition and processing of 
new geological/geophysical data, reprocessing of 
existing geological/geophysical data and any other 
related activity to define a trap to be tested by 
drilling, logging and testing, including well appraisal 
activities. 
Rhino Oil and Gas’s application is limited to the 
activities as specified in the EIA.  If 
different/additional exploration activities were to be 
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Exploration Right 
An Exploration Right issued in terms of section 80 of MPRDA allows the holder to carry out the 
entire value chain of petroleum exploration such as, acquisition and processing of new 
geological/geophysical data, reprocessing of existing geological/geophysical data and any other 
related activity to define a trap to be tested by drilling, logging and testing, including well appraisal 
activities. 
The right is valid for a period of 3 years, renewable for three two-year term, transferable and can 
be encumbered by mortgage. 
It is also stated that; ‘Exploration rights entitle the holder to conduct exploration operations and all 
incidental activities on the acreage. Exploration rights can be renewed. The holder of an 
exploration right enjoys an exclusive right to apply for, and be granted, a production right over the 
exploration area’. If an exclusive right is granted, then the holder (Rhino Oil and Gas) could apply 
for and be granted a production right over the exploration area. Therefore, putting Rhino Oil and 
Gas way ahead in the process whilst leaving I&AP to catch up, which is against Interested and 
Affected Parties.   

proposed, then the applicant would be required to 
seek further approval in terms of the MPRDA and 
NEMA.  Any further approval would be subject to an 
additional environmental assessment process, with 
further public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
 
It is correct that the holder of an ER has  an 
exclusive right to apply for a Production Right. 
However, holding an ER does not in any way 
guarantee the holder  the future approvals that 
would be required, 1) to undertake further 
exploration and future production activities, and 2) 
nor those required under other legislation (e.g. land 
owner consent, WUL). Any further exploration work 
to evaluate an identified resource (i.e. beyond the 
aerial survey for which authorisation is sought) or 
the future production of oil or gas would require 
further approval in terms of the MPRDA & NEMA. 
Such approvals will be subject to the relevant legal 
requirements which include further public 
consultation and environmental impact assessment. 
If the future work were to pose unacceptable 
environmental risk, as determined by the regulated 
assessment processes, then the required approvals 
should not be granted by the competent authorities. 
In such cases the proposed work could not 
continue. 

5) One final comment/question, has the Petroleum Development and Environment Committee 
been established and is operational? If not, will any decision made be valid without their 
involvement. Too not involve any environmental and social development government and 
independent private organizations in the final decision-making process is ludicrous. Thus far they 
are consulted and can register as I&AP and comments are noted but in my opinion are very rarely 
acted on unless they concur with and support the plans by the Oil and Gas Industry and those 
who support the fossil fuel industry and market.  Keep fossil fuels in the ground. Invest in true 
renewable and clean energy. 

The provision for a Petroleum Development and 
Environment Committee is made in the Petroleum 
Bill and is not currently an entity provided for in the 
MPRDA. 
Many of the objections to the application relate to a 
fundamental objection to the use of oil and gas, 
rather than to specifics of the proposed activities. 

However, exploration for and use of hydrocarbons 
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is currently supported in South African Government 
Policy.   Hydrocarbons are currently part of South 
Africa’s energy mix alongside lower carbon sources 
such as renewables. 

 April Gehle 23 September via 
Email 

I have your email address from Matthew Hemming. I wish to email my comments to an application 
for an exploration right by Rhino Oil and Gas PASA ref; 12/ 3/ 350 ER that he was dealing with. 
He is now on leave until March and the email address he supplied 
(7201803400016slrconsulting.com) the email box is under maintenance. Where then do we send 
our comments? which have to be in on or before 29-09-2020. 
This is negatively affecting the rights of people to comment and object. 

Many apologies for this.  Matthew will be back from 
leave next week.  In the meantime, Edwynn, who is 
copied in on this email, is collating all the 
comments.  Please feel free to send Edwynn an 
email with your comment and he will make sure it is 
recorded and included in the comment and 
response report. 
MH – I confirm receipt of your comments and 
objection. These will be submitted to PASA as part 
of the EIA process. 

 Hardus Fourie 21 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Our family graves are on the land in question 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals:  
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk):  

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Blue Crane, grass owl. 

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
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- Plants: Wild Aloe Vera 
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: The buck in the wild camp as well as the sheep and cattle get totally stressed and 
break through the fences.  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: The wetlands are the natural biome of rare bird species and is the main artery of water flow 
and provides all water to animals and apple board. The global GIAP accreditation applies yearly to 
export apples and if the wetlands are damaged, and poisons end up in the groundwater and dam 
water, we will then not be able to export apples nor sell locally. Water used by guests at Francisco 
Guesthouse gets tested annually just like the dam water for human consumption. 

If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on wetlands or water quality on the 
farm. 

 Hendrik Vorster Zeilinga 17 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
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- Farmworker families have ESTA rights to live on the farm 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals:  
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Ouvolk 

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl):  

- Plants:  
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: Scare cattle and sheep.  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: Various Archaeological sites. 

If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on heritage resources on the farm. 

 WS De Waal 17 September via 
Email 

I have an outright objection to any activity which could potentially lead to gas extraction later on in 
the critical water catchment that this study covers! Re Needs & desirability I am of the opinion that 
more renewable energy sources (solar and wind-power) should be utilised instead if interfering 
with fragile natural resources water: My farming operation is reliant on a safe consistent supply of 
a required quantity of drinking quality water and any disturbance of this source will drastically 
impact on my land value and ability to farm productively. Water resources on my farm are used 
for: 

- Domestic use 
- Stock watering 
- Irrigation 
- Farm worker basic water provision 

Your objection is recorded.   
The presence of strategic water source areas within 
the ER application area is documented in Section 
6.5.4. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  It is premature to conclude 
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WETLANDS: I have environmentally sensitive wetlands on my farm. 
CULTURAL: The land in question house cultural and heritage resources worthy of 
protection against damage: 
Our family graves are on the land in question 

- Many of our farmworkers have also been on the land for many generations 
- Farmworker families have ESTA rights to live on the farm 
- There are farm worker graves on the land in question 

ENVIRONMENT: My farm has environmentally sensitive species on the land: 
- Animals: Springbuck, Reedbuck, Red hartebeest, Zebra, Blesbuck, Ribbok 
- Reptiles (e.g. Giant Bearded Lizard / Ouvolk): Giant Girtle tail lizzard 

- Birds (e.g. Blue Cranes / Blou kraanvoӫl): Secretary bird, Blue Crane 

- Plants: Kipersol, Protea 
I am concerned that a low flying aerial survey will interfere with my farming operations in the 
following way: distress wild animals.  
Furthermore, the following situation on my particular farm which I like should be considered in the 
EIA: Various Archaeological sites. 

that any/all oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such oil and gas activities were to be proposed, 
then the applicant would be required to seek further 
approval in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any 
further approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The impact assessment acknowledges that the 
aerial survey will generate noise that could cause 
nuisance to people and disturb animals. However,  
nature of the flights would not be materially different 
from those flights undertaken for transport, crop 
spraying, firefighting, game counts, game capture 
and other surveys and management functions. 
Such flights occur regularly in support of commerce, 
agriculture and conservation. The nature of the 
aerial survey noise is such that the impact 
significance is assessed to be very low. 
The  flying of a light aircraft to undertake an FTG 
survey is not anticipated to have any impact of 
significance on  heritage resources on the farm. 

 Joseph Modisaotsile 12 September via 
Email 

Attached find the conveyancer certificate for your reference. 
Disas Group is Interested and Affected Party on the application but unfortunately the name of the 
company is not appearing anywhere. Can you please clarify this discrepancy for me? 

Thank you for the correspondence. 
The information we have is that the Disas Group 
(Pty) Ltd is the owner of four properties within the 
350 ER exploration right application area. (i.e. 
WELGEMOED 788; VREDE  789; AMOR 991; 
VREUGDE 992). 
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We had obtained an address and sent notification of 
the EIA process to 19 ALWEN ROAD, EVANS 
PARK, JOHANNESBURG 2091. 

 Rowlen Ryan 11 September via 
Email 

My previous email dated 31 August 2020 has reference. 
Please submit the correct properties descriptions in the Free State, to this office, in order to 
determine the ownership of the properties. On receipt of the property descriptions this office will be 
in a position to advice you accordingly. 

Thanks for the follow up. I attach a file with the 
property details. 

 Nicola Botha 7 September via 
Email 

I am against fracking   Your objection is recorded. Fracking does not form 
part of this application.   

 Michael Mac Carthy 6 September via 
Email 

In your capacity as EAP for SLR Consulting, on behalf Rhino Oil & Gas Exploration (Pty) Ltd, you 
must be aware that South Africa faces two daunting challenges: 
1. It is dangerously water impoverished. 
2. It is flat broke. 
 
For both of these reasons the idea that it could be one of the great bastions of the global fracking 
industry is risible bordering on farcical. Aside from the hundreds of millions of litres of water 
frackers require to drill for oil and gas you must know that fracking represents an existential threat 
to the aquifer water that the farmers depend on for their crops and livestock. In future submissions 
I will be supplying you with evidence that that allegation is fact. 
In the meantime, I am copying to you links to articles, over just the last 5 months, that 
demonstrates that from a financial point of view fracking is an unmitigated calamity. So much so 
that it is hard to understand why Rhino Oil & Gas and/or the South African government are 
remotely interested in pursuing it. 
In the best interests of your client I suggest that you advise Rhino Oil & Gas to abandon an 
enterprise that will inevitably be fruitless. And impress upon them that if they choose to continue, 
they will be resisted by Civil Society groups through all the courts in the land. And that, in the end, 
they will be thwarted. 

Fracking does not form part of this application.   

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
 

 Nicola Botha 6 September via 
Email 

Read this what s talking about 
https://serc.carleton.edu/NAGTWorkshops/health/case_studies/hydrofracking_w.html 

Fracking does not form part of this application.   

 Nicola Botha 6 September via 
Email 

I don’t support the and look at USA fracking have pollution and I say no to fracking Fracking does not form part of this application.   

 Nicola Botha 5 September via 
Email 

Time after shown the fracking will pollution the soil, environmental and air. Can leakage methane 
into our drink water we cannot drink natural gas because cannot. If you look at USA have long 
history about fracking, they water supply have pollution the groundwater in USA. Our 

Fracking does not form part of this application.   

https://serc.carleton.edu/NAGTWorkshops/health/case_studies/hydrofracking_w.html
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Environmental law Section 24 shown you. We don’t need natural gas can only pollution more, 
make climate change worse. 
Renewable Energy must better. 

 PG STrauss 4 September via 
Email 

Given the errors in the initial report shared for comment, and given the IT errors and hence the 
risk that not all comments will be received and hence incorporated in the updated version of the 
report, I insist that that process be stopped immediately and that a new period for comments along 
with the admittance that there were errors in the report and the submission process be 
communicated to all stakeholders.  
It is unacceptable to continue as is with known errors and omissions in the current process. 
Please note that all of this communication is shared with my legal council that will represent me 
with regards to this application. The errors and omissions are therefore noted by them. 

The “error” was simply an incomplete reference link 
in the Executive Summary. They had no material 
bearing on the content of the document and did not 
prevent a person from being informed of the 
content. The “errors” were not present in the EIA 
Report available for review.  
The IT error on the email address has been 
corrected.  Persons who sent mail in the period of 
the error would have received a “delivery failure” 
message and would know to resend or try an 
alternate (e.g. my address). Our correspondence 
also includes other contact details for SLR. Thus, it 
is unlikely that any person who wished to submit 
comment has been prevented from doing so. 
I note your view, but do not concur that either are 
valid reasons to extend the comment period. 

 Jacobus S.J Barnard 2 September 2020 via 
Email 

The opportunity granted to I&EP to comment on the EIA report, refers. 
It is of cardinal importance to bear in mind that the exploration of shale gas on the farms in the 
north eastern Free State, will not only lead to the total devastation of their local livelihoods, but 
also to the permanent discontinuation of the production of food. This is, and remain, in the first 
instance, their reason for existence. These farms do not only produce food for the local community 
but are significant contributors to food security in the country. Food production and provision to the 
nation is also Government policy. 
Kindly insert this into your updated Executive Summary to advise and remind the Government of 
this extremely important aspect in the interest of the nation as a whole. 

Thank you for the correspondence. The importance 
of the region in terms of food production and 
farming livelihood is recorded in the EIA report 
(refer to Section 6.10.9.2). The impact assessment 
finds that the proposed exploration activities would 
not have any impact of significance on these 
aspects. The exploration work programme which is 
the subject of this application as proposed (see 
Section 5.3.2) is designed to improve the 
understanding of the regional geology and inform of 
the potential for the occurrence of an oil and / or 
gas resource. It is not known at this stage whether 
there are any oil and / or gas reserves. It is also not 
known at this stage what form the oil and / or gas 
might take. This could only be known after all the 
data from the initial 3-year exploration work 
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programme has been analysed. At the end of the 
current exploration work programme it would still 
not be possible to define the extent of a resource 
nor to determine if the resource was commercially 
viable. The scope of this EIA is aligned with and 
limited to the activities that have been proposed by 
Rhino Oil and Gas. This is in line with the regulatory 
framework which sets out that the applicant would 
have to obtain further environmental authorisation if 
they elected to pursue any activities beyond the 
scope of the exploration work programme for which 
they have currently made application. A decision on 
the current Exploration Right application does not in 
any way guarantee the holder future approvals that 
would be required, 1) to undertake further 
exploration and future production activities, and 2) 
nor those required under other legislation (e.g. land 
owner consent, WUL). Any further exploration work 
to evaluate an identified resource (i.e. beyond the 
aerial survey for which authorisation is sought) or 
the future production of oil or gas would require 
further approval in terms of the MPRDA & NEMA. 
Such approvals will be subject to the relevant legal 
requirements which include further public 
consultation and environmental impact assessment. 
If the future work were to pose unacceptable 
environmental risk, as determined by the regulated 
assessment processes, then the required approvals 
should not be granted by the competent authorities. 
In such cases the proposed work could not 
continue. 

 April Gehle 2 September 2020 via 
Email 

I hope you are well. Before I start preparing my comments I need to know if I need to make them 
in any specific form or type. Or can I send my comments as a written letter? 

Thank you for the correspondence. Your comments 
can be in a written letter/email. 

 Pieter Strauss 2 September 2020 via 
Email 

Why is the issue of surface water, probably the most important issue, not been properly addressed 
in your report? Your report states in paragraph 2-page v: These issues do not require to be 

Thank you for the correspondence. The incomplete 
reference in the Executive Summary has been 
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investigated further in the EIR. However, the importance and sensitivity of the various water 
resources will be documented in Section Error! Reference source not found. 
I assume this can be regarded as a flaw in the report and needs to be reported properly as 
required by law. 

addressed. Please find attached. The importance of 
the region in terms of surface water is recorded in 
the EIA report (refer to Sections 6.5.1 and 6.5.4). 
The impact assessment finds that the proposed 
exploration activities would not have “any impact of 
significance on the biophysical environment”, 
including surface water resources. The exploration 
work programme which is the subject of this 
application as proposed (see Section 5.3.2) is 
designed to improve the understanding of the 
regional geology and inform of the potential for the 
occurrence of an oil and / or gas resource. It is not 
known at this stage whether there are any oil and / 
or gas reserves. It is also not known at this stage 
what form the oil and / or gas might take. This could 
only be known after all the data from the initial 3-
year exploration work programme has been 
analysed. At the end of the current exploration work 
programme it would still not be possible to define 
the extent of a resource nor to determine if the 
resource was commercially viable. 
The scope of this EIA is aligned with and limited to 
the activities that have been proposed by Rhino Oil 
and Gas. This is in line with the regulatory 
framework which sets out that the applicant would 
have to obtain further environmental authorisation if 
they elected to pursue any activities beyond the 
scope of the exploration work programme for which 
they have currently made application. 

 Elise Tempelhoff 2 September 2020 via 
Email 

Thank you for taking my call. Will you be so kind as to add my name and that of Marguerite le 
Roux (which I cc’d on this email) on your list of Interested and Affected Parties, please. 
We would like to be notified of all reports written in this instance. Rhino Oil and Gas, Exploration 
right, Aerial Survey, Scoping and EIA, environmental authorisation, Status EIA Report for I&AP 
and authority review; Authority Reference No PASA: 12/3/350 ER and SLR Project No 
720.18034.00. 

You have been registered as an I&AP. Refer to the 
email below which provides information on the 
review of the EIA report.  
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We would like to be notified of all reports written in this instance. 

 Chris Godfrey 1 September 2020 via 
Email 

I hear that you, Mathew Hemming of SLR consulting, have given Rhino oil and gas the go ahead 
to explore 4 270 private properties covering an area of 773 529 ha of the Free State (My 
province!!!) and KZN. This is for fracking. The area under exploration is where South African 
citizens' water is stored and is not for corrupt profits for any individual or company besides which, 
this area and most of the entire country is currently in a terrible drought, apart from being a 
globally acknowledged water scarce country. Please register me as an interested and affected 
party for the fracking of these, my local Free State and all our oceans and lands. Thanks, in 
anticipation. 

Thank you for the correspondence. I have 
registered you as an interested and affected party. 
Please refer to the below email and related report 
for information on the scope of the proposed work; 
the application process and its status; as well as the 
findings of the environmental impact assessment. 
The application which is under assessment does 
not include hydraulic fracturing or the use of any 
water. The impact assessment finds that the 
proposed exploration activities would not have “any 
impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment”, including surface water resources. A 
decision on the current Exploration Right application 
does not in any way guarantee the holder future 
approvals that would be required, 1) to undertake 
further exploration and future production activities, 
and 2) nor those required under other legislation 
(e.g. land owner consent, WUL). Any further 
exploration work to evaluate an identified resource 
(i.e. beyond the aerial survey for which 
authorisation is sought) or the future production of 
oil or gas would require further approval in terms of 
the MPRDA & NEMA. Such approvals will be 
subject to the relevant legal requirements which 
include further public consultation and 
environmental impact assessment. If the future 
work were to pose unacceptable environmental risk, 
as determined by the regulated assessment 
processes, then the required approvals should not 
be granted by the competent authorities. In such 
cases the proposed work could not continue. 

 Liesje Carter 1 September 2020 via 
Email 

I am totally opposed to fracking, so count me in. Thank you for the correspondence. I have 
registered you as an interested and affected party. 
The application which is under assessment does 
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not include hydraulic fracturing or any on-the-
ground activity. Please refer to the below email and 
related report for information on the scope of the 
proposed work; the application process and its 
status; as well as the findings of the environmental 
impact assessment. 

 PG Strauss 1 September 2020 via 
Email 

I received the below error message upon submission of comments. The report is poor, and it 
seems the system to submit comments is not sufficient. The processes are totally flawed and can’t 
be accepted any further! 

Thank you for the correspondence. 
The incomplete reference in the Executive 
Summary has been addressed. Please find 
attached. The references are correct in the EIA 
report on the website. I have asked our IT 
department to investigate and address any issue on 
the email. 

 PG Strauss 1 September 2020 via 
Email 

Comments as follows: 
1. Page XV, section 2, “Effect on Surface Water” - error in document. Given error in 

document, timeline need to be moved in terms of 30-day review of report and feedback 
requested. An incorrect document for review can’t be accepted for review and comment. 

2. Page XIV: Adequacy of public participation: in the recording made last year during the 
meeting in Reitz you admitted that the process may not have been adequate in terms of 
communication and notification to stakeholders. No mention of this admission is seen in 
this section of the document. Revise and add your admission. And again, an error in the 
document. Not acceptable. 

3. Page XVI: during the same meeting request was made that consideration is given to 
birds that fly at specific heights and which will be impacted negatively by the flight of the 
aeroplane which will be used in the survey. Bird types to be impacted includes such as 
Blue Crane and the Wattled Crane. The Wattled Crane breeds in the area selected for 
the exploration. Wattled Crane is one of five critically endangered bird species in South 
Africa and hence it’s absolutely critically to include the negative impact of the proposed 
project on this species in your submission. None of this is evident in the report. The 
report can’t be accepted in its current version. 

On the basis of the above comments, as well as various errors and critical omissions in the report, 
I hereby reject the report in no uncertain terms. Please confirm receipt of my emailed response. 

The “error” was an incomplete reference link in the 
Executive Summary. They had no material bearing 
on the content of the document and did not prevent 
a person from being informed of the content. The 
“errors” were not present in the EIA Report 
available for review.  
The public participation activities that were 
undertaken during the Scoping and EIA phases 
have been documented in the reports and 
respective appendices (including minutes of the 
public meeting). 
The EIA gave consideration to potential impacts 
(disturbance, mortality) on large birds (such as 
cranes, eagles and vultures). Disturbances to birds 
would be of very short duration, of a single 
frequency and concluded that the significance 
would be very low.  As an example the risk that 
could occur is ultimately the same as could result 
from planes used in conservation management (i.e. 
EWT raptor nest surveys, annual aerial crane 
surveys).  
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 Astrid Barnard 1 September 2020 via 
Email 

Kindly forward to my e-mail address (barnardka@telkomsa.net) the Executive Summary in 
Afrikaans, of your EIR on the ER 350 Application. Thank you very much. 

The Executive Summary was supplied in Afrikaans. 

 Stephen Barrow 1 September 2020 via 
Email. 

I find it absolutely despicable that you are still pushing the fracking agenda given it’s highly 
dangerous, health compromising and polluting global record. The fact that the 773,529Ha are at 
the heart of the country’s water supply, which is under enough of a threat due to bad management 
practices, just adds to your disgusting attitude. Environmental Assessment?! Environmental 
damage – yes. 

Thank you for the correspondence. I have 
registered you as an interested and affected party.  
The application which is under assessment does 
not include hydraulic fracturing or any on-the-
ground activities. Please refer to the below email 
and related report for information on the scope of 
the proposed work; the application process and its 
status; as well as the findings of the environmental 
impact assessment. 
The impact assessment finds that the proposed 
exploration activities would not have “any impact of 
significance on the biophysical environment”, 
including surface water resources. 

 April Gehle 31 August via Email. I hope you are well. Before I start preparing my comments I need to know if I need to make them 
in any specific form or type. Or can I send my comments as a written letter? 

Thank you for the correspondence. Your comments 
can be in a written letter/email. 

 Lyn Brownell 31 August via Email. My heart sinks when I hear that permission has been given to explore fracking in my home 
province of KZN. The environmental damage inflicted on our earth by we humans is frightening, 
mostly thoughtless and usually driven by greed. 
Many of us feel helpless. I only have my voice to add to others. So here it is. I object. Please don’t 
add to the damage. 

Thank you for the correspondence. I have 
registered you as an interested and affected party 
and your objection is recorded. 
Please refer to the below email and related report 
for information on the scope of the proposed work; 
the application process and its status; as well as the 
findings of the environmental impact assessment. 
The application which is under assessment does 
not include hydraulic fracturing. 

 Rowlen Ryan 31 August via Email. Receipt is hereby acknowledged of your application as mentioned above. However, may you 
please submit the correct properties descriptions in the Free State, to this office, in order to 
determine the ownership of the properties. On receipt of the property descriptions this office will be 
in a position to advice you accordingly. 

Thanks for the follow up. I attach a file with the 
property details. 

 Judy Bell 29 August via Email. I have lost count of how many Friday afternoon mails we get from you regarding inappropriate, un-
needed and undesirable proposals - this one was particularly jarring. This is for another proposal 
to explore for oil & gas in our water factories, as we face increasingly longer and more extensive 
droughts. This is all happening when: 

The email notifying you of the EIA review was in 
relation to a current, not new application. 
The EIA concluded that “ The flying of a light aircraft 
to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
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• This month, a S30A application led to the Thukela Estuary being breached for the first 
time in a very long time – it usually remains open all year round. 

• The dam upstream is meant to release water to sustain the resource, but the river is 
almost dry, so the sediment built up in the mouth. 

• The pipeline extracting water from the Thukela River for the increasingly thirsty Richards 
Bay area was installed as an emergency measure, as their dams, lakes and rivers are 
unable to cope with over-abstraction and a deepening drought in the catchment. Less 
water in the Thukela River. 

• The Vaal Dam is barely 30% full, despite receiving water pumped from the Thukela 
River (and from Lesotho where the Basotho are struggling to survive the drought). 

This impending catastrophe is from cumulative and synergistic impacts and your project will add to 
this – not the bit where the airplane flies over and does a survey, of course not – the bit that you 
know very well comes after that – drilling, fracking and extraction, the pipelines, the whole 
bangtooty. 
The already perilous existence of peoples’ lives and livelihoods living downstream of these water 
factories has already been affected by a lack of water. Then came the devastating Covid-19 
lockdown, with the need for even more water to keep us sanitized. With little resilience left, we still 
have to face further extremes of weather that the summer season will bring. This is the very area 
you want to “harmlessly survey” for oil & gas and expect us to play the game of comment and 
object, only to be over-ruled again and again, as money triumphs over reason. 
I was thus appalled to read this comment in your email: almost no comment on Scoping Report 
was received from Interested and Affected Parties who reviewed the report at the seven libraries 
where it was lodged. Only seven libraries for an area which should be covering all downstream 
(and upstream, if you count those who use the water pumped to Gauteng) users? This is an 
indictment of the sham that public participation has become – merely a ticking-the-box exercise. 
Where is the support for informed participation and raising awareness so that people can 
meaningfully engage? That is your job as the EAP. Not to hoodwink and connive. 
Have you asked anyone not financially involved to read your reports? This latest one is exactly 
like all the others we try to meticulously read and upon which some of the braver souls amongst 
us have again commented. Submissions were and continue to be completely ignored, so what is 
the point? You refuse (enabled by the regulators) to take into account the impacts of the full 
project, from exploration, through drilling to extraction, transport and storage. This despite the 
findings and recommendations in the Karoo Shale Gas SEA Report, which stated categorically 
that all phases should be assessed from the outset. This despite NEMA stating that all phases of 
a project should be assessed from the outset. This despite you being the EAP, who is meant to 

have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
The proposed early phase exploration activities 
would not have any material cumulative impacts, 
other than on the body of information with regards 
oil and gas resources in the application area. 
 
It is acknowledged that future oil and gas activities 
could potentially have environmental and social 
impacts of significance.  However, it is premature to 
conclude that the oil and gas activities would have a 
detrimental effect on water quality and availability 
as the nature of such future activities is not known 
or proposed. 
If such work were to be proposed, then the 
applicant would be required to seek further approval 
in terms of the MPRDA and NEMA.  Any further 
approval would be subject to an additional 
environmental assessment process, with further 
public consultation, as is required by NEMA. 
If that assessment, which would be required to 
include public participation, concluded that the risks 
were unacceptable then approval should not be 
granted for the activity to proceed. 
The seven locations with libraries are all of the 
major towns within the ER application area. 
The public participation activities that were 
undertaken during the Scoping and EIA phases 
have been documented in the reports and 
respective appendices. 
The scope of this ESIA is limited to the assessment 
of activities proposed as part of the exploration. The 
ESIA does not aim to identify or assess the impacts 
or benefits of possible future activities or outcomes. 
This separation/ distinction between exploration and 
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represent the environment, not the interests of those who pay you (handsomely, I bet). We are 
exhausted by all these proposals for oil & gas – it is shameful that we have had to have eyes in 
the back of our heads during the pandemic and as the climate crisis deepens, to keep up with the 
deluge of applications and documents to read and comment on, knowing full well it is all a 
charade. 
But we have to make an effort. It is desperately needed to prevent the destructive activities of 
fossil fuel exploration and extraction, as well as the building of infrastructure to enable what will 
soon become stranded assets. We who can feel the clock of the climate crisis ticking, know (and 
so should you, if you want a future for your children) that all these follies are adding to the 
extremes of weather we are seeing and living with right now. It means we are going to have to do 
things differently. It is not a theory anymore. The disaster is here and just like the pandemic, 
requires a swift and decisive response to ensure we survive as a species. 
It is so ironic, that right now, mega hurricane Laura has shut down the fossil fuel industry in the 
Gulf - it is on fossil fuel steroids!! Surely even you must be able to connect the dots by now? The 
python’s coils are tightening, and we all need to breathe. The impacts from greenhouse gas 
emissions are directly affecting the very source of all the problems. Big Oil. 
All these projects will result in stranded assets (wasteful expenditure) and guess who will be 
further impoverished trying to deal with the legacy? Oh yes, those already feeling the brunt of 
climate change – most of us are already getting poorer, but the poorest, even more so. It is 
shameful. We should be putting all our efforts into the use of non-polluting and renewable energy 
sources, of which oil and gas is neither. 
I wonder when all the effect of the lawsuits (which are gathering apace globally to force the oil & 
gas companies and their cronies to account for the harm to lives and livelihoods) will start to sink 
in? When will you and yours realize that this is ecocide – a crime against humanity - for which you 
will be eventually held accountable? Jointly and severally. 
Please ensure that my comments are logged for the project. I would hate to read that there was 
no response. 

production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA. 
 
 
 
 
 

 Patrick Dowling 29 August via Email. Thank you, Judy, – you articulate the bigger picture and global concerns well. Perhaps Mr 
Henning could indicate to us: 

• How these exploratory investigations will contribute to the desperately urgent need to 
cut back on the use of fossil fuels over the next ten years radically? 

• How South Africa is meant to vaguely reach its INDC goals (which are already 
insufficient) with such ambitious searches for new hydrocarbon sources. 

The application is to undertake exploration and will 
not result in the production of any oil or gas. 
Exploration for and use of hydrocarbons is currently 
supported in South African Government Policy.   
Hydrocarbons are currently part of South Africa’s 
energy mix alongside lower carbon sources such as 
renewables. 
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• To what extent there has been any attempt to meet the NEMA injunction that a risk-
averse and cautious approach is applied, which takes into account the limits of current 
knowledge about the consequences of decisions and actions; and 

• to have the environment protected, for the benefit of present and future generations and 

• ensure, as per Section 2 (4)(f)of the NEMA that the participation of all interested and 
affected parties in environmental governance must be promoted, and all people must 
have the opportunity to develop the understanding, skills and capacity necessary for 
achieving equitable and effective participation, and participation by vulnerable and 
disadvantaged persons must be ensured. This calls into question the (possibly relieved) 
comment that there was “almost no comment”. If that was the case surely the process 
should be regarded as flawed given the existentially serious nature of the activity and its 
implications. 

Yes, any potential argument that exploration is not the same as actual extraction would be 
disingenuous as it is clear that this is not mere academic interest at work. 

The scope of this ESIA is limited to the assessment 
of activities proposed as part of the exploration. The 
ESIA does not aim to identify or assess the impacts 
or benefits of possible future activities or outcomes. 
This separation/ distinction between exploration and 
production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA. 
The Need and Desirability section in  the EIA report 

concludes that  “The promotion of the oil and gas 

sector could also be considered in contradiction 
with some of the other National plans and policies, 
which identify the need to reduce the reliance on 
fossil fuels in order for South Africa to reduce GHG 
emissions and meet commitments in this regard. 
Nevertheless, the current limitations of renewable 
energy technologies are such, that there is still a 
need (per the IRP, 2019) to include fossil fuels 
(notably natural gas) within the energy mix of the 
country. As set out in the MPRDA the development 
of minerals resources should only be undertaken 
within the framework of national environmental 
policy. 
 

 Judy Bell 31 August 2020 via 
Email 

So for those people who used this address for comments, how will you know who did and how to 
notify them to try again?  Or are their voices now silent? 

Just to give you feedback that our IT department 
rectified the error. 
Persons who sent mail in the period of the error 
would have received a “delivery failure” message 
and would know to resend or try an alternate (e.g. 
my address) 

 Judy Bell 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

How come your designated response email is not working? Thank you for letting me know.  
I have asked our IT department to investigate and 
address any issue. 

 Francois du Toit 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

I am just sick of this. Is there not Strategic Assessment being done? Surely your responsibility as 
an EAP is to recognise possible cumulative impacts and recommend to government or your client 
a SEA? Not to mention the loss of jobs that was a key point of the Karoo SEA? 

We are not aware of a Strategic Assessment being 
undertaken.   
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The proposed early phase exploration activities 
would not have any material cumulative impacts, 
other than on the body of information with regards 
oil and gas resources in the application area. 

 Thami Hadebe 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

Your Scoping Report has reference. Please find the attached comments. Noted. Please send the comments 

 George 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

No... No... No! You people are chasing wealth at the expense of health. Doesn’t matter what you 
dress it up as, it’s a disaster in the making. Look at other places where what you want to do...has 
been done...and the repercussions are felt years after. At what price? 

The EIA concluded that “ The flying of a light aircraft 
to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
The scope of this ESIA is limited to the assessment 
of activities proposed as part of the exploration. The 
ESIA does not aim to identify or assess the impacts 
or benefits of possible future activities or outcomes. 
This separation/ distinction between exploration and 
production activities in respect of oil and gas is as 
provided for in the MPRDA and NEMA. 
 

 Robyn Hugo 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

Please unsubscribe rhugo@cer.org.za from all your mailing lists. Removed from the database. 

 Alet Kleynhans 28 August 2020 via 
Email 

Matthew, we do not understand clearly, we as farmers is not interested to give you our support to 
Exploration in the Free State. Can you perhaps give us in short what you want from our Farmers 
please. 

Your objection is recorded. The August 2020 email 
provides details of the opportunity to comment on 
the EIA report produced for the Exploration Right 
application. 

 Motsi Khokhoma 11 April 2020 via 
Email 

I hope this email finds you well, May you please assist me with how far are you with the above-
mentioned matter. We will appreciate your collaboration on this sir 
Yours in community development 

The August 2020 email provides details of the 
opportunity to comment on the EIA report produced 
for the Exploration Right application. 

 Avena Jacklin 8 April 2020 via Email The Scoping report is not available on the SLR website.  
We also require the GPS co-ordinates of the affected farms as the maps of the affected areas are 
not clear. 
Please email the requested information tomorrow if possible and give us an indication of when the 
rest may be emailed. 

You are listed as an I&AP, as per prior request. 
There have not been any communications on the 
project since then. 
I have attached the Scoping Report, Acceptance by 
PASA and notice thereof to the I&APs. 
Details of public participation undertaken during 
Scoping is documented in the Scoping Report. 

 Avena Jacklin 8 April 2020 via Email Please include me as in Interested and Affected Party in this EA process (350ER) and kindly 
forward the following information as discussed telephonically today at 14h00: 
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1. Link to Scoping Report and supporting documentation 
2. Record of approval  
3. Correspondence and documentation regarding the start of the EIA process 
4. Public Participation notices including radio announcements (radio stations and 

timeslots) and site notices including map of site notice placement 
5. Timelines for the EIA process as and when confirmed 

Public participation actions during the EIA are 
detailed in the Plan of Study for EAI section.  
Also attached is the kmz of the outline of the 350 
ER area. 
We will advise registered I&APs on the EIA 
timeframes once the lockdown ends and we are 
able to confirm the dates for such processes. As per 
the DEFF directions all EIA timeframes are 
extended by at least the duration of the lockdown. 

 Avena Jacklin 8 April 2020 via Email We were introduced via email through Niven in February this year.  I am now following petroleum-
related prospecting/applications as the Climate and Energy campaigner for groundWork.  
Can we arrange a brief chat on Rhino gas updates later today or tomorrow if possible? 

 Kenosi Moroka 31 March 2020 via 
Email 

Your mail herein is hereby acknowledged. Kindly provide with the details (name) of the Trust 
(Deed) as we established several Trusts in that area. 
Further, when u respond to our enquiry please also cc the other recipients herein for our 
convenience and ease of response. 

Makhubo and Nzimande Trust. 

 PG Strauss 28 February 2020 via 
Email 

Is this indeed correct, that exploration rights are already applied for before the process has 
followed due course? Await your urgent feedback 

An application for an Exploration Right in terms of 
section 79 of the Minerals and Petroleum 
Resources Development Act is the trigger for and 
precursor to a Scoping and EIA of exploration 
activities.  
It thus 100% correct to make such application as 
part of due process. 

 Vaughn and Chantal 
Piccione 

10 February 2020 via 
Email 

Please confirm that V E Piccione is a registered interested and affected party to the above 
mentioned. 
Please forward a copy of the final Plan of Study for the E.I.A. thank you. 
Please also forward the acceptance report, thank you. 

Yes, you are registered as an I&AP ad will be 
notified of the availability of the EIR for review.  

 Michael du Plessis 7 February 2020 via 
Email 

As I am sure we will be engaged for quite some time regarding the natural resources of our 
community so will look to keep our engagement as effective as possible.  
As you know from the first interaction from representatives of our stakeholders we cannot accept 
any form of industrial activity in or around our property as the international product we are selling 
will not survive the bad publicity that comes with fracking or the pursuit of any fossil fuels.  
The association with mining will effect our occupancy levels to the international market and we will 
take very seriously this impact on our sustainable products and lifestyle. 
As we have lived and worked in this area for generations the ramifications of your client’s actions 
will be closely monitored and measured. 
Please don't hesitate to contact me regarding any information on this matter. 

Fracking is not proposed as part of the exploration 
activities. No on the ground activities are proposed. 

The EIA concluded that “the flying of a light aircraft 

to undertake an FTG survey is not anticipated to 
have any impact of significance on the biophysical 
environment.” 
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 Niven Reddy 7 February 2020 via 
Email 

Many thanks for sending us this table, could you kindly advise us the status of Afro Energy’s 
applications which I think your colleague Edwynn was managing? I believe 321ER was withdrawn 
but unaware the status of 320ER.  Also, do you have any information on whether exploration has 
commenced for the applications that were granted authorisation? 

To the best of my knowledge Rhino Oil and Gas 
has not commenced with exploration in the granted 
ER areas. 
With regards Afro Energy, I can confirm that they 
withdrew the 321 ER application. SLR does not 
have a current appointment with Afro Energy and I 
am uncertain as to the status of the 320 ER 
application. 

 Aletta Van der Walt 6 February 2020 via 
Email 

Do you have a map with the area? I attach a locality map showing the outline of the 
350 ER exploration right application area, as 
included in the Scoping Report. 

 Niven Reddy 6 February 2020 via 
Email 

Kindly provide us with a status update for all the exploration right applications that SLR has 
worked with.  
Also, could you please add my colleague Avena Jacklin as an I&AP for all related projects. 

I will add Avena as an I&AP to the current Rhino Oil 
and Gas projects. The Table below indicates the 
current status. 
 

ER 
Ref 

Known as/Location Status 

291 
ER 

Rhino O&G: 
KwaZulu-Natal 

ER 
relinquished 
by holder 

294 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Free 
State 

ER granted 

295 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Eastern 
Cape 

ER granted 

317 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Northern 
KZN 

EA abandoned 
by applicant 

318 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Northern 
Free State 

ER granted 

346 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Free 
State & KZN 

Appeal on 
PASA’s 
acceptance of 
ER 
application. 
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350 
ER 

Rhino O&G: Free 
State & KZN 

Application for 
EA in progress  

 

 Nicola Botha 6 February 2020 via 
Email 

Can help me. how can person opposition this application of ER 350 farm in KwaZulu-Natal and 
Free State. How comment on this.  
Thanks 

The Scoping and EIA process provides opportunity 
for interested and affected parties to participate in 
the decision-making process for the Environmental 
Authorisation decision required before an 
Exploration Right could be granted.  
All comments received during a Scoping and EIA 
process are included and considered in the 
assessment undertaken by the Environmental 
Practitioner. Interested and affected parties and 
affected parties are entitled to review and comment 
on all reports produced during the Scoping and EIA 
process. The competent authority is required to give 
consideration to the assessment and the comments 
in making their decision with regards the 
Environmental Authorisation. The Environmental 
Authorisation decision may be subject to an appeal, 
as provided for in NEMA and the National Appeal 
Regulations.  
Opposition to the application can be submitted 
during the course of the Scoping and EIA process 
or via an appeal on the Environmental Authorisation 
(if one is granted). Opposition to a proposed project 
should be relevant to the proposal and 
informed/substantiated by reasons.    


