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Florence Rambuda

From: Careen Swart [CareenS@social.mpu.gov.za]
Sent: 23 December 2011 10:25 AM
To: Florence Rambuda
Cc: Molefe Mogale
Subject: RE: Kusile Ash: Email for DSR

Dear Florence, 
 
Thanks for the notification 
Mr Mogale from Nkangala district will attend 
Please keep me also up dated in future  
 
Have a nice day!! 
  
Careen Swart 
Deputy Director: Environmental Health 
  
Cell:      082 820 7950 
Office: 013 766 3448 
Fax:      086 549 2969 
 
  
  
 
From: Florence Rambuda [mailto:florencer@zitholele.co.za]  
Sent: 21 December 2011 03:24 PM 
To: 'Faith Skosana'; 'Lucas Skosana'; 'John Smallie'; 'Gert Smit'; 'Jannene Smith'; 'Jethro Solomon'; 'Thami & Luyanda 
Sondiyazi'; 'Jan Stander'; 'Leon Stapelberg'; 'Tania Stapelberg'; 'Teresa Steele'; 'Des Sterley'; 'Ockert Stevens'; 
'Andries Steyn'; 'Bronwyn Stolp'; 'John Strick'; 'George Strydom'; Careen Swart; 'Tristen Taylor'; 'Elise Tempelhoff'; 
'Hennie Terblanche'; 'The Editor'; 'Timothy Tlou'; 'Christie Truter'; 'Robert van Bulderen'; 'Mauritz van den Heever' 
Cc: André Joubert; Anelle Lötter 
Subject: Kusile Ash: Email for DSR 
 
Dear stakeholders  
 
An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Waste Management License Application (WMLA) is being 
undertaken for the proposed extension of the ash disposal facility and associated infrastructure at Kusile Power 
Station between Bronkhorstspruit and Emalahleni in Mpumalanga. Please find attached a letter that will provide you 
with more information about: 

• The Draft Scoping Report for the Environmental Impact Assessment that will be available for your review from 
18 January to 27 February 2012. 

• The two public meetings which will be held on 15 February 2012. 
 
Please be so kind as to complete the attached reply sheet and send it back to our offices. 
 
Copies of the attached documents were sent to your postal address. 
 
Kind regards 
 
Anelle Lotter  
Zitholele Consulting 
Tel: (011) 207 – 2076  
Fax: 086-676-9950 
Email: alotter@zitholele.co.za 
 
 

mailto:CareenS@social.mpu.gov.za
mailto:florencer@zitholele.co.za
mailto:alotter@zitholele.co.za
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Florence Rambuda

Subject: FW: Kusile Ash

From: Sibanyoni, Nandi (BECSA KPS) [mailto:Nandi.Sibanyoni@bhpbilliton.com]  
Sent: 22 December 2011 10:19 AM 
To: Anelle Lötter 
Subject: Public meeting attendance 
 
Hi, 
 
I hereby confirm my attendance for the public meeting to be held on the 15th of February 2012 at El toro for Kusile 
Ash dump. 
 
Regards 
 
 
 

 

Nandi Sibanyoni   
Environmental Specialist, Klipspruit Colliery, Energy Coal South Africa 

BHP Billiton Portion 12, Farm Klipfontein 3, Ogies, 2226, South Africa 
T: +27 13 643 4035 M: +27 71 671 1259 F: +27 13 653 1691 
E: nandi.sibanyoni@bhpbilliton.com  W: www.bhpbilliton.com 

Please consider the environment before printing this email 
 
 
 

This message and any attached files may contain information that is confidential and/or subject of legal privilege 
intended only for use by the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for 
delivering the message to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this message in error and that 
any dissemination, copying or use of this message or attachment is strictly forbidden, as is the disclosure of the 
information therein. If you have received this message in error please notify the sender immediately and delete the 
message. 

mailto:Nandi.Sibanyoni@bhpbilliton.com
mailto:nandi.sibanyoni@bhpbilliton.com
http://www.bhpbilliton.com






 
Environmental Impact Assessment and 

Waste Management License Application for a 
proposed extension of ash disposal facilities 

at Kusile Power Station 
DEA Ref No 12/12/20/2412) (NEAS Reference: DEA/EIA/0000514/2011) 

Reply sheet to receive the Draft Scoping Report and   
to attend a public meeting on 15 February 2012 

 
EIA Public Participation Office  

Anelle Lötter/Andre Joubert /Florence Rambuda 
Zitholele Consulting (Pty) Ltd 

P O Box 6002, Halfway House, 1685 
Tel: (011) 207 2076/2075/2077 

Fax: 086-676-9950 
Email: alotter@zitholele.co.za or 

Andrej@zitholele.co.za           
florencer@zitholele.co.za   

 
 

Please complete by 7 February 2012 and return to the EIA Public Participation Office (as above) 
 
 

 

REGISTRATION TO RECEIVE THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT AND/OR TO ATTEND THE PUBLIC MEETING 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
I would like to receive a copy of the Draft Scoping Report (please circle the appropriate block) 

Per email YES NO 

CD by mail YES NO 

PUBLIC MEETING 
I would like to attend the public meeting (please circle the appropriate block) 
 
I will attend the Public Meeting (14:00 to 17:00) on Wednesday, 15 February 2012 at El Toro Conference 
venue YES NO 

I will attend the Public Meeting (18:00 to 20:00) on Wednesday, 15 February 2012 at El Toro Conference 
venue YES NO 
 
COMMENTS (please use separate sheets if you wish) 
 
Any comments you may have at this stage: 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

 
Please ask the following of my colleagues/friends to register as I&APs for this project: 

 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONTRIBUTION 

TITLE 
Ms 
 

FIRST NAME Bronwyn 

INITIALS 
 
BA 
 

SURNAME Stolp 

ORGANISATION 
 
Eskom 
 

EMAIL bronwyn.stolp@eskom.co.za 

POSTAL 
ADDRESS 

 
P O Box 2457 
 
Lonehill 

POSTAL CODE 2062 

TEL NO 
 
011 800 5501 
 

FAX NO 086 662 7951 

mailto:alotter@zitholele.co.za
mailto:Andrej@zitholele.co.za
mailto:florencer@zitholele.co.za
mailto:bronwyn.stolp@eskom.co.za








 
Environmental Impact Assessment and 

Waste Management License Application for a 
proposed extension of ash disposal facilities 

at Kusile Power Station 
DEA Ref No 12/12/20/2412) (NEAS Reference: DEA/EIA/0000514/2011) 

Reply sheet to receive the Draft Scoping Report and   
to attend a public meeting on 15 February 2012 

 
EIA Public Participation Office  

Anelle Lötter/Andre Joubert /Florence Rambuda 
Zitholele Consulting (Pty) Ltd 

P O Box 6002, Halfway House, 1685 
Tel: (011) 207 2076/2075/2077 

Fax: 086-676-9950 
Email: alotter@zitholele.co.za or 

Andrej@zitholele.co.za           
florencer@zitholele.co.za   

 
 

Please complete by 7 February 2012 and return to the EIA Public Participation Office (as above) 
 
 

 

REGISTRATION TO RECEIVE THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT AND/OR TO ATTEND THE PUBLIC MEETING 

DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 
I would like to receive a copy of the Draft Scoping Report (please circle the appropriate block) 

Per email YES  

CD by mail  NO 

PUBLIC MEETING 
I would like to attend the public meeting (please circle the appropriate block) 
 
I will attend the Public Meeting (14:00 to 17:00) on Wednesday, 15 February 2012 at El Toro Conference 
venue YES  

I will attend the Public Meeting (18:00 to 20:00) on Wednesday, 15 February 2012 at El Toro Conference 
venue  NO 
 
COMMENTS (please use separate sheets if you wish) 
 
Any comments you may have at this stage: 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

 
Please ask the following of my colleagues/friends to register as I&APs for this project: 

 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONTRIBUTION 

TITLE 
 
Mr 
 

FIRST NAME 
    
Robert 

INITIALS 
 
R 
 

SURNAME 
 
Van Bulderen 

ORGANISATION 
 
Transnet Pipelines 
 

EMAIL 
 
robbie.bulderen@transnet.net 

POSTAL 
ADDRESS 

 
PO Box 1802 Standerton 
 
 

POSTAL CODE 
2430 

TEL NO 
0177278300 
0834581358 
 

FAX NO 
0177278305 

mailto:alotter@zitholele.co.za
mailto:Andrej@zitholele.co.za
mailto:florencer@zitholele.co.za
mailto:robbie.bulderen@transnet.net
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Florence Rambuda

From: André Joubert
Sent: 16 January 2012 01:55 PM
To: Florence Rambuda
Subject: FW: Kusile Ash: Comments on DSR
Attachments: Announcement letter.pdf; Reply sheet.docx

Please file under Kusile ash 
 
Regards 
 
André Joubert 
Zitholele Consulting (Pty) Ltd 
Thandanani Park, Matuka Close, Halfway Gardens, Midrand, South Africa 
Tel: +27 11 207 2077  Fax: +27 86 676 9950 Cell: 079 505 3763 
Email: andrej@zitholele.co.za 
 
 
From: Rico Euripidou [mailto:rico@groundwork.org.za]  
Sent: 13 January 2012 09:57 AM 
To: Florence Rambuda; André Joubert; Anelle Lötter 
Cc: 'S. (Bobby) Peek'; tristen@earthlife.org.za; siziwe@groundwork.org.za 
Subject: Kusile Ash: Comments on DSR 
 
Dear Florence, 
 
Please register groundWork as I&AP’s for this process. Siziwe Khanyile, Bobby Peek and I should be cc’d of any new 
developments and forwarded any relevant documentation. 
 
As a first step we would like to draw your attention to the following debate on the eco-toxicology of coal and 
incinerator ash which we consider meets the criteria as a hazardous waste as there is currently a very live debate 
here in South Africa, in the USA, The UK and Europe about regulating coal and similar incinerator bottom 
ash as hazardous waste and the respective regulatory authorities are currently trying to finalise their 
regulations. These centre on some major and legitimate concerns about the use of coal and bottom ash in 
sludge dams and unbound uses such as the replacement for aggregate and this summary touches upon 
some of the arguments. The storage of post-combustion wastes from coal plants threatens human health once the 
toxic residues have migrated into water supplies (EPA. Human and ecological risk assessment of coal combustion 
wastes: August 6, 2007. Available from: http://www.earthjustice.org/library/reports/epa-coal-combustion-
wasterisk-assessment.pdf). 
 
In South Africa specifically the coal ash from this facility will have to undergo testing and evaluation as per 
the WASTE CLASSIFICATION AND MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS in terms of the NEM: 
Waste Act. All wastes will have to be classified in terms of these regulations and based on their 
classification, risk to health and ecotoxicity this will define their waste management. 

To illustrate a particular major health and ecological incident on coal ash disposal I have provided you with an 
example below illustrating an incident in the USA where it can cause a very serious environmental and human 
health risk: 
 
It has now been two years since an earthen dike holding back 1.1 billion gallons of coal slurry ruptured, unleashing a 
tsunami of dark gray sludge from the Tennessee Valley Authority's Kingston Fossil Plant in Harriman, Tennessee. The 
wave destroyed homes, surged into the yards of neighbors, and caused the nearby ponds and streams to overflow. 
More than 300 acres of land were covered in the slurry, and in the weeks after, the ash would travel as far as 30 
miles downstream on the nearby Emory River. The environmental disaster for the first time raised the question of 

mailto:andrej@zitholele.co.za
mailto:rico@groundwork.org.za
mailto:tristen@earthlife.org.za;
mailto:siziwe@groundwork.org.za
http://www.earthjustice.org/library/reports/epa-coal-combustion
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why coal-burning power plants are allowed to dump the fly ash waste—the fine, dust-like particles emitted when 
coal is burned to create power—into vast open pits. The ash, doused with water and left in these containment 
ponds for years, contains toxic elements like arsenic, mercury, and lead. But for decades, the disposal of the waste 
was left unregulated in the USA where power plants produce more than 130 million tons of the ash each year, and 
while 43 percent of it gets recycled into products like cement and wallboard, much of the rest remains on site at 
coal-fired power plants around the country. In October 2009, the EPA issued a proposed rule [5] that would have 
designated the ash as hazardous waste that needed special handling and would be regulated at the federal level. 
Unregulated coal ash disposal poses health risks to humans and the environment, as the toxic materials have been 
found to leach into groundwater at containment sites.  
 
Following this an assessment (http://www.publicintegrity.org/assets/pdf/CoalAsh-Doc2.pdf) prepared for the EPA 
noted that the cancer risk from drinking water contaminated with arsenic—just one of the many hazardous 
substances in the ash—is 1,800 times EPA's regulatory limit. The Environmental Integrity Project has been looking 
extensively at data on contamination, identifying 137 sites [11] where toxic materials have leached into the 
groundwater. At some sites, they found arsenic and other heavy metals at up to 145 times what is permissible under 
federal guidelines. If EPA kicks in tougher federal regulations, these sites would be monitored more closely.  
 
There is no doubt that the ‘fly ash’ is hazardous waste and will need to be treated and disposed of at 
specialist facilities.  Recent research indicates that there are potentially serious health and environmental 
impacts arising from the landfill disposal of fly ash even in modern containment landfill sites (Macleod, 
Duarte-Davidson et al. 2006; Macleod, Duarte-Davidson et al. 2007).  This shows that the modelled 
exposure to  children around the Wingmoor farm landfill site, one of the major fly ash disposal facilities in 
the UK, can exceed acceptable intakes of dioxin from the contamination in the fly ash. 
 
Whilst the bottom ash is often described as being ‘inert’ this is incorrect – bottom ash is never classed as 
‘inert’ in the UK.  The bottom ash is currently taxed as “inactive” waste for landfill tax purposes although 
this may be about to change as the default position in the recent Customs and Excise consultation is that 
the bottom ash should be taxed at the standard rate of landfill tax.  
 
In practice the designation of bottom ash is either as non-hazardous or hazardous waste. At the end of 
2006 the UK Environment Agency indicated that they had tested some bottom ash samples and: “Levels of 
lead and zinc in a number of isolated compliance  monitoring samples have exceeded the hazardous waste 
threshold for H14.” H14 is the hazardous waste criteria for ecotoxicity.  Veolia, one of the major 
incinerator operators, has indicates (Veolia Environmental Services 2007) that when they had tested for 
metals and  then used the recent Environment Agency WM2.2 assessment methodology to determine the 
whether the wastes were hazardous wastes about 40% of the samples from UK incinerators were found to 
be hazardous waste under the H14 criteria. This follows increasing concern about the environmental 
impact of combustion residues in disposal and utilisation, especially for the release of toxic substances 
such as heavy metals (such as arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, mercury, molybdenum, nickel and, 
particularly in relation to ecotoxicity, lead and zinc) together with soluble salts from the residues 
(Stegemann, Schneider et al. 1995; Hartenstein and Horvay 1996; Hunsicker, Crockett et al. 1996; Abbas, 
Moghaddam et al. 2003).  
 
The content of toxic metals present in the bottom ash from coal and municipal waste incinerators is 
usually 10-100 times larger than in natural soils (Theis and Gardner 1990). As a result of the toxicity 
associated with the heavy metals and other contaminants several researchers have concluded that bottom 
ash should be classified as a hazardous waste because of the ecotoxic properties it exhibits.  
 
Ferrari et al (Ferrari, Radetski et al. 1999) subjected municipal waste incineration bottom ash to a range of 
ecotoxicity tests in both the leachate and solid phase. Their results clearly demonstrated “a significant 
increase in all antioxidant stress enzyme activity levels across all plant tests even at the lowest test 
concentrations (solid phase and leachate)”. This was demonstrated to be a good indicator of solid or 
leachate phase toxicity. As with many other test regimes it is clear from this work that the bottom ash may 

http://www.publicintegrity.org/assets/pdf/CoalAsh-Doc2.pdf
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not prove hazardous in all tests.  This indicates that care must be taken with the test regimes and that 
selective testing could deliver apparently reassuring, and hence misleading, results.  For ash to be 
demonstrated to be hazardous, however, a single failure of an appropriate test is sufficient. 
 
Ibáñez et al. (Ibáñez, Andrés et al. 2000) found that all four samples of MSW bottom ash from two 
incinerators (one in an industrial and the other in a rural area) contained chemicals at or above the 
hazardous waste range. It should be noted that this study was published even before zinc oxide and 
chloride had to be considered when assessing the hazardous classification of ash. 
 
More recently the work by Lapa et al (Lapa, Barbosa et al. 2002) on the EC Valomat project concluded: “all 
bottom ashes [including sample B1] should be classified as ecotoxic materials.”  
 
Radetski et al (Radetski, Ferrari et al. 2004) then investigated the genotoxic, mutagenic and oxidant stress 
potentials of municipal solid waste incinerator bottom ash leachates and reported: “The MSWIBA 
leachates were found to be genotoxic with the Vicia root tip micronucleus assay. These findings were 
confirmed by Feng et al. (Feng, Wang et al. 2007):  
 
In this study, our results clearly demonstrated that MSWIBA leachates had genotoxicity on Vicia faba root 
cells as other researches did (Radetski, Ferrari et al. 2004). Bekaert et al. (1999[1] <#_ftn1> ) demonstrated 
that the aqueous leachates from a landfill of MSWI ash had a significant genotoxicity on the amphibian 
erythrocytes.  
 
The United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) (UNEP and Calrecovery Inc 2005) warned in 2005 that 
whilst ash from incinerators has been reused in civil engineering works: “in industrialised countries, the 
most prevalent method of management is disposal of the ash in lined landfills to control the risk of 
underground pollution by soluble toxic chemicals leached out of the ash. UNEP continued: “Both fly ash 
and bottom ash contain chemical constituents that pose potential serious risks to operating personnel and 
the public. The chemical constituents of concern include heavy metals, dioxins, and furans”. 
 
Feng expressed surprise about countries that do not include bottom ash on their hazardous waste lists: 
However, in many countries and territories (such as USA, some OECD countries, China), Bottom ash is not 
included in the List of Hazardous Wastes, being dumped into landfills directly or after maturation (Gau and 
Jeng, 1998; (Ibáñez, Andrés et al. 2000);(Lapa, Barbosa et al. 2002)). Therefore, we suggested that the 
comprehensive evaluation of the environmental impacts of BA is necessary before decisions can be made 
on the utilization, treatment or disposal of bottom ash. 
 
Ore et al (Ore, Todorovic et al. 2007) examined the leachate from bottom ash that had been stored 
outside for six months for weathering (in a similar way to the proposals by Suez) and then used for road 
construction. They carried out several ecotoxicity tests and found a high initial release of salts and Cu in 
line with relatively high concentrations in laboratory generated MSWI bottom ash leachates presented in 
the literature (Meima and Comans 1999; Lapa, Barbosa et al. 2002). A mung bean assay using Phaseolus 
aureus revealed the toxicity of bottom ash leachate - which continued to the final tests three years later, 
albeit due to different compounds leaching.  
 
Leachates with significantly higher concentrations of Al, Cl, Cr, Cu, K, Na, NO2–N, NH4–N, total N, TOC and 
SO4 were generated in the road-section built on bottom ash when compared to the road-section built with 
conventional gravel. Compared to the leachate from gravel, the concentrations of Cl, Cu and NH4–N were 
three orders of magnitude higher, while those of K, Na and TOC were one order of magnitude higher. After 
3 years of observations, while the concentrations of most components had decreased to the level in gravel 
leachate, the concentrations of Al, Cr and NO2–N in bottom ash leachates were still two orders of 
magnitude higher. The authors concluded that high concentrations of chloride emitted from the road can 
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lead to increased toxicity to the recipient, e.g. for plants, and the bottom ash reused in a road construction 
could thus have a toxicological impact on the surroundings.   
 
A series of ring tests for ecotoxicity methods have been carried out in Europe (Becker, Donnevert et al. 
2007; Moser 2008).  These included sampling and testing of incinerator bottom ash from a Dutch 
incinerator (Cu 6,800 mg/kg; Zn 2,639 mg/kg; Pb 1,623 mg/kg) a high pH (about 10.5). The bottom ash was 
found to be ecotoxic in these tests even after it had been aged for several months (Römbke, Moser et al.).  
 
Very recently the UK Highways Agency (Highways Agency 2009) has banned the use of incinerator bottom 
ash in foaming cement because of a series of explosions on sites caused by hydrogen when the ash has 
been used (Mann 2009). The Environment Agency has admitted it does not "have 100% confidence" in its 
classification of incinerator bottom ash (IBA) as non-hazardous waste (ENDS 2009). It cannot therefore be 
assumed that the bottom ash would be suitable for re-use – and, properly assessed much of the bottom 
ash would almost certainly be hazardous waste.   
 
Finally it is noted that even when incinerator bottom ash is ‘recycled’ only part of the ash can be used.  In 
Hampshire, for example, where particular efforts have been made to increase the acceptability of 
incineration only about 33% of the ash can be utilised according to Project Integra reports[2] <#_ftn2> . 
 The landfill demand is therefore likely to be higher than suggested by operators. On the basis of the 
evidence available it is reasonable to conclude that bottom ash should be treated as hazardous waste and 
that future disposal options represent a potentially high risk and expensive addition to the costs of 
incineration. 
 
Refs: 
Abbas, Z., A. P. Moghaddam, et al. (2003). "Release of salts from municipal solid waste combustion 
residues." Waste Management 23(4): 291-305. 
Becker, R., G. Donnevert, et al. (2007). Biological test methods for the ecotoxicological characterization of 
wastes 30.11.2007 Umweltbundesamt, Postfach 1406, D-06813. Dessau. 
ENDS (2009). "Confusion over status of incinerator bottom ash." Environmental Data Services (ENDS) 410: 
23-24. 
Feng, S., X. Wang, et al. (2007). "Leachates of municipal solid waste incineration bottom ash from Macao: 
Heavy metal concentrations and genotoxicity." Chemosphere 67(6): 1133-1137. 
Ferrari, B., C. M. Radetski, et al. (1999). "Ecotoxicological assessment of solid wastes: A combined liquid- 
and solid-phase testing approach using a battery of bioassays and biomarkers." Environmental Toxicology 
and Chemistry 18(6): 1195-1202. 
Hartenstein, H.-U. and M. Horvay (1996). "Overview of municipal waste incineration industry in west 
Europe (based on the German experience)." Journal of Hazardous Materials 47(1-3): 19-30. 
Highways Agency (2009). Interim Advice Note 127/09 - The Use Of Foamed Concrete. 
Hunsicker, M. D., T. R. Crockett, et al. (1996). "An overview of the municipal waste incineration industry in 
Asia and the former Soviet Union." Journal of Hazardous Materials 47(1-3): 31-42. 
Ibáñez, R., A. Andrés, et al. (2000). "Characterisation and management of incinerator wastes." Journal of 
Hazardous Materials 79(3): 215-227. 
Lapa, N., R. Barbosa, et al. (2002). "Ecotoxicological assessment of leachates from MSWI bottom ashes." 
Waste Management 22(6): 583-593. 
Macleod, C., R. Duarte-Davidson, et al. (2006). "Modeling human exposures to air pollution control (APC) 
residues released from landfills in England and Wales." Environment International 32: 500–509. 
Macleod, C., R. Duarte-Davidson, et al. (2007). "Erratum to "Modelling human exposures to air pollution 
control (APC) residues released from landfills in England and Wales" [Environment International 32 (2006) 
500-509]." Environment International 33(8): 1123-1218. 
Mann, W. (2009). "Exploding concrete banned 11 Nov 2009." Contract Journal. 
Meima, J. A. and R. N. J. Comans (1999). "The leaching of trace elements from municipal solid waste 
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incinerator bottom ash at different stages of weathering." Applied Geochemistry 14(2): 159-171. 
Moser, H., German Federal Environment Agency (UBA). (2008). Ecotoxicological characterization of waste. 
Vienna. 
Ore, S., J. Todorovic, et al. (2007). "Toxicity of leachate from bottom ash in a road construction." Waste 
Management 27(11): 1626-1637. 
Radetski, C. M., B. Ferrari, et al. (2004). "Evaluation of the genotoxic, mutagenic and oxidant stress 
potentials of municipal solid waste incinerator bottom ash leachates." Science of The Total Environment 
333(1-3): 209-216. 
Römbke, J., T. Moser, et al. "Ecotoxicological characterisation of 12 incineration ashes using 6 laboratory 
tests." Waste Management In Press, Corrected Proof. 
Stegemann, J. A., J. Schneider, et al. (1995). "Lysimeter washing of MSW incinerator bottom ash." Waste 
Management & Research 13(2): 149-165. 
Theis, T. L. and K. H. Gardner (1990). "Environmental assessment of ash disposal." CRC Critical Reviews in 
Environmental Control 20: 21 -42. 
UNEP and Calrecovery Inc (2005). Solid Waste Management Vols 1 and II Regional Overviews and 
Information Sources <www.unep.or.jp/Ietc/Publications/spc/Solid_Waste_Management> 
<http://www.unep.or.jp/Ietc/Publications/spc/Solid_Waste_Management%3E> . Geneva, United Nations 
Environment Programme, . 
Veolia Environmental Services (2007). Response to the Environment Agency Consultation on the 
Hazardous Waste - Technical Guidance WM2 – Appendix C14 (Ecotoxic) 11th October 2007. 
 
I trust you will incorporate these comments into the mandate of the specialist reports. 
 
Rico Euripidou 
groundWork, Friends of the Earth South Africa 
(T) +27 333 425662 (F) +27 333 435665 
www.groundwork.org.za 
 
-------- Original Message --------  
Subject: Kusile Ash: Email for DSR 

Date: Wed, 21 Dec 2011 15:24:05 +0200 
From: Florence Rambuda <florencer@zitholele.co.za> 

To: 'Faith Skosana' <faith@webmailafrica.org.za>, 'Lucas Skosana' <lucas@webafrica.org.za>, 'John 
Smallie' <jons@ewt.org.za>, 'Gert Smit' <gert@smithfarm.co.za>, 'Jannene Smith' 
<witlibrary@mweb.co.za>, "'Jethro Solomon'" <jsolomon@hmesa.net>, 'Thami & Luyanda 
Sondiyazi' <thami@djsinc.co.za>, 'Jan Stander' <janstander1@telkomsanet.co.za>, "'Leon 
Stapelberg'" <leon.stapelberg@eskom.co.za>, 'Tania Stapelberg' <pta.newsdesk@inl.co.za>, 
'Teresa Steele' <tsteele@angloamerican.co.za>, "'Des Sterley'" <des@skyafrica.co.za>, 'Ockert 
Stevens' <StevensO@nra.co.za>, 'Andries Steyn' <bhsdlu@penta-net.co.za>, 'Bronwyn Stolp' 
<bronwyn.stolp@eskom.co.za>, 'John Strick' <john.strick@baesystems.com>, 'George Strydom' 
<strydom@eskom.co.za>, 'Careen Swart' <careens@social.mpu.gov.za>, 'Tristen Taylor' 
<tristen@earthlife.org.za>, 'Elise Tempelhoff' <eliset@beeld.com>, 'Hennie Terblanche' 
<blt@lantic.co.za>, 'The Editor' <nuus@beeld.com>, 'Timothy Tlou' <Tloutd@eskom.co.za>, 
'Christie Truter' <admin@truterboerdery.co.za>, "'Robert van Bulderen'" 
<robbie.bulderen@transnet.net>, 'Mauritz van den Heever' <yolande@vodamail.co.za> 

CC: André Joubert <andrej@zitholele.co.za>, Anelle Lötter <alotter@zitholele.co.za> 
 
Dear stakeholders  

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and Waste Management License Application (WMLA) is being 
undertaken for the proposed extension of the ash disposal facility and associated infrastructure at Kusile Power 
Station between Bronkhorstspruit and Emalahleni in Mpumalanga. Please find attached a letter that will provide you 
with more information about: 

The Draft Scoping Report for the Environmental Impact Assessment that will be available for your review from 18 
January to 27 February 2012. 

http://www.unep.or.jp/Ietc/Publications/spc/Solid_Waste_Management
http://www.unep.or.jp/Ietc/Publications/spc/Solid_Waste_Management%3E
http://www.groundwork.org.za
mailto:<florencer@zitholele.co.za>
mailto:<faith@webmailafrica.org.za>
mailto:<lucas@webafrica.org.za>
mailto:<jons@ewt.org.za>
mailto:<gert@smithfarm.co.za>
mailto:<witlibrary@mweb.co.za>
mailto:<jsolomon@hmesa.net>
mailto:<thami@djsinc.co.za>
mailto:<janstander1@telkomsanet.co.za>
mailto:<leon.stapelberg@eskom.co.za>
mailto:<pta.newsdesk@inl.co.za>
mailto:<tsteele@angloamerican.co.za>
mailto:<des@skyafrica.co.za>
mailto:<StevensO@nra.co.za>
mailto:<bhsdlu@penta-net.co.za>
mailto:<bronwyn.stolp@eskom.co.za>
mailto:<john.strick@baesystems.com>
mailto:<strydom@eskom.co.za>
mailto:<careens@social.mpu.gov.za>
mailto:<tristen@earthlife.org.za>
mailto:<eliset@beeld.com>
mailto:<blt@lantic.co.za>
mailto:<nuus@beeld.com>
mailto:<Tloutd@eskom.co.za>
mailto:<admin@truterboerdery.co.za>
mailto:<robbie.bulderen@transnet.net>
mailto:<yolande@vodamail.co.za>
mailto:<andrej@zitholele.co.za>
mailto:<alotter@zitholele.co.za>


6

The two public meetings which will be held on 15 February 2012. 
  
Please be so kind as to complete the attached reply sheet and send it back to our offices. 
  
Copies of the attached documents were sent to your postal address. 
  
Kind regards 
  
Anelle Lotter  
Zitholele Consulting 
Tel: (011) 207 – 2076  
Fax: 086-676-9950 
Email: alotter@zitholele.co.za 
  
  
--  
You are subscribed to the "ClimateJusticeNow!SA" group on GoogleGroups. 
To post : climatejusticesa@googlegroups.com 
To unsubscribe : climatejusticesa+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com 
For more options : http://groups.google.co.za/group/climatejusticesa?hl=en?hl=en 

mailto:alotter@zitholele.co.za
mailto:climatejusticesa@googlegroups.com
mailto:climatejusticesa+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com
http://groups.google.co.za/group/climatejusticesa?hl=en?hl=en

























