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(costs included in this report 
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Finance, and may therefore not 

be conclusive) 

     

1. Lezmin 3039 BK and 

Another v the Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs and 3 Others 

LS 95514 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2011/05/06 The applicant sought the review and setting aside of an administrative fine imposed by the Department in 

terms of section 24G of NEMA.  

 

Settlement was reached with the applicant’s attorneys on 17 December 2015 and it was noted that there are 

no other items that require further action. The matter can thus be regarded as finalised. 

R8 077.13 

2. The City of Cape 

Town / Minister of 

Environmental Affairs: 

(Baboon Monitoring 

Programme) 

LS 98769 

Environmental 

Programmes 

2011/07/14 This was an Intergovernmental Dispute declared by the City of Cape Town against the Department of 

Environmental Affairs, SANParks and the Western Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and 

Developmental Planning. This process did not resolve the dispute and a notice of motion from the City of Cape 

Town seeking a declaratory order was received on 11 June 2015 praying for an order to obligate the Minister to 

manage Chacma baboons roaming naturally at Table Mountain National Park and prevent them from going into 

areas populated by humans. An application for a declaratory order was received to declare that DEA has an 

obligation to enact and enforce legislation to that effect. 

 

The application was dismissed with costs and the Applicant was directed to pay the Respondents’ costs and 

where any of the Respondents’ utilised the services of two counsel 

 

City of Cape Town subsequently filed an application for Leave to Appeal, but the Minister of Environmental 

Affairs has not been implicated in the City’s application for leave to appeal hence the judgment delivered by 

Acting Justice Weinkove relating to the cost order in favour of the Minister still stands and is enforceable and 

the matter is now considered to be finalised. 

R117 960.00 

Quarter 1 Litigation Report 2017/18– Department of Environmental Affairs 

 Notices of Motion – Department of Environmental Affairs 
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3. Middleground Trading 

251 CC and Others v 

Minister of 

Environmental Affairs 

and Tourism (sic) 

LS102042 

 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2011/12/08 

 

The applicant brought a review application against the Minister and the Department to review and set aside the 

decision by the Department to issue a compliance notice /directive against the applicants on 28 November 

2011; and the decision by the Minister to confirm and amend the Items of the Compliance Notice/Directive of 

the Department on 26 June 2013.  

 

DEA is considering a settlement proposal which has as its basis the appointment of a wetland specialist to 

make recommendations on the rehabilitation of the peatland, where-after the cost thereof will be claimed from 

the applicant. The review application is pended based on the outcome in the criminal matter. 

R362 961.97 

4. RS Zukulu and 

Others v Department 

of Environmental 

Affairs and Others 

LS 105015 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2012/03/26 

 

Notice of Motion in terms of which the Applicants intend to apply for an order to review and set aside certain 

decisions made by the Acting Deputy Director–General in relation to the proposed N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway. 

 

The main review application has not proceeded due to the interlocutory applications that are still outstanding 

herein. Currently the applicant has filed an interlocutory application seeking to be exempted from exhausting 

internal remedies before launching a review application. DEA is opposing this interlocutory application and has 

been set down for 12 and 13 October 2017. 

R 117 600.00 

5. Federation for a 

Sustainable 

Environment and 

Another v Minister of 

Environmental Affairs 

and Others 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

 

2012/06/29 

 

Urgent application to stop the removal of mine tailings from the Tudor shaft mine dump in Mogale City. Part A 

of the urgent application was finalised in favour of the Department. However, Part B deals with the Review 

Application. 

 

The parties agreed that Mintails remove the tailings at a reasonable cost. 

 

Application for Authorisation from the NNR is still outstanding therefore the removal cannot commence. 

R604 365.59 

6. Johan Kruger v The 

Minister of Water and 

Environmental Affairs 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

2012/10/12 

 

This application seeks to review and set aside the TOPS Regulations, alternatively, to declare the Regulations 

unconstitutional and invalid.  

 

R 1 847 883.42 
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LS 120 386 

 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

On the 29 March 2017 the Constitutional Court dismissed the application for leave to appeal. The Court 

reviewed and set aside the moratorium on domestic trade in rhino horn due to the Department’s “substantial 

non-compliance” with the public consultative process required by sections 99 and 100 of NEMBA. 

 

The Department will have to pay the costs of the application. 

7. Kloof Conservancy v 

the Minister of Water 

and Environmental 

Affairs: File 

10/2/1/18 

Environmental 

Programmes 

2012/12/14 The applicants sought an order to compel the Minister to publish the list of alien and invasive plants and 

enforce the relevant provisions of NEMBA. Furthermore, the applicants sought an order directing the Minister 

to appoint and mandate by 30 April 2014 sufficient numbers of Environmental Management Inspectors in 

relation to Invasive Alien Species (AIS) in the province of KwaZulu-Natal to ensure compliance with the 

Government’s duties in relations to AIS under Section 24 of the Constitution and Chapter 5 of NEMBA (as 

amended). 

 

 

The matter was heard on 25 April 2014 and Judgment was received on 22 October 2014.The Court ordered 

that the Minister’s failure to publish a list of alien invasive species and to make appropriate regulations by 31 

August 2016 is unlawful and unconstitutional. Furthermore, the court found that the Minister and the MEC for 

Agriculture, Environmental Affairs and Rural Development in KZN, must take all steps necessary, and as are 

within their authority under law, to ensure that all organs of state in every sphere of Government comply with 

their duties under section 76(2) and (4) of NEMBA within six months from the date of this Order and comply 

with and implement properly and fully their invasive monitoring, control and eradication plans under section 76 

of NEMBA. 

 

 

The State Attorney was instructed to note an application for leave to appeal the judgment in the KwaZulu-Natal 

High Court, Durban Local Division.  

R1 991 060.24 
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Application for leave to appeal was granted by the KZN High Court and Notice of appeal was lodged with the 

Registrar of the SCA on the 20 February 2015.   

  

The Minister lodged an appeal in relation to the following two orders granted by the KwaZulu-Natal High Court: 

- the Government, the Minister and the MEC for Agriculture, Environmental Affairs and Rural Development in 

KZN, must take all steps necessary, and as are within their authority under law, to ensure that all organs of 

state in every sphere of Government comply with their duties under section 76(2) and (4) of NEMBA within six 

months from the date of this Order and comply with and implement properly and fully their invasive 

monitoring, control and eradication plans under section 76 of NEMBA.  

- the Minister is directed to appoint and mandate, within six months of date of this Order, sufficient numbers of 

EMIs in relation to Invasive Alien Species in the province of  KwaZulu-Natal to ensure compliance with the 

Government’s duties in relation to IAS under section 24 of the Constitution and chapter 5 of NEMBA; 

The appeal was heard on 20 November 2015. 

 

Judgment was delivered on 27 November 2015 in favour of the Minister and the two orders granted by the 

KwaZulu-Natal High Court in respect of compliance with section 76(2) and (4) of NEM:BA and the appointment 

of EMIs in KwaZulu-Natal was set aside by the SCA. 

8. City of CT Vs Sanral Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2013/03/05 Urgent Application requesting the court to declare that the subject matter of the review application involves an 

intergovernmental dispute as contemplated in the Intergovernmental Relations Framework Act (this aspect of 

the application was later dealt with when the dispute resolution mechanisms were followed by the City, where 

the dispute could not be resolved by the appointed facilitator), and interdicting the first respondent from taking 

or permitting any steps to be taken to implement or advance the N1-N2 Winelands Toll Highway Project. In the 

event that the Court decides that there is no such intergovernmental dispute, the applicant sought to review 

R 876 712.50 
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and set aside the environmental authorisation issued by the Acting Deputy Director-General: Environmental 

Quality and Protection, and the decision of the Minister to dismiss appeals against the grant of the 

authorisation. 

 

The matter was heard in court and the court granted the interdict and the application for additional documents. 

Matter considered finalised. 

9. Space Securitisation 

v TCTA and Others 

(10/2/1/30) 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2013/04/20 Urgent application in two parts: Part A interdicting the further construction of the AMD Waterworks and Part B, 

the setting aside of various administrative decisions, including the decision of the DEA to grant an exemption 

and an environmental authorisation. The applicant challenges the issuing of an EIA and the exemption of 

TCTA from EIA processes. 

 

The DEA has opposed both Part A and Part B of the application. The applicant is yet to apply for a trial date. 

0.00 

10. Coastal Links v 

Department of 

Agriculture, Forestry 

and Fisheries 

LS 127444 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2013/08/07 Application to Review to set aside certain conditions prohibiting the Applicants from fishing for netfish within the 

Langebaan Marine Protected Area. The Department of Agriculture Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF) issued 

permits with conditions to certain right holders and exemption holders which precluded them from fishing for 

netfish within Zone B of the Langebaan Marine Protected Area.  

 

The Minister of Environmental Affairs was cited as a party since she is responsible for the management of 

Marine Protected Areas. 

 

The matter was set down for hearing on 9 June 2016 and judgment delivered on 30 October 2016. Application 

was partially granted with costs in favour of the Applicants. The court set aside the conditions which prevented 

the Applicants from fishing and requested that the various parties engage with one another to consider granting 

access. 

R142 353.01 

11. KZNfishing.com v Legal 2013/10/15 Interdict application brought by the Applicant. Requesting an order to interdict the First Respondent from 0.00 
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Umdloti Rate Payers 

Association and 3 

Others LS129364 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

assaulting and damaging the Applicant’s property, evicting members of the Applicant from “First Avenue to end 

of South Beach” and “Life Savers to end of bathing areas” in Umdloti and directing the Second Respondent to 

remove the no-fishing boards in the area.  

 

State Attorney was instructed on 21 July 2014 to liaise with Applicant’s Attorney advising them to withdraw the 

matter against the Department in which case the Department will not oppose, however should they persist with 

the case against the Department, the Department shall oppose the matter.  

 

The applicant in this matter has changed attorneys more than 3 times and recently the state attorney 

received another notice of withdrawal and new attorneys have been appointed. The matter has not yet been 

set down for hearing. The other respondents are vehemently opposing this matter and various affidavits have 

been exchanged. 

 

There are no new developments and matter has been dormant. 

 

12. Malibongwe David 

Gongqose and 8 

Others v Minister of 

Agriculture, Forestry 

and Fisheries and 7 

Others, 

LS131420  

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2013/12/24 Application for judicial review in the Eastern Cape High Court to declare the MPA notice prohibiting fishing 

activities within the Dwesa-Cwebe MPA unconstitutional and invalid. Applicants seek and order to review and 

set aside the Dwesa-Cwebe Marine Protected Regulations which prevented various communities from gaining 

access to fishing resources.  

 

Although the Department was in the process of publishing draft regulations to which the communities where 

privy to, they insisted on proceeding with their litigation. This is so since some of the community members were 

found guilty of contravening the Dwes-Cwebe MPA Regulations and in order to succeed with the criminal case 

appeal, they also need an order declaring the Dwesa-Cwebe MPA Regulations unconstitutional and invalid.   

 

R64 444.70 
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Matter was heard on 13 November 2015 and judgment was received in February 2016. The application was 

dismissed with no order as to costs.  

 

Applicants applied for leave to appeal was received on 15 March 2016. 

 

Application for leave to appeal was granted on  31/10/2016 

 

13. Garbett RCH & 

Another v Minister of 

Water and 

Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS 131474 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2014/01/07 

 

Application for judicial review and setting aside of Department’s decision to approve the establishment of an 

aero-housing-estate. Applicants also seek the review and setting aside of the dismissal of the applicant’s 

appeal to the Minister. 

 

It does not appear that our opponent wants to see this matter to finality. It might also benefit the Department to 

let sleeping dogs to lie undisturbed by not pushing the matter forward in any way. 

R7 695.00 

14. Human 

Communications 

(Pty) Ltd v Minister 

of Water and 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS134253 

Environmental 

Programmes 

2014/04/10 Human Communications is a recruitment advertiser who has issued summons against the Minister of 

Environmental Affairs for payment of R537 999.35, arising from unpaid invoices for services rendered. A 

meeting was held with line function (Mr Raswiswi from HR) and it was discovered that the majority of the claim 

had been paid, but indeed a delay did occur as a result of some changes to internal operations. Outstanding 

invoices were urgently processed and proof of payment amounting to R575 606, 70 was forwarded to plaintiff 

through the State Attorney’s office for reconciliation to be done, in order that the matter may be settled. 

 

New invoices received from the plaintiff for unpaid claims, however they are all not related to the amounts 

being claimed in the court case and such invoices were not even been brought to line functions attention 

according to Mr Raswiswi. There is currently no money outstanding according to line function as at 18 

September 2014. 

 

R19 561.16 
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Matter has been finalised; awaiting confirmation from the State Attorney on payment of Applicant’s costs.  

15. Enviroserve (Pty) 

Ltd v Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS135029 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

 

2014/04/10 

 

This is a review application in terms of which the applicant seeks the review and setting aside of GDARD’s 

decision to authorise an amendment of Inter-Waste’s FG site licence changing the scope from G: M: B- to a G: 

L: B+. The second ground of review is GDARD’s decision to de-list calcium sulphite (CaSO3) as a hazardous 

waste for disposal at Inter-Waste’s FG site. 

 

The DEA is involved insofar as it granted authority to delist calcium sulphite.  

 

Matter has not been set down yet. 

0.00 

16. Mbuyane Communal 

Property Association 

v Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS135536 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2014/05/06 

 

The applicant has brought an urgent application against the DG and the Minister of Environmental Affairs for 

an order to grant it access to listed documents dealing with the re-opening of the Skukuza Airport within 48 

hours.  

 

The Department’s answering affidavit was filed and served on 12 June 2014, subsequent to which the 

applicant removed the matter from the roll. 

 

Developments in this application are dependent on the review application between SANParks and Mbuyane 

CPA and counsel indicated that we should only move after the conclusion of the review application. 

R181 929.75 

17. Public Servant’s 

Association (obo S 

Mayoli) v 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs & DG of 

Environmental 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

 

2014/06/11 

 

The Public Servants Association of South Africa (PSA) on behalf of S. Mayoli served an application to the 

Labour Court on the Department for an order to declare an arbitration award granted by Arbitrator Driscoll on 

19 December 2013 against the Department of Environmental Affairs to be an order of court. The arbitration 

award relates to a finding that the chairperson of the disciplinary hearing was improperly appointed in 

contravention of a collective agreement. 

 

The matter was set down for the 3 March 2016 and the Review Application was dismissed with costs. The 

R20 520.00 
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Affairs 

LS135559 

court order was received and we are in process of liaising with PSA and/or the official regarding the recovery of 

legal costs.   

18. Transnet SOC Ltd v 

Calko CC, Another 

& Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS136131 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2014/06/23 

 

A notice of motion received from the office of the State Attorney. The matter relates to eviction proceedings 

brought by Transnet against a company illegally occupying Transnet’s land. No specific relief is sought from the 

Minister of Environmental Affairs, however one of the arguments presented by Transnet refer to illegal dumping 

of asbestos on that land. Transnet argues that it wants to evict the said company off its land, in order to be able 

to perform proper disposal of the waste, as well as to rehabilitate the land. 

 

The State Attorney has been instructed to file a notice to abide by the Court’s decision, as no specific relief is 

being sought from the Minister.  

 

State Attorney is keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

19. Mbuyane Communal 

Property Association 

v Acting CEO of 

SANParks, DG & 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS136341 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

 

2014/06/26 

 

The applicant has brought an application against SANParks and the Department in two parts. The initial relief 

sought is that SANParks must show just cause why its decision to open the Skukuza Airport to scheduled 

commercial traffic should not be reviewed and set aside. Only in the event that the Court declines to review 

and set aside SANParks’ decision, then the DG must show just cause why her decision not to issue a directive 

in terms of Section 28(12) of NEMA should not be set aside.  

 

DEA has filed an interlocutory application in terms of Rule 30A to compel the filing of certain information. 

 

On 11 & 12 May 2017 the interlocutory application was heard at the North Gauteng High Court. Awaiting 

judgment. 

0.00 

20. Earthlife Africa JHB 

& Another v Min of 

the Department of 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

2014/07/29 

 

The Department received an application for an order declaring that the environmental authorisation to NECSA 

to install and operate a test smelter and two subsequent induction smelters has lapsed. The applicants alleges 

that NECSA failed to commence with the construction before the lapsing of the EA, as a result the Court should 

R0.00 
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Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS137048 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

interdict any further construction work from proceeding due to the lapsed EA. 

 

Judgment was handed down on 7 March 2017. 

 

The court found that the authorisation granted to the fifth respondent has not lapsed since the commencement 

or starting of the execution of the composite activity was required within five years. Commencement took place 

within five years. 

 

The application has been dismissed with costs. State Attorney is in  process of recovering costs. 

21. Rainbow Farms 

(Pty) Ltd v Min of 

Water & The 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs,  

LS138831 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2014/08/22 

 

A review application wherein the applicant is applying for the setting aside of Minister’s decision to uphold the 

decision by the Chief Director IEA on 12 August 2012 to grant an EA to Eskom on the basis that it will 

negatively affect its chicken raising business operation. 

 

On 18 August 2015, the applicant and Eskom met to discuss a settlement of the matter.  

 

We have been advised by the applicant’s attorney to pend the matter until their feedback is received. The state 

attorney advised in March 2017 that there are no new developments in the matter.   

R399 673.41 

22. David Mabunda  v 

SANParks & Min of 

the Departmental 

Affairs 

LS5138696 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2014/09/26 This is a labour matter involving the former CEO of SANParks whose contract was not renewed and as a result 

took SANParks to the CCMA. On 18 September 2014 the two parties submitted their initial arguments on paper 

and SANParks raised the point of misjoinder because the Minister of the Department of Environmental Affairs 

was not joined in the proceedings. The commissioner ruled that the Minister of the Department of 

Environmental Affairs had to be joined to the proceedings. The matter was postponed indefinitely. 

R214 291.50 

23. The South African 

National Roads 

Agency v Steward 

Oceans and 

Coasts 

2014/10/20 Applicant seeks an order for : 

Eviction of the Respondent from the property being the “boathouse” Portion 46 of the Farm Hangklip No. 305 
Administrative District, Knysna, Western Cape. 

R0.00 
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John Smith and 4 

Others (Western 

Cape High Court 

Cape Town) 

LS139403 

Court to determine just and equitable date for respondent to vacate the property. Court to determine a date on 
which the eviction order may be carried out. Respondent liable for costs on attorney and client scale / party and 
party scale. 

There were no formal joinder proceedings brought by Respondent to join the Department as a party to these 
proceedings.  
No further developments in this matter. 

24. Aquarius SA (Pty) 

Ltd v Minister of 

Water Affairs & 

Others 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2014/11/26 The Department is not cited in this application; however the implications of the relief being sought will definitely 

have an impact on the application of our legislation. The applicant seeks an order reviewing and setting aside 

the President’s decision to publish NEMLA (Act 25 of 24). 

 

The Constitutional Court considered the application for confirmation of the order of invalidity. 

 

The matter was heard by the Constitutional Court on 17 November 2015 and judgment was delivered on 23 

February 2016. The constitutional court upheld the appeal and declined to confirm the High Court’s order of 

invalidity. 

R213 487.89 

25. iSimangaliso 

Wetland Park 

Authority v Feasey 

Property Group & 

Others 

LS 140814 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2014/12/03 

 

This is an application brought by iSimangaliso seeking an order declaring that the possession by the 

respondents as unlawful, an interdict against the respondents prohibiting the marketing and sale of state land 

adjacent to the park.  No order is sought against the Minister, however Isimangaliso has requested that the 

Minister support this application as co-applicant. 

 

The Department has filed a notice to abide. State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the 

Department. 

0.00 

26. Eastern Cape Parks 

and Tourism Agency 

v Medbury (Pty) Ltd 

t/a Crown Safari and 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

2015/02/02 This is a dispute between the applicant and respondent regarding the ownership of wild game that has 

escaped the enclosure of a protected area. 

 

On 13 October 2015 the matter was in Court and arguments in favour of and against the development of the 

R181 902.32 
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Others Inspectorate common law were presented. The DEA officially withdrew its further participation in the matter.  

 

Judgment has subsequently been delivered in the matter on 18 February 2016. The Court highlighted that it 

would be appropriate for the development of the common law to be done through a legislative review process 

and not through the courts. Secondly, the ECPTA is in effect seeking a legislative amendment without first 

following due process-the Court did not agree with this approach. For these reasons, the Court dismissed the 

ECPTA’s case with costs. 

27. PSA obo J Arnold Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2015/03/25 Application to Labour Court to set aside the Arbitration award granted in favour of Ms Arnold. Ms Arnold 

obtained an Arbitration award in her favour for overtime worked during various voyages on board the vessels of 

the Department. The Department disputed these overtime claims as it was believed that these overtime hours 

worked was not necessary. Alternatively that the worked could have been performed during normal working 

hours.  

 

Matter was settled subsequent to receiving counsel’s legal opinion on 22 August 2016. 

R145 236.00 

28. Minister Of 

Environmental 

Affairs v XCF 

Consulting 

LS 143972 

Environmental 

Programmes 

2015/05/14 

 

The Directorate: Programme Planning and Implementation Support instructed the Chief Directorate: Corporate 

Legal Support and Litigation to request assistance in recovering monies paid and due by XFC Consulting CC 

(the implementer). The amount to be recovered is R3 031 171.00 (three million and thirty-one thousand one 

hundred and seventy-one rand) being an amount to rectify the defects in the project site. The claim arises from 

a failure by the implementer to submit remedial plan and to carry out remedial work identified in the technical 

assessment report despite being notified to do so. 

 

Line function and the litigation department are not in agreement with the opinion which avers that the 

Department’s claim has prescribed. 

0.00 
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On 26 June 2017 further advice was sought from counsel. 

29. Boiler Energy 

System 

Maintenance CC v 

Minister of the 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs & NDPP 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2015/07/09 

 

Notice of motion relate to an application for a declaratory order which seeks to circumvent liability by getting 

another Court to declare that his activities in the running of a rendering plant are excluded  from the definition 

of waste disposal activities and waste disposal facilities in terms of NEM:WA. 

 

Nothing has transpired in this matter since the filling of our Answering Affidavit. 

0.00 

30. Ralph Werner 

Koster v SANParks 

& Minster of DEAT & 

Another 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2015/07/22 

 

Summons matter wherein the Department was cited only as an interested party, the matter relates to the 

expropriation of farms that did not go through at the instance of SANParks many years ago. The plaintiff is 

attempting to force through the sale of the farms by arguing that the intention to expropriate came after the sale 

of the farm to a third party was complete. A notice to abide was filed and a new notice of set down is awaited  

0.00 

31. CER v  MEC of  

KZN, The 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2015/08/11 

 

CER instituted review proceedings in the High Court against the MEC of KZN for upholding a single fine 

imposed on a Mine for various activities. No relief is sought against the Department. 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

32. Umfolozi Sugar 

Planters Ltd v 

Isimangaliso 

Wetlands Park 

Authority & Others 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2015/08/04 

 

This is an application brought by UCOSP against iSimangaliso and Others for an order to keep the mouth of 

river Mfolozi open. 

 

The Department filed a confirmatory affidavit in support of iSimangaliso’s case. 

 

The Judge dismissed the application by UCOSP and two farmers against the ISimangaliso Wetland Park 

Authority and the Departments of Environmental Affairs, Water and Sanitation, Rural Development and Land 

0.00 
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Reform, and Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF). 

 

Awaiting a copy of a full written judgment from iSimangaliso Wetlands Park Authority. 

33. Earthlife (Mabola) 

and Others v 

Minister of DEA and 

Others 

LS 147697 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2015/09/21 

 

This is a review application brought by Earthlife and others against the Minister of Mineral Resources; the 

Department of Mineral Resources, Minister of Environmental Affairs to review and set aside the decision taken 

by the Minister of Mineral Resources to grant a mining right to Atha-Africa Ventures (Pty) Ltd in the Mabola 

Protected Environment. 

 

The Minister was cited as an interested party. 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

34. Treasure Karoo 

Action Group and 

Others v 

Department of 

Mineral Resources 

and Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS 150163 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2015/12/04 

 

A Notice of Motion was served on the state attorney. The Department was cited as a Respondent in the matter, 

however no relief is being sought against the Department. The Notice of Motion sets out the application made 

against the promulgation of the regulations for Petroleum Exploration and Production, 2015(Government 

gazette No. 38855). The Regulations deal with fracking. 

 

Awaiting trial date. 

R71 434.00 

35. Friends of 

Tsitsikamma 

Association v 

SANPARKS and 

Minister of 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2015/12/17 Matter was received based on two parts to the notice of motion namely Part A comprising an urgent application 

where it was submitted that the ordinary provisions regarding service and time periods were to be dispensed 

with and dealt with as per Uniform Rule 6(12). Part B is the review application wherein first and second 

respondents are interdicted and restrained from implementing, continuing to implement or in any other manner 

giving effect to, authorizing or permitting recreational angling in the Tsitsikamma Marine Protected Area, 

R117 460.57 
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Environmental 

Affairs and Another 

pursuant to the media announcement dated 30/11/2015. 

Settlement agreement reached between the Parties on 8 January 2016. In terms of the settlement agreement, 

the Minister and SANParks agreed to cease all fishing activities within the Tsitsikamma Marine Protected Area. 

36.  Proteadal 

Conservation 

Association vs MEC 

for GDARD and 7 

others 

LS 150537 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2016/01/01 

 

Notice of Motion for a review application of an Environmental Authorization by GDARD in respect of a 

development on a property known as Proteadal. The Minister of Environmental Affairs is cited as an interested 

party. No relief is sought against the Minister. 

 

The matter has not yet been set down. State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

37. FC Trust (Water 

Glen) vs Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS 150623 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/01/14 

 

FC Trust wrote a letter to the Department alleging that the Department is responsible for the illegal mining of 

sand in Hlimbitwa river also known as the Umvoti river. It is a claim for damages and restoration. 

 

The Kwazulu Natal Department of Agriculture, Environmental Affairs and Rural Development (KZNDAERD) is 

the Competent Authority herein. The environmental mandate as far as it relates to mining activities was 

transferred to the Department of Mineral Resources (“DMR”). 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

38. M.A. Hennop N.O 

and 3 others vs FSG 

Shelf 207 (Pty) LTD 

and 4 others 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/02/02 

 

Notice of Motion relating to the dispute regarding the ownership of cycads. No relief is sought against the 

Department. However, further enforcement action will be undertaken by our environmental management 

inspectors, as there seems to be some contraventions of the TOPS Regulations by the respondents which 

warrant further investigation 

0.00 

39. RCL Foods 

Consumer(Pty) LTD 

Legal 

Authorisations 

2016/02/10 

 

Urgent application set down for 8/3/2016 for an order declaring that the first and second respondent are acting 

unlawfully in conducting coal mining and related activities on certain portions of a farm in Bronkhortspruit. 

0.00 
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vs Makole 

Resources(Pty) LTD 

and 6 others 

LS 151347 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

Furthermore, that the first and second respondents are interdicted from conducting coal mining and related 

activities on certain portions of a farm in Bronkhortspruit. The Minister is cited as the fifth respondent and no 

relief is sought against the Minister. 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

40. Jozana Community 

Development Trust 

vs The Minister of 

Rural Development 

and Land Reform 

and 9 others 

LS 1524712 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/03/23 The Minister of Environmental Affairs and Tourism is cited as the 2nd Respondent. 

This is a review application for the setting aside of a decision taken by the Director-General of the Department 

of Rural Development and Land Reform. No relief is sought against the Department 

 

0.00 

41. Interwaste vs 

GDARD and 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/04/20 Interwaste brought an urgent application which was set down for hearing on the 21 June 2016 at the Gauteng 

Division of the High Court in Pretoria. It sought the suspension of a compliance notice issued by officials at 

GDARD, which has the potential effect of shutting down Interwaste’s activities at the FG Landfill site. No direct 

relief was sought against the DEA or the Minister. 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

42.  B.S. Boswell vs 

MEC Economic 

Development, 

Tourism and 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2016/05/13 

 

The aforementioned matter pertains to a review application against the refusal of a permit to export captive 

elephants to a zoo in the UAE and the refusal by the 1st and 2nd Respondent to issue a permit in that regard. 

The application sought to review this decision and subsequent failure of the 1st and 2nd respondent to revert on 

the Appeal. (The appeal decision was thereafter filed by the MEC’s office and has thus been attended to). 

R83 106.00 
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Description 
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Environmental 

Affairs and 2 others 

LS153502 

Furthermore, the applicant seeks to declare clause 12(4) and 12(5) of the Norms and Standards in terms of 

section 9 of the National Environment Management Biodiversity Act (“NEMBA”), 2004 as unlawful and invalid. 

 

The matter was heard on 12 May 2017 and judgment was handed down on 25 May 2017. The judge dismissed 

the application on the merits. 

State Attorney attending to the process of recovering costs. 

43. Vhembe Mineral 

Resources 

Stakeholder’s Forum 

and 6 others vs The 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 3 others 

LS 154293 

 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/06/01 

 

The Notice of Motion sets out an application made against the Minister of Environmental Affairs amongst 

others.  The Vhembe Mineral Resources Stakeholders Forum and six others intend to make an application for 

an order in the following terms:  

Reviewing and setting aside the decision of the Second Respondent (DDG) contained in a Record of Decision 

dated 16 January 2015 on the farms Erfrust 123 MS, Bergen Op Zoom 124 MS and Overvlakte 125 MS 

(portions 3,4 and 5), Musina, Limpopo Province; 

Remitting the aforesaid decision to the Second Respondent for reconsideration and correction in accordance 

with any recommendations the Court may deem fit. 

 

A Notice of Intention to Oppose on behalf of the Department and the Minister was filed. Furthermore, a record 

of decision was served and filed on 1 December 2016. The applicant has not taken further steps on this matter. 

R77 522.58 

44. Rustenburg 

Platinum Mines 

Limited vs the 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Climate 

Change and 

Air Quality 

2016/06/06 

 

This is an urgent application launched by Rustenburg Platinum Mines in which they seek an order from the 

Pretoria High Court that they not be compelled to comply with the minimum emission standard of 30 000 mg 

SO2 per NM3 set out in the decision by the National Air Quality Officer pending the final determination of 

review proceedings to be instituted by the applicant within 30 days.  

The review application will seek to review and set aside the Minister’s decision to dismiss the applicant’s 

R 178 609.50 



  Page 18 of 68 
  

Name of parties Branch 
Date 

received 
Description 

Costs to date 

(costs included in this report 
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be conclusive) 

Affairs and 1 other appeal against the Postponement Condition Decision.   

The matter was initially set down for 28 June 2016. On this date, the matter did not proceed and the applicant 

asked for a postponement in order to reply to the Department’s answering affidavit by 8 July 2016. 

The applicant failed to reply despite numerous extensions granted and in order to ensure that the matter is 

finalised. The matter was subsequently set down for 25 October 2016 and on the same day the applicant filed 

a notice of withdrawal, also tendering costs. 

 

The bill of costs was taxed and allowed in the amount of R146 411.72 

 

State Attorney is in a process of submitting the bill to the applicant for payment.  

45. Daniel Thabo 

(Hector) Magome vs 

the Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 2 others 

LS 154372  

 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2016/06/07 

 

Summons was received in this matter wherein the Plaintiff is Daniel Thabo (Hector) Magome, member of the 

North West Province and Mpumalanga Parks Boards, and the former Managing Executive: Conservation 

Services at South African National Parks. The Plaintiff prays for an order in the following terms :  

The First, Second and Third Defendants are ordered to issue an unconditional written apology to the Plaintiff to 

be published prominently in both an Afrikaans and English national newspaper with wording to the satisfaction 

of the Plaintiff within ten days after this order is granted. 

 

 A decision was taken not to oppose as there is no relief sort against the Minister. SANParks will keep the 

Minister informed of developments. 

0.00 
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46. Christina Busisiwe 

Kopana and 11 

others (including 

Malibongwe David 

Gonqose) vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 7 others 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/06/08 This is a Review Application in the Eastern Cape High Court of the Regulations for the Management of the 

Dwesa-Cweba Marine Protected Area in Gazette No. 39379 promulgated on 6 November 2015 in terms of 

section 48A(2) and 86(1)(a)(b)(c)(d) of the National Environmental Management : Protected Areas Act, 57 of 

2003 (Dwesa-Cweba Regulations). 

The Applicants seek an order to review and set aside the Dwesa-Cwebe Regulations which grants various 

fishing communities access to fishing within the Dwesa-Cwebe MPA. Furthermore, the Applicants seek an 

order that compels the first and second respondents to engage meaningfully with the Dwesa-Cweba 

communities and the other respondents regarding the manner in which the communities may exercise their 

rights of access and property or other associated right and customary law subject to reasonable regulation. 

The Department filed the Rule 53 record and no supplementary affidavit was filed by the Applicants. 

0.00 

47. VDH Holdings (PTY) 

Ltd and 1 other vs 

The Minister of 

Mineral Resources 

and 10 others 

LS 154820 

 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/06/10 

 

The Notice of Motion sets out an urgent application made against the Minister of Environmental Affairs 

amongst others and directing the Fourth and Fifth Respondents to take all necessary steps listed in section 

28(4) of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) (“the NEMA”), namely to 

direct any person who is causing, has caused or may cause significant pollution or degradation of the 

Environment on the Farm Wintersveld 417 KS, the Farm Jagdlust 417 KS and the Farm Zeekoegat 421 KS in 

the magisterial district of the Lepelle-Nkampu, Limpopo Province to:  

Cease any activity, operation or undertaking; 

Investigate, evaluate and assess the impact of specific activities and report thereon; 

Commence taking specific measures before a given date; 

Diligently continue with those measures; and 

Complete those measures before a specified reasonable date. 

 

The mandate for this matter lies with the DMR and it wishes to settle this matter out of court with the applicants. 

R39 381.75 
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However, the Department opposed the application and filed an explanatory answering affidavit for it to be 

withdrawn from the application. Due to the applicants not amenable to the Department of Environmental Affairs 

request, the matter will have to be set down in court to argue costs and the implementation of s28 of NEMA 

48. J.J. Wilkinson and 

another vs NPA and 

others 

LS 155708 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2016/07/04 

 

This is a Review application challenging the constitutionality of certain reverse onuses contained in Provincial 

Ordinances.  The Department has not been specifically cited in this matter. We are currently playing a 

supportive role in the matter. The Department’s affidavit was served and filed on the 20 February 2017. The 

applicants undertook to file the replying affidavit on the 14 March 2017 however we have not received anything 

to date. 

0.00 

49. Clair Waste 

Services vs REDISA 

and 2 others 

LS 155863 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2016/07/28 This is an urgent application by a Waste Tyre Processor against REDISA for non-fulfillment of contractual 

obligations relating to furnishing of waste tyres. No relief was sought against the Minister who was cited as an 

interested party. 

 

The matter was set down for the 5 August 2016 and was struck from the roll with costs. Matter considered 

Finalized 

0.00 

50. REDISA vs Shun 

Logistics (Pty) Ltd 

and 1 other 

LS 156085 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2016/08/04 This is an urgent application by REDISA to a Tyre Producer to subscribe to the Integrated Industry Waste Tyre 

Management Plan as promulgated by the Minister. 

The Minister was cited as a second Respondent and no cost order was sought unless formally opposed. 

Matter was not opposed and the parties entered into settlement negotiation. 

0.00 

51. Phillipus Jacobus 

van Staden and 

Legal 

Authorisations 

2016/08/26 

 

This is an application seeking DEA’s enforcement in terms of a waste permit. The management of the permit 

falls within the ambit of the municipality. 

0.00 
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Afriforum vs Min of 

DEA and 6 others 

LS 156471 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

The applicant’s attorneys have been informed that this is outside of DEA’s mandate. The State attorney was 

requested to attend court on the 20 September 2016 to ensure that no adverse costs orders were taken 

against the Department. The matter did not proceed and is now set down on the opposed roll for 9 October 

2017. 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

52. Cradle of Human 

Kind Conservation 

Group vs WRDM 

and 6 others 

LS 157460 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/08/26 The matter pertains to a previous court order and settlement agreement from 2010 wherein rezoning was to 

have occurred on the property to bring the zoning in line with use at that stage and keeping record of the 

structures/persons occupying the property.  

It appears that the other respondents have not complied in terms of the order and the applicant’s attorneys are 

seeking enforcement thereof.  

The Minister has been cited in so far as she may have an interest in the order and no relief is sought against 

her. 

The Applicant’s attorneys have approached the Municipality regarding compliance with the court order. 

0.00 

53. Earthlife Africa Jhb 

vs Min of DEA and 6 

others 

LS 156608 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/08/26 

 

This is a Review application in terms of which the EA and Appeal decision regarding the Thabametsi Coal 

Fired Power Station is sought to be reviewed and set aside. 

 

The matter was set down for 2 and 3 March 2017. Judgment was handed down on the 8 March 2017.  

R407 575.00 

54. A-Thermal Retort 

Technologies(PTY) 

Ltd vs Chief Director 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

2016/08/30 

 

This is a Review application in terms of which the EA and Appeal decision regarding the Waste Disposal 

Facility for Interwaste in the Germiston area is sought to be reviewed and set aside. 

R21 749.50 
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IEA and 3 others 

LS157433 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

 

The Answering Affidavit was filed in court together with our Application for a Condonation for its late filing on 28 

February 2017. 

The Heads of Arguments were served and filed on 19 June 2017.  

The matter has not been set down yet. 

55. AJ Grunschloss vs 

DEA 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2016/09/06 Application in the Labour Court by Grunschloss (Applicant) against the Minister (First Respondent) and Nolitha 

(Third Respondent) to employ him as a diesel mechanic. The First Respondent objected to the employment of 

the Applicant based on his behaviour towards other members and staff. Based on these objections, the 

Department of Public Works (Second Respondent) informed the Third Respondent. The Third Respondent 

indicated to Applicant that it cannot employ him based on these objections raised by the First Respondent. The 

Applicant then instituted urgent legal proceedings in the Labour Court to have him reinstated. The application 

was withdrawn and the matter was settled on the following  terms: 

The Applicant needs to go to Third Respondent and commence his employment on their terms and conditions. 

By virtue of his appointment by Third Respondent, his name will be submitted to the list of participants on the 

SANAE voyage, he would then need to join the rest of the construction team on the voyage departing on 30 

November 2016 and return with the rest of his team – all in the capacity of a Third Respondent’s employee/ 

contractor (as would the rest of the Nolitha team). 

Each party to pay its own cost in relation to application. 

 Final court order received from State Attorney on 03/02/2017.File can be closed; matter finalised. 

R 71 316.00 

56. REDISA NPC and 1 

other vs Minister of 

DEA 

LS156911 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2016/09/08 The applicants brought an urgent application for an interim order calling upon the Minister to show cause why 

the Notice issued in terms of the National Environmental Management : Waste Act, 2008 ( Act 59 of 2008) 

[NEM:WA] should not be reviewed and set aside. The matter was set down for 12 September 2016. 

The notice was thus withdrawn on the 12 September 2016 and subsequently a new notice for public comment 

0.00 
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was published. The application was adjourned sine die with costs in the cause. 

No further developments on this matter since REDISA has been placed under provisional liquidation. 

57. REDISA NPC vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and Minister 

of Finance 

LS 156932 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2016/09/10 

 

This is a Review application in terms of which the Pricing Strategy relating to Waste Tyres Management is 

sought to be reviewed and set aside.  

 

An answering affidavit was served and filed on 22 February 2017 and 23 February 2017 respectively. 

 

No further developments on this matter since REDISA has been placed under provisional liquidation. 

R18 553.50 

58. DRDGold Limited & 

3 Others vs Minister 

Of Environmental 

Affairs And 6 Others 

LS 157176 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/09/13 

 

This is an application challenging the legality of the financial provision regulations promulgated on the 20 

November 2015 by the Minister. The constitutionality of section 50(A) of NEMA is also being challenged. 

The state attorney was advised to approach the applicants to hold the matter in abeyance until the end of June 

2017. The Regulations require more work therefore the state attorney was advised to request a further 

extension until the end of September 2017. 

R 7 670.00 

59. Norah Thabisa 

Motolwana  vs 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs  

 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2016/09/29 This is an application for an order interdicting and restraining the Respondent from holding a disciplinary 

hearing against the Applicant.  The Department instituted disciplinary proceedings against the employee for 

misconduct. 

 

The Labour Court dismissed the application on the 18 May 2016. However, on the 20 June 2016, a notice of 

leave to appeal was received. The Applicant failed to take any further steps in relation to the notice of leave to 

appeal that was filed. 

R53 600.00 
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60. Dieter Ernst 

Horstmann v The 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 1 other 

 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

 This matter is between Horstmann (Applicant) and Minister of environmental Affairs and Frances Cragie are 

quoted as the second and third Respondents respectively. 

 

The Applicant is seeking an order to compel the respondents to release 238 parrots that were attached to the 

Savannah Quarantine Station on 30th August 2016. And further, compel the Respondents to disclose the exact 

destination of which the parrots were moved. Moreover, to compel the Respondents to allow Applicants access 

to the premises with or without an assistance of a veterinarian surgeon, where the said parrots were kept.  

 

The matter was heard in court on the 6th September 2016 and the court ordered as follows: 

 

1. Compelling the respondents to disclose to the applicant the detail of the destinations to which the 

238 were moved on 30th August 2016. 

2. Compelling the respondents to allow applicants immediate access to the premises on which the 

mentioned parrots are kept with or without the assistance of a veterinarian surgeon of applicant’s 

choice in order to inspect the parrots. 

3. Respondent to pay the costs of the application. 

 

The matter has been finalised. 

R 22 233.57 

61. Kranskoppie 

Boerdery Limited 

LS 157871 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2016/10/18 

 

This is an application seeking to review, set aside and declare invalid the failure by the MEC (Limpopo) to take 

a decision in respect of the application in terms of NEMPA to declare the properties and area identified as a 

nature reserve.  

 

The state attorney filed a Notice to abide on behalf of the Minister.  The state attorney received instructions to 

file a Notice to oppose on behalf of the MEC. 

 

0.00 
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State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

62. Springbokdraai 

Boerdery PTY Ltd 

and two others V 

Haasfontein 

Belleggings 

(PTY)LTD 

LS 158072 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/10/21 

 

 

This is an urgent application brought by the applicants against the first and second Respondents to remove an 

obstruction installed by them in the Waterval River. 

 

The matter was not opposed as there was no relief against the Minister. Any action to be taken lies within the 

competence of the Province (Mpumalanga). 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

63. Simunye 

Construction V 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS 149464 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2016/11/10 

 

During March 2010 and subsequent to a response by the Plaintiff (Simunye Construction) to an invitation by an 

entity known as Buyisa-e-bag, a company duly registered and incorporated in terms of s21 of the Companies 

Act, No. 61 of 1973 as amended to tender for the manufacture, delivery and construction of steel structure 

buildings for use as recycling buy-back centres awarded the tender to the Plaintiff. 

 

The plaintiff alleges that pursuant to the tender and in writing, service level agreements were entered into 

between the plaintiff and Buyisa-e-Bag for Bid No. BeB TEN 10/04 for each of the buyback centres. During or 

about the end of 2012, commencing 2013, Buyisa-e-Bag was wound up and was eventually deregistered 

thereafter. It is alleged that prior to the winding up and/or deregistration of Buyisa-e-Bag all rights and 

obligations were assigned to the Minister of Environmental Affairs, alternatively the Member of Executive 

Committee: Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural development, which rights and obligations included 

Buyisa-e-Bag’s rights and obligations towards Simunye Construction. 

 

Parties currently exchanging pleadings. 

0.00 

64. Mineral Sands 

Resources vs The 

Minister of 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

2016/10/20 Urgent review application to set aside search warrant and decision to enforce NEMA and ICM relating to 

mining activity. The Applicant operates a mine on the west coast. The Department received various complaints 

relating to alleged environmental contraventions in contravention of the environmental authorisations issued. 

R384 407.21 
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Environmental 

Affairs and Others 

 LS158278  

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

The Department tried to gain access to the mine to do a site inspection but was refused access by the mining 

company. A task team comprising of the Department; DEA:DP western Cape, Department of Mineral 

Resources and the Matzikama Municipality was established to deal with the matter and decide on a way 

forward.  It was agreed that the Department would apply for and obtain a search and seizure warrant to gain 

access to the mine.  

 

The Applicant seeks an order to set aside the warrant obtained as well as declaring that the Department and 

DEA:DP have no jurisdiction to do any compliance and enforcement relating to mining activities. 

 

Matter was heard from 20 February 2017 to 23 February 2017. 

 

Judgment delivered on 20 March 2017 in favour of the applicants setting aside the warrant obtained by the 

DEA with costs. The court found that DMR is the competent authority to do compliance and enforcement in 

relation to mining activities. However, the court found that the Department still has the authority to compliance 

and enforcement in relation to an alleged contravention of the Integrated Coastal Management Act, 2008 even 

if such contravention occurs within a mine. 

 

State Attorney awaiting taxed costs for the applicant. 

65. Umnotho weSizwe 

Resources(PTY)Ltd 

and two others V 

The Minister of 

Mineral Resources 

and others 

LS 158700 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/11/11 

 

An urgent review application was received from Umnotho weSizwe Resources (PTY) LTD and two others, 

issued by the Registrar of the High Court of South Africa, Gauteng Division, Pretoria. The first applicant holds a 

mining license which was issued by the first respondent, authorizing the liberation of minerals from the farm 

Mooihoek 255KT (a portion of Portion 1 and Portion 2, Sekhukhune District). The applicants are mining a 

mineral called chrome. A group of unknown individuals are in the process of conducting an illegal mining 

operation on this farm. The applicants allege that hundreds of tons of chrome are being mined and removed 

from the property, on a daily basis. 

R31 464.00 

http://edms.environment.gov.za/edms/livelink.exe?func=work.StatusHeader&WorkID=23586522&SubWorkID=23586522&nexturl=%2Fedms%2Flivelink%2Eexe%3Ffunc%3DPersonal%2EAssignments
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The application has been opposed on behalf of the DG and the Minister. On 22 November 2016 the urgent 

application was dismissed with costs in favour of the Respondents.  

 

The matter was again set down on the urgent roll. We appeared in court to hear the urgent application on the 6 

December 2016 and the matter was adjourned for argument to 8 December 2016. On 8 December 2016 the 

Judge ordered the SAPS to assist the applicants. The matter will have to be placed on the roll to argue costs. 

66. John Frederick 

Hume V the Minister 

of Environmental 

affairs N.O. and the 

MEC of the 

Department of 

Rural, Environment 

and agricultural 

development: North 

West Provincial 

Government 

LS 159215  

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2016/11/28 

 

An urgent application was brought against the Minister to issue a permit that was applied for by the applicant.  

 

The Minister is not the issuing authority for the permit. The answering affidavit was served on the 9 December 

2016 and filed on the 14 December 2016. On the 15 December 2016 the applicant’s attorney tendered a notice 

to withdraw to Counsel. The matter will have to be enrolled for costs. 

 

0.00 

67. PSA obo Sibusiso 

Chibi v Department 

of Environmental 

Affairs 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2016/11/07 

 

An application to the Labour Court for an order that Mr Chibi’s employment benefits be backdated to the date 

when his position was supposed to have been automatically upgraded, as was done to other positions on the 

same level. 

 

No further developments on this matter since the filling of the Statement of Claim by the Department. 

R42 900.00 
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LS158538 

68. Arcellormittal SA Ltd 

v Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs & DDG: 

LACE 

 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/11/10 

 

This is a review application relating to the dismissal of an appeal by the Minister lodged by the applicant 

against a directive issued to Arcellormittal SA Ltd in terms of Section 28(4) of NEMA, as well as the decision to 

dismiss its objection to the compliance notice issued by the DDG in terms of Section 31L. The review 

application brought is divided into two parts, one deals with the Minister’s decision to dismiss the objection to 

the compliance notice, while the other part seeks to invalidate the DDG’s original decision to issue a 

compliance notice.  The applicant claims that it is compelled to bring a review of the decisions, because it does 

not want to be held criminally liable. 

 

The Answering Affidavit was filed and the applicant has filed its Replying Affidavit on 18 August 2017. No 

further affidavits will be filed by the respondents. Filing Sheet to Applicant’s Written Submissions and Index to 

Pleadings served at the State Attorney’s office on 20 September 2017. 

 

The matter has been enrolled as a special motion set down for hearing on 13 and 14 February 2018. 

R23 079.50 
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69. Rustenburg 

Platinum Mines 

Limited vs the 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs, National Air 

Quality Officer & 

Capricorn 

Municipality 

Climate 

Change and 

Air Quality 

2016/11/28 This is a review application launched by Rustenburg Platinum Mines in which they seek an order setting aside 

the Minister’s decision to dismiss the applicant’s appeal against the National Air Quality Officer’s decision to 

grant postponement with a condition that RPM must comply with the an SO2 emission limit of 30 00 mg of SO2 

per Nm3 during the period in which compliance with the 2015 MES was postponed.  

The RPM objected to the condition of the postponement and lodged an appeal with the Minister against the 

decision of the National Air Quality Officer. They wanted a higher emission limit. The Minister dismissed the 

appeal. The postponement relates to the Polokwane smelter. 

 

The Answering Affidavit drafted and will be accompanied by an application for condonation for its late filling.  

R 41 037.50 

70. New Line 

Investments 44 (Pty) 

Ltd & Others Knysna 

Local Municipality 

Case No 1975216 

LS158422 

Oceans and 

Coasts 

2016/11/01 Interdict application to prevent the First Respondent to unlawfully conduct and / or expand a cemetery (except 

on the existing graveyard) on the subject property in question which included construction work or any 

earthworks  and to obtain a Mandamus order compelling the First Respondent to remove unlawful graves from 

the subject property (except for the existing graveyard) until the First Respondent has procured dominium 

thereof and has successfully complied with all the statutory provisions by virtue of which the conduct of a 

cemetery on the subject project should be authorised. The application was heard on 04 November 2016 and 

the Applicants obtained the requested order. We had been advised that the First Respondent withdrew its 

Notice of Opposition and was in negotiations with the Applicant. No further developments in this matter.  

0.00 

71. Hans Ulrich Plotz 

N.O and Member of 

EC for LG, EA & 

Dev Planning and 2 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/11/01 Western Cape Provincial Department of Environmental Affairs (DEADP) has lodged an application to the 

Supreme Court of Appeal against part of the judgment handed down by Justice Van Staden on 20 May 2016. 

This matter deals with the Section 24G administrative fine which was imposed and the court’s view of the 

competent authority’s application of the Section 24G calculator and the court’s view of the actual process. Non 

0.00 
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Others 

LS158379. 

new developments in this matter. 

 

72. Somnimate (Pty)Ltd 

& Another v VA 

Investment CC & 

Others  

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2016/12/08 This is an urgent interdict application where the applicant seeks to prevent the respondent from proceeding 

with construction work on a specific property, as well as the wholesaling of petroleum products from the said 

property. No relief is sought against the Minister. 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

0.00 

73. REDISA V Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2016/12/14 

 

This is an urgent application in two parts brought against the Minister’s decision to issue a directive to REDISA 

preventing it from disposing of any assets or entering into any contracts with financial implications without the 

Minister’s approval (Part A is a rule nisi application upon to the Minister to show cause why the directive she 

issued against REDISA should not be declared unlawful and set aside). Part B is an application for the 

suspension of the operation of the directive pending finalisation of part A.  

 

No further developments since the REDISA has been placed on provisional liquidation. 

0.00 

74. Recycling & Econ 

Development 

Initiative of SA 

(Redisa) Vs Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs 

LS159819 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/01/18 

 

This is an Application to review and set aside Regulation 9(jA) of the Waste Tyre Regulations, 2009. 

No further developments since REDISA is currently under provisional liquidation. 

 

R167 892.78 
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75. Long Beach 

Homeowner Ass Vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS160081 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/01/30 

 

This is an Application seeking an order in the following terms:- 

 

1. The MEC is in contempt of the court order granted on 25 April 2016 in that he failed to take a decision 

timeously in the internal appeal as directed by the Court; 2. To have the internal appeal suspended in terms of 

section 17(3) of NEMA whilst the parties engage in the conciliation process; 3. Have the Director-General 

appoint a conciliator in terms of section 18(1) within 14 days of the court order. The Conciliator must produce a 

report within 7 days of the mediation process; 

 The matter was heard on 23 March 2017. 

The application against the MEC for a contempt order was dismissed with costs. The court was of the view that 

the MEC “did not wilfully and mala fides fail to comply with the court order,”… and she was persuaded that the 

MEC did not “deliberately and intentionally violate the court’s repute”. 

The applicant has substituted attorneys of record and filed a Notice of Appeal on 28 July 2017. 

0.00 

76. Esmelau Eidomme, 

Zwartrand 

Fontainebleau, 

Cornelius 

LS160103 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2017/02/01 The applicants  intend to apply to the above Honourable Court for an order, that the first respondent’s failure to 

take a decision in respect of the applicant’s application for the declaration of a nature reserve in terms of 

section 23(1)(a) of the NEM: Protected Areas Act 57 of 2003 is reviewed. 

 

No relief sought against the Minister, she is merely an interested party. 

0.00 

77. Andries Van Tonder 

v Minister of 

Environmental 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2017/02/02 The Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Development issued two permits to the applicant regarding 

the export of Lion Bones.  The CITES listing for lion was amended during the COP 17 to include that an annual 

R26 775.00 
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Affairs quota must be established before anymore bones can be exported.  

This annotation came into effect on 2 January 2017 (90 days after the COP as provided for in Article XV 2.(l) of 

the text of the Convention). 

This application has its genesis in an email dated 20 January 2017 instructing the Provinces to withdraw all 

permits dealing with lion bones until the quota has been established. The permit cannot be withdrawn in law 

under these circumstances. Therefore a letter was sent to Gauteng Province to advise them that the email that 

was sent has been withdrawn. This matter was settled under the circumstances whereby the Department 

stipulated that the email sent on 20 January 2017 to the Provinces is withdrawn and that the respective permits 

be regarded as valid. 

78. SL Storage 

Talisman and 

Another Vs Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs and Others 

LS160827 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/02/01 

 

Urgent application for an interdict against Kings Hire CC (First Respondent) from disposing of any waste or 

sewage into a manhole situated at their premises. Furthermore, the applicants seek to have the permission 

granting by the City of Tshwane (Second and Third Respondents) authorising the First Respondent to dispose 

sanitary waste and sewage into the manhole be reviewed and set aside.  

 

The Applicants and the City of Tshwane Metropolitan Municipality (Second and Third Respondents) have 

entered into a settlement agreement which has been made an Order of Court. The matter is effectively no 

longer proceeding. 

0.00 

79. VDH Holdings (Pty) 

Ltd & Absolute 

Group Management 

Vs Minister of 

Environmental 

Legal 

Authorisations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/02/24 

 

The applicants intend to apply to the court to review and set aside the following two decisions of the Minister of 

Mineral Resources: (1) to dismiss and set aside the decision of the DG(DMR) to refuse and set aside the 

mining right application for chrome of Samancor Chrome Limited in terms of the Mineral and Petroleum 

Resources Development Act 28 of 2002(“MPRDA”), in respect of the farms Winterveld 417KS, Jagdlust 418KS 

and Zeekoegat 421KS in the Limpopo Province and; (2) to grant a mining right to Samancor Chrome Limited to 

0.00 
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Affairs 

LS160897 

mine for chrome in respect of the Properties. 

The Departments’ notice to oppose was filed. The Department’s Rule (6)(5)(d) was also served and filed. 

Awaiting applicant’s response.  

80. Inter- Waste  (Pty) 

Ltd Vs Ishaam 

Abader, Department  

of Environmental 

Affairs & Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS160897 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/02/17 This is an urgent Court Application by Inter-waste (PTY) Ltd (“Applicant”) against the Department of 

Environmental Affairs for an interdict against the enforcement of the Directive issued on 10 February 2017 

under section 28(4) of the National Environmental Management Act, No. 107 of 1998 (“NEMA”). The 

Application was brought at the Johannesburg High Court under case number 00021/17. 

On 17 February 2017 Inter-waste brought an urgent application which was placed before the judge at 19H30. 

The matter was postponed to allow the DEA to file its Answering Affidavit before arguments could be heard on 

23 February 2017.  

Before the matter could be heard, the Greater Midstream Forum (“GMF”) requested the Minister to invoke the 

provisions of section 43(9) of NEMA in a letter received on 20 February 2017. Inter-waste was then afforded 

the opportunity to make representations to the Minister in light of the request received from the GMF. The 

parties then agreed that the application set down for hearing on 23 February 2017 will be withdrawn on 

condition that DEA does not act on the directive until the Minister has decided on the section 43(9) request 

from the GMF. 

This matter is linked to the appeal lodged by the applicant herein. The Minister is still considering the appeal 

hence the matter is still not yet finalised 

R 120 198.75 

81.  Indwe Aviation (Pty) 

Ltd v  Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs , Ultimate 

Oceans and 

Coasts 

2017/03/28  This is a review application lodged by the Applicant to review and set aside the Department’s decision to 

award the tender, for the appointment of a Service Provider for the provision of Helicopter Support Service with 

full crew and compliment to the Branch Oceans and Coast, for 4 years to the 2nd Respondent. 

0.00 
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Heli (Pty) Ltd The Applicant is of the view that the award of the tender to the second respondent was irrational. 

Record in terms of Rule 53 has been filed. Supplementary record (answer request record dated 2 June 2017) 

filed on 15/06/2017. 

Answering affidavit to be filed on 22/09/2017. 

 

82. Horizon Park & 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs The Rand 

Water Board and 

Others 

Case No.: 

22718/2017 PTA 

LS162642 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/04/20 

 

The Application is divided into two parts. Part A seek an interdict against the Rand Water Board (First 

Respondent) from taking possession of property known as Erf 4948, Weltevredenpark (property). Part B seeks 

to review and set aside the individual decisions taken by First Respondent, The Minister of Water & Sanitation 

(Second Respondent), the MEC for Environmental Affairs, Gauteng (Third Responded) and the DDG: LACE 

(Fourth Respondent).  

Furthermore, the Applicants seeks to have the authorisation dated 10 March 2014 reviewed and set aside. It is 

alleged by the Applicants that they only became aware of this decision in March 2017 when they were 

furnished with a letter from the First Responded which served to justify the expropriation of the above-mention 

property.  

 

Copies of the record of decision was hand delivered on 22 May 2017. Part A: The urgent application was 

struck off roll with costs nothing happened since then 

0.00 

83. Upper Highway Air 

NPC vs Enviroserv 

Waste Management 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/04/13 

 

The Plaintiff herein brought an action under section 32 of NEMA against Enviroserve (1st Defendant) for a 

relief, amongst others, in the following terms:- 

(a) Interdict against the 1st defendant from conducting any further waste management activities at 

0.00 
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(PTY) LTD 

Case no.: 3692/17 

DBN 

LS162755 

Shongweni Landfill Site (SLS) 

(b) Comply with its operational practices as set out in the Site Operational Control Plan. 

The order for the urgent interdict was granted. State Attorney to address the issue of costs. 

84. Nsele Sfiso Pannuel 

Vs Minister of 

Environemntal 

Affairs 

LS162772 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2017/05/10 

 

Applicant is an employee of SANPARKS. Application relates to labour rights. 

 

State attorney has an undertaking from the Applicant’s attorneys that no order will be sought against the 

Minister of Environmental Affairs, and the matter is to proceed against SANPARKS only. 

0.00 

85. Beukes Pieter // 

Theewater Nature 

Reserve 

LS162773 

Oceans and 

Coasts 

2017/05/10 

 

Letter of Demand received from Plaintiff’s attorneys relating to an accident occurring when plaintiff travelling on 

a motor bike collided with a red wildebeest on the road. Claiming that the wildebeest came from the 

Theewaters Nature Reserve. 

The Plaintiff sustained serious injuries and is claiming past hospital expenses, past loss of income, future loss 

of income, future medical and related expenses and general damages. The Theewaters Nature Reserve does 

not fall within the ambit of the Minister and the Department of Environmental Affairs. The claim amounts to 

R2 206 532.82. 

0.00 

86. Distressed Mining 

Community of Ogies 

vs Glencore 

Operations South 

Africa (PTY) LTD 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/05 

 

The Applicant seeks to have the 1st, 2nd and 3rd Respondents stop the nuisance caused by their mining 

activities in an area described as 10 km radius around the Ogies Police Station (Part A). Secondly, amongst 

others, have their prospecting rights, mining rights and Environmental Authorisation reviewed and set aside. 

The Minister for Environmental Affairs has been cited as an interested party. 

0.00 
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and Others 

Case No.: 

7945/2017 

 

On 19 May 2017 State Attorney Johannesburg was instructed to file a Notice to abide on behalf of the Minister. 

 

State Attorney keeping a watching brief on behalf of the Department. 

87. G.C Verhoef and 2 

Others Vs Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs 

LS163037 

Oceans and 

Coasts 

2017/05/18 

 

Combined Summons issued requesting an order against First and Second Defendants directing them to sign 

all documents to register a praedial servitude over Portion 96 of Farm Kraaldoorn and Remainder of Portion 92 

of Farm Kraaldoorn in the Kannaland Municipality; That the Plaintiffs have a right of way servitude be 6 metres 

wide; Where the court finds that the Plaintiffs have a right of way servitude over Portion 96 of Farm Kraaldoorn 

and Remainder of Portion 92 of Farm Kraaldoorn in the Kannaland Municipality then the First and Second 

Defendants must pay compensation in the amount of R3000.00 to the Plaintiffs etc  

On 16 May 2017, we instructed the State Attorney that Minister will not be opposing this application and that 

they may proceed to file a notice to abide on behalf of our Department. 

0.00 

88. Enviroserv Waste 

Management // 

eThekwini - Case 

No. 19428/2017 

 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/06 

 

Urgent application by Enviroserv Waste Management against the eThekwini Municipality (1st respondent) and 

the Minister of Environmental Affairs (2nd respondent). The application was set down for hearing on 13 June 

2017 at the Gauteng Local Division of the High Court, Johannesburg. In terms of PAJA, Enviroserve can bring 

this application in Gauteng since its principal place of business is in Germiston, Gauteng. 

Amongst others, Enviroserve is seeking for an order reviewing and setting aside the failure by the eThekwini 

Municipality to decide the application submitted by Enviroserv dated 22 May 2017 to tanker trade effluent 

(contaminated storm water) to the Southern Waste Water Treatment Works (SWWTW).  

No relief is sought against the Minister, however, she has been cited by virtue of the interest she may have in 

0.00 
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the relief sought in this application. 

In its papers, Enviroserve argue that the build-up of liquid effluent at the Shongweni landfill and waste 

management site, in the aftermath of the court order handed down on 26 April 2017 (Upper Highway Air NPC 

vs Enviroserv Waste Management (PTY) LTD), is about to result in an environmental disaster if the 

application mentioned above is not granted by the eThekwini Municipality. Effectively, Enviroserv is seeking for 

a permission to deliver the contaminated storm water to the SWWTW. 

 

On 12 June 2017 State Attorney Johannesburg was instructed to file a Notice to abide on behalf of the 

Minister. 

89. Ex Parte Application 

for Liquidation: 

Kusaga Taka 

Consulting Case no: 

10123/17 WC 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/06 Application by the Minister to provisionally place Kusaga Taka Consulting under liquidation without giving 

notice in terms of the rules. The application was brought ex parte and on an urgent basis. The matter was 

heard on 8 June 2017 at the Western Cape High Court. The order sought was granted with a return date being 

25 July 2017.  

A provisional Liquidator was appointed on 9 June 2017 who then took over the business of Kusaga Taka as a 

going concern. 

KTC then brought an application to anticipate the return date of 22 June 2017. Upon application by the 

Minister, it was however postponed to 5 July 2017. 

 

Matter was heard on 5 and 6 July 2017. 

Judgment was granted on 16 September 2017 in favour of the Minister and placing the Applicant under final 

0.00 
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liquidation. 

90. EX Parte Application 

for Liquidation: 

Redisa Case no: 

9675/17 WC 

LS163558 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/07 

 

Application by the Minister to provisionally put REDISA under liquidation without giving notice in terms of the 

rules. The application was brought ex parte and on an urgent basis. 

 

The matter was heard on 5 and 6 July 2017 and judgment was granted on 16 September 2017 in favour of the 

Minister and placing the Applicant under final liquidation. 

R1 494 664.56 

91. Blac Guru’s 

Investment CC Vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs Case No: 

36915/17 

LS163559 

Environmental 

Programmes 

2017/06/07 

 

Summons issued against the Minister of Environmental Affairs by Blac Guru Investment CC.  It relates to a 

project management fee in relation to Phase two (implementation) of Mhinnga Crocodile capture and Breeding 

Programme. 

The plaintiff and the Department entered into an agreement for the implementation of the above-mentioned 

project. It is claimed that the Department is in breach of the contract in that it failed to provide a notice of 

breach or repudiation notice to the plaintiff. Therefore by way of the summons the plaintiff is canceling the 

contract and seeking damages in the amount of R2 079 000. 

0.00 

92. Product Testing 

Institute. Founding 

Affidavit: Redisa 

Case No.: 

38741/2017 PTA 

LS163560 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/07 

 

Application by the Minister to provisionally put Product Testing Institute (PTI) under liquidation without giving 

notice in terms of the rules. The application was brought ex parte and on an urgent basis. 

 

The matter has been allocated a special dates by the DJP for 27 and 28 November 2017. 

 

0.00 



  Page 39 of 68 
  

Name of parties Branch 
Date 

received 
Description 

Costs to date 

(costs included in this report 

subject to verification with 

Finance, and may therefore not 

be conclusive) 

93. Limpopo Legal 

Solution vs Minister 

of Water & 

Sanitation and 

Others. Case No.: 

545/17 T/Ndou 

LS163881 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/20 

 

Application by the Limpopo Legal Solutions against Vhembe District Municipality set down for hearing on 14 

June 2017. The Minister is cited as the fourth respondent. 

It is an urgent application for an order compelling the municipality to repair a sewage pipe line at the entrance 

of the Thohoyandou Library. 

No order is sought against the Minister and is only cited as an interested party. 

 

On 12 June 2017 State Attorney Thohoyandou was instructed to file a Notice to abide on behalf of the Minister. 

0.00 

94. Golfview Mining 

Proprietary Limited v 

Aldiwe Enterprise 

Proprietary Limited 

and 4 others 

Case 

No:38588/2017 

LS163877 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/06/20 

 

Application by Golfview Mining Property Limited (In Business review) against Aldiwe enterprise Property 

Limited, Van Der Merwe, Johannes Pieters, Minister of Mineral Resources, Minister of Water and Sanitation 

and Minister of Environmental Affairs. 

Amongst others the relief sought is that (1) pending the final adjudication of the arbitration proceedings to be 

launched by the first respondent, that the first respondent be interdicted and restrained from conducting any 

mining activities on the farm Buhrmanstafelkop 135T (‘mining Area”) in respect of which the Applicant has a 

mining right; and (2) Evicting the first respondent from the mining area. 

 

The papers do not refer to the Minister of Environmental affairs her Department except in the citations. 

There is no need for the Minister to enter into this litigation. 

0.00 

95. Limpopo Legal 

Solution vs Minister 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

2017/06/20 

 

Application by the Limpopo Legal Solutions against Vhembe District Municipality set down for hearing on 13 

June 2017. The Minister is cited as the fourth respondent. 

0.00 
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of Water & 

Sanitation and 

Others. Case No.: 

531/17 T/Ndou 

LS163882 

Management It is an urgent application for an order compelling the municipality to provide free basic water to the residents of 

Makhasa Village under Xigalo Traditional Council, Malamulele. 

No order is sought against the Minister and is only cited as an interested party. The Minister will abide by the 

Court’s decision.  

96. Marthinus Philippus 

Steyl vs Department 

of Economic 

Development, 

Tourism & 

Environmental 

Affairs, FS And 

Others Case No.: 

2841/17 

Bloemfontein 

LS163999 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2017/ 06/23 Application seeking an order against the Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental 

Affairs, Free State Province (“1st respondent”);  

The Department of Environmental Affairs (“4th respondent”) and the Minister of Environmental Affairs (5th 

respondent”) have been joined as interested parties in this application. There is no relief sought against the 4th 

and 5th respondents. 

 

The applicant is seeking an order compelling the Province to consider the applications submitted by the 

applicant for the exportation of any bones, bone pieces, bone products, claws, skeletons, skulls and teeth of 

Lions derived from captive breeding operations. The applicant alleges that the Province has not considered his 

applications because at CITES meeting held in Johannesburg from 24 September 2016 to 4 October 2016 it 

was resolved that South Africa must establish a quota for Lion bones derived from captive breeding facilities 

within the Republic. The said quota has not been established. It is their argument that the Province can still 

consider the applications and allow the applicant to trade pending the finalization of the said quota. 

 

Even though there is no relief sought against 4th and 5th respondents, there are allegations raised in this 

application which relates to the 4th and 5th respondents as the South African representative to the Convention 

0.00 
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on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (“CITES”). The delay in finalizing the 

quota by the DEA is considered to be one of the reasons why the Province has failed to consider the 

applications for permits by the applicant. State Attorney is keeping a watching brief on this matter. 

97. Limpopo Legal 

Solution vs Vhembe 

District Municipality 

and Others. Case 

No.: 425/17 96. 

T/Ndou 

LS163884 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/06/20 

 

Application for leave to appeal against a cost order. The application in the court a quo was struck off the roll. 

The Limpopo Legal Solutions argues that since it brought an application compelling Vhembe District 

Municipality to repair a burst sewage pipe in Malamulele, the respondents should not have been awarded 

costs. The applicant in the court a quo should have been shielded from adverse cost order since it was 

enforcing Constitutional rights.  

No order is sought against the Minister and is only cited as an interested party. The Minister will abide by the 

Court’s decision.  

0.00 

98. GroundWork And 

Others vs Atha-

Africa Ventures (Pty) 

Ltd And Others – 

Case No.: 41970/17 

PTA High Court 

LS164001 

 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2017/06/23 

 

The applicants are seeking an urgent interdict against Atha-Africa Ventures (1st respondent) from conducting 

mining activities on the properties listed in Annexure A of the Notice of Motion. These properties are situated 

near Wakkerstroom in the Mpumalanga Province which is near the Mabola Protected Environment. It is alleged 

that Atha-Africa Ventures (AVV) intend commencing with mining activities on 28 June 2017. 

 

The application was set down for hearing at the North Gauteng High Court, Pretoria on 27 June 2017. 

The matter was adjourned until 28 June 2017 in order for the parties to reach a settlement in the matter. The 

matter was eventually removed from the roll by agreement with each party to pay its own costs. AVV gave an 

assurance that no mining related activity will commence on the properties concerned without a three weeks 

written notice to the Centre for Environmental Rights (CER). 

There is no order sought against the Minister of Environmental Affairs and she has been joined in the 

0.00 
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application as an interested party. We do agree with the applicant’s interpretation that the appeal suspends the 

EA (section 43(7) of NEMA). Furthermore, there are no statements in the Founding Affidavit relating to the 

Department of Environmental Affairs which require to be clarified therefore there is no basis to participate in 

this matter. 

99. The affected 

community of 

Bodibe Tau 

Rapulana Tribe & 

MIN of Resources 

LS 164004 

 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/06/22 

 

The applicants intend to make application to the Court for an order in the following terms: 

PART A  

1. Reviewing and setting aside the  decision taken by the Minister of Mineral Resources or its 

predecessors, in granting the Fourth Respondent mining rights; 

2. Reviewing and setting aside the decision taken by the Director-General of the Department of Mineral 

Resources in granting mining rights to the fourth Respondent;  

3. Remitting the Fourth Respondent’s application for the mining right to the Director-General for 

reconsideration; alternatively  

4. Directing the Fourth Respondent from continuing with any mining operations on the tribal land until 

consensus has been reached and issues at the heart of the community are addressed; 

5. Directing that the Fourth Respondent stop blasting a 100 meters from the houses situated near the 

quarry; 

6. Directing that the Fourth Respondent remove the fencing around the grazing tribal land which the 

community needs for their livestock; 

7. Directing that the Fourth Respondent remove the razor wire and electronic fence around the railway 

line; 

8. Directing that the Director-General of Mineral Resources to consult with the Department of 

Environmental Affairs before making the further decision in respect of the Fourth Respondent’s application(if 

any), for mining rights on the tribal land that is currently being surveyed by the Fourth Respondent for mining 

prospects; 

9. That the Fourth Respondent be ordered to pay the Application costs to be paid jointly and severally 

0.00 
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together with any of the Respondents who oppose the relief sought in the application;  

10. Further and /or alternative relief.  

 

PART B: 

1. Directing the Acting Kgosi to account to the community regarding any royalties and/or any benefits 

received from the Fourth Respondent during his tenure as Acting Kgosi; 

2. Directing that the Fourth Respondent stop any communication with the Acting Kgosi, in relation to 

royalties until such time, the issue of royalties has been resolved; 

3. Directing that the Fourth Respondent reconsider its resettlement amount with the community that has 

been relocated for the purposes of mining; 

4. That the Fourth Respondent be ordered to pay the Applicant’s costs, with those costs to be paid 

jointly and severally together with any of the Respondents who oppose the relief sought in the application; 

5. Further and/ or alternative relief.  

The Department will not oppose this matter as the DMR is the competent authority. The tribal land will need to 

be dealt with by the Department of Land and Rural development. The Department will abide by the Court’s 

decision. 

 The parties in this application are commercial competitors and Metallurgical Reductant Products and Services 

(PTY) Limited (MRPS), First Respondent, failed to comply with environmental authorisation and statutory 

provision which governs both parties. The Applicant alleges that MRPS has been receiving enormous amounts 

of coal of approximately 31 000 tons, which is stored and processed on the land. The land in question is in 

close proximity to the port and in the midst of the densely utilised industrial area. MRPS is entitled to use the 

land in question for activities defined as light industrial use and not industry of high impact ( processing , bulk 

storage and handling of coal) as defined by S 5 of Land use Scheme Regulations of the Municipality. 

 

The relief sought by the Applicant is as follows: 
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3.1   Interdicting and restraining MRPS from receiving, storing and processing anthracite coal on the ERF Ext 9 

Richards Bay; 

 

3.2   To compel MRPS Pakaval Trustees to use the defined land for General Industry purposes, as defined by 

the Umhlathuze Municipality Land use Scheme and zoning conditions and controls; 

 

3.3   Directing MRPS and the Pakaval Trust to remove any equipment and bulk storage from the property 

relating to High impact Industry; and 

 

3.4   Direct MRPS and the Trust to pay the costs of this application. 

 

The application was set down at the Pietermaritzburg High Court on 24 July 2017. The Minister is cited as the 

6th Respondent.  

No order is sought against the Minister. The Minister is only cited as an interested party. The mandate for this 

matter lies with the Province 

 

The core regulating authority in this matter is the Municipality as defined in the Spatial Planning and Land Use 

Management Act 16 of 2013. 

100. Zulu Anthracite 

Colliers (Pty) Limited 

vs Metallurgical 

Reductant Products 

and Services (PTY) 

Limited & Others. 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/07/12 

 

 The parties in this application are commercial competitors and Metallurgical Reductant Products and Services 

(PTY) Limited (MRPS), First Respondent, failed to comply with environmental authorisation and statutory 

provision which governs both parties. The Applicant alleges that MRPS has been receiving enormous amounts 

of coal of approximately 31 000 tons, which is stored and processed on the land. The land in question is in 

close proximity to the port and in the midst of the densely utilised industrial area. MRPS is entitled to use the 

land in question for activities defined as light industrial use and not industry of high impact ( processing , bulk 

0.00 
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LS 164532 storage and handling of coal) as defined by S 5 of Land use Scheme Regulations of the Municipality. 

 

The relief sought by the Applicant is as follows: 

 

3.1   Interdicting and restraining MRPS from receiving, storing and processing anthracite coal on the ERF Ext 9 

Richards Bay; 

 

3.2   To compel MRPS Pakaval Trustees to use the defined land for General Industry purposes, as defined by 

the Umhlathuze Municipality Land use Scheme and zoning conditions and controls; 

 

3.3   Directing MRPS and the Pakaval Trust to remove any equipment and bulk storage from the property 

relating to High impact Industry; and 

 

3.4   Direct MRPS and the Trust to pay the costs of this application. 

 

The application was set down at the Pietermaritzburg High Court on 24 July 2017. The Minister is cited as the 

6th Respondent..  

No order is sought against the Minister. The Minister is only cited as an interested party. The mandate for this 

matter lies with the Province 

 

The core regulating authority in this matter is the Municipality as defined in the Spatial Planning and Land Use 

Management Act 16 of 2013. 

101. Mining And 

Environmental 

Justice Community 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

2017/08/2 

 

A judicial review application received in respect of a decision taken by the Minister of Environmental Affairs and 

the Minister of Mineral Resources to grant Atha-Africa Ventures (PTY) Ltd written permission to conduct 

commercial mining in the Mabola Protected Environment in terms of section 48(1)(b) of the National 

0.00 
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Network of SA & 7 

Others 

LS 165043 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003 (Act No.57 of 2003) (NEMPAA).  

The application is in two parts, Part A and Part B. The relief sought in Part A of the notice of motion is for an 

interim interdict pending the final determination of the review in Part B, should such relief prove to be 

necessary. This interdict seeks to restrain Atha-Africa Ventures (PTY ) Ltd from conducting any mining and any 

activities preparatory, ancillary or incidental to mining, including without limitation, any cutting or clearing of 

vegetation, any establishment of roads , any construction or installation of buildings, infrastructure or 

equipment and any drilling, excavation, digging, removal of soil, coal, ore or any mineral on the farms 

Remainder of Kromhoek 93 HT, Portion 1 of Kromhoek 93 HT, Goedgevonden 95 HT, Remainder of Yzermyn 

96 HT and Portion 1 of Yzermyn 96 HT. The relief sought in Part A will only be pursued in the event that Atha-

Africa Ventures gives notice of its intention to commence mining before this review has been finally disposed of 

by the review  court or on appeal.  

The relief set out in Part B of the application is the main relief in which the applicants seek to review and set 

aside the decision by the Minister of Environmental Affairs and the Minister of Mineral Resources granting 

Atha-Africa Ventures written permission in terms of s 48(1)(b) of NEMPAA to conduct commercial mining in the 

Mabola Protected Environment.    

The applicants have based the application on the following grounds of review:  

(1) The Ministers did not take the NEMPAA decisions in an open and transparent manner or in a manner that 

promoted public participation;  

(2) The NEMPAA decisions were procedurally unfair;  

(3) The Ministers relied on an outdated and rejected version of the EIAR;  

(4) The Ministers misconstrued their distinctive duties in terms of NEMPAA;  

(5) NEMPAA envisages that mining will only be permissible in a protected environment in exceptional 

circumstances; 

(6) The Environment Minister failed to take into account the interests of local communities;  

(7) The Ministers failed to take into account that the use and exploitation of non-renewable natural resources 
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must be responsible and equitable; 

(8) The Ministers failed to apply the precautionary principle and the vulnerable ecosystems principle; 

(9) The Ministers failed to ensure intergovernmental co-ordination and harmonisation and ignored key planning 

and other instruments; 

(10)The Ministers failed to take into account South Africa’s international responsibilities relating to the 

environment; 

(11) The Ministers ought to have awaited the outcome of the various statutory appeals; 

(12) The Ministers failed to take into account that Atha-Africa Ventures has made inadequate provision for 

rehabilitation; and 

(13) Failed to await the approval of the management plan for the MPE.  

The application has been opposed.  

102. The Trustees for the 

Time Being of 

Groundwork Trust 

vs The Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 4 Others 

LS 165295 

Legal 

Authorizations 

and 

Compliance 

Inspectorate 

2017/08/07 

 

A judicial review application was  received seeking to review and set aside the appeal decision and 

environmental authorisation which have the effect of granting Kuyasa, on behalf of its subsidiary KiPower, an 

environmental authorisation to proceed with establishing the KiPower Project (the Project). KiPower is seeking 

to operate a 600 megawatt independent coal-fired power station with associated infrastructure near Delmas in 

Mpumalanga. 

The applicants have based the application on the following grounds of review: 

(1) The Environmental Authorisation and Appeal Decision being erroneously made in the absence of a 

climate change impact assessment (CCIA).  

1.1 In the recent “Thabametsi judgment” , the Court held that:  

(a) The climate change impacts of a proposed coal-fired power station are required to be assessed 

and comprehensively considered as part of an environmental impact assessment(“EIA”) in 

terms of The National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998)(“NEMA”) before 

a decision can be made on whether to issue an environmental authorisation; and  

(b) Further to the requirement in NEMA, section 24O(1)(b) to identify relevant impacts and 

0.00 
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mitigation measures and consider relevant policy and information in deciding whether or not to 

grant an environmental authorisation, as well as South Africa’s international and domestic 

policy commitments to address climate change, a CCIA was necessary to form full assessment 

of the environmental impact of a proposed coal-fired power station prior to its environmental 

authorisation. 

1.2 However the Appeal Decision in the present case directly contradicted this requirement in finding that 

“..there is currently no legal basis to inform such [climate change impact] assessments within the EIA 

framework”  

1.3 The CCIA of the Project would include both mitigation and adaptation measures and assess, inter 

alia, the impact of any climate change aggravation caused by the Project.  

1.4 In the absence of a CCIA, the impacts of the Project on climate change, and the converse impacts of 

climate change on the Project and the surrounding area(including resident communities), could not 

have been properly considered prior to its environmental authorisation.;  

(2) The premise of the Project’s need and desirability on the Project’s status as a coal baseload independent 

power producer (or Coal IPP) providing new coal-based electricity as required under the Integrated Resource 

Plan for Electricity 2010-2030(IRP). It is uncertain whether the KiPower Project will in fact produce power in 

satisfaction of and in compliance with IRP requirements, either as a Coal IPP or licensed independently of the 

Coal Baseload IPP Procurement Programme; 

(3) The Ministers consideration of and reliance on groundWork’s apparent opposition to the merits of all coal-

fired power stations in South Africa when making the appeal decision. Neither groundWork’s appeal nor this 

application concern the merits of all coal-fired power stations in South Africa. This application is about the 

requirements that a proposed coal-fired power station, in this instance the KiPower Project, must satisfy in 

order to be granted an environmental authorisation under  The National Environmental Management Act, 1998 

(Act 107 of 1998) and the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2010.  

The applicant accordingly finds that the Environmental Authorisation and the Appeal Decision are unlawful, 
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irrational, and unreasonable; were taken due to considering irrelevant considerations and the failure to account 

for relevant considerations; and are tainted by material errors of law.  

The Department has opposed the application.  

103. Hume John 

Frederick V The 

Minister of 

Environmental 

affairs 

LS 165462 

Biodiversity 

and 

Conservation 

2017/08/17 

 

An urgent application was received on the 16th of August 2017. The applicant sought an order from the court to 

instruct the Department to hand over to the applicant the original permit which was already approved and 

issued, authorizing the selling of 264 rhinoceros horns by way of an online auction within twelve hours of the 

granting of the order. The applicants were successful with their application. The Department was ordered to 

pay the costs of the application. 

0.00 

104. Molatelo Matotoka V 

City Of 

Johannesburg And 4 

Others 

LS 165608 

Chemicals 

and Waste 

Management 

2017/08/22 The summons sets out the claim by Molatelo Fortunate Matotoka Obo Matome Collins Matotoka, against the 

Minister of Environmental Affairs and three others. It is the plaintiff’s contention that the defendants are jointly 

and severally liable for an amount of R1 200 000.00.   The Plaintiff was burnt by an explosive substance arising 

from the rubbish that was dumped on the street. The Department is not responsible for the disposal of 

explosives. The state attorney has been briefed and has been advised that the matter must be discussed with 

the Plaintiff in order to obtain withdrawal against the Department.  

0.00 

105. Themba Derrick 

Mbuyazi & Others // 

Department of 

Environmental 

Affairs & 

iSimangaliso 

Wetlands Park 

Authority 

(Bhangazi 

Chief 

Operating 

Officer 

2017/08/22 

 

This is an application by the Bhangazi Community Trust to compel the respondents to release statements of 

account rendered to the trust since its inception as well as all the agreements entered into between 

iSimangaliso and the trust. 

 

The application is brought in terms of the Promotion of Access to Information Act, 2000. DEA was only copied 

for purposes of information when a request was sent to iSimangaliso. Moreover, the documents sought by the 

applicant can only be obtained from iSimangaliso. 

 

0.00 



  Page 50 of 68 
  

Name of parties Branch 
Date 

received 
Description 

Costs to date 

(costs included in this report 

subject to verification with 

Finance, and may therefore not 

be conclusive) 

Community Trust) 

Case No.:8866/17 P 

State Attorney to keep a watching brief. 

106. SASOL Synfuel 

(PTY) LTD and 

Others vs Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and Others 

Case No.: 

36444/2014 

LS135234 

Climate 

Change and 

Air Quality 

 Application for reviewing and setting aside the regulations promulgated in GN893 of 22 November 2013 – the 

List of Activities Which Result in Atmospheric Emissions Which Have or May Have a Significant Detrimental 

Effect on the Environmental, Including Health, Social Conditions, Economic Conditions, Ecological Conditions 

or Cultural Heritage. 

 

On 17 April 2015 the Applicant withdrew the application and tendered cost. 

R50 906.00 

     

TOTAL    R11  071 252.86 

 

 

 

 

 

   

MONETARY CLAIMS AGAINST THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS 
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Claimant Date 

received 

Amount 

claimed 

Legal costs 

paid 

Description Branch 

107. Bhekintsha  

 Business  

Enterprise v Minister of 

Water and 

Environmental Affairs 

LS 101235 

2011/08/24 

 

R 3 990 000 0.00  Summons for loss of income due to alleged dishonest/negligent/irregular conduct in 

respect of the award of a tender.  Counsel has filed an exception on behalf of the 

Department. We are of the opinion that the plaintiff's particulars of claim do not disclose a 

cause of action. The plaintiff applied for a court date but its attorney of record withdrew 

and a new attorney of record instructed.  

 

Matter has been dormant. The state attorney suggested that the file be closed.  

Financial Management 

Services 

108. Fortress Income  

Two v DG of 

Environmental Affairs 

LS 99558 

2011/08/01 R    270 785 0.00 Litigation has been informally informed by facilities management that the matter has been 

resolved. As soon as official communication in this respect has been received, the matter 

will be deemed finalised. 

Chief Operating 

Officer 

109. Bhekinstsha  

Business  

Enterprises v Minister 

of Water and 

Environmental Affairs 

LS 99563 

2012/08/22 

 

R 1 099 000 0.00 This matter originated as a letter of demand in terms of which the Claimant claimed 

damages in respect of lost income due to alleged tender irregularities. Summons was 

received via the Office of the State Attorney.  We filed a Notice of Intention to Defend as 

well as a Plea. The matter is dormant.  

Financial Management 

Services 

110. Azure Contractors  

CC v Minister of Water 

and Environmental 

Affairs 

LS 103697 

2012/02/09 R 200 000 0.00 Combined summons received where the Minister of Environmental Affairs was cited as 

the First Defendant and isimangaliso Wetland Park Authority as the Second Defendant. 

The Plaintiff is claiming an amount for damages due to an alleged breach of contract by 

isimangaliso Wetland Park Authority. The Department  filed a notice of intention to defend 

The Plaintiff’s attorney has indicated in a letter that was received instructing State 

Attorney that action against the Minister of Environmental Affairs will in all likelihood be 

Biodiversity and 

Conservation 
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withdrawn. 

 

We are awaiting the filing of a formal Notice of Withdrawal. 

111.  Naledi Office  

Automation v DG of 

Environmental Affairs 

LS 108721 

2012/07/18 Amended from 

R120 508-59 to 

R52927-79 

0.00 A claim for outstanding rental on various Photostat machines (Letter of Demand). The 

DEA has agreed to pay an amount of R52927-79 in full and final settlement of the claim. 

The claimants have accepted this and the amount will be paid as soon as possible. 

 

Chief Operating 

Officer 

112. Minister of  

Environmental  

Affairs v  

Rootscapes CC, 

LS131514 

2013/10/30 

 

R 4,374 107.66 R141.93 The Department entered into an Agreement with Rootscapes CC on 4 March 2010 for 

implementation of GP-Greening Project which is about establishment of recreational parks 

in the Ga-Rankuwa area. The Department together with City of Tshwane municipality 

raised concerns regarding the fact that the work was not up to the standard as agreed. 

Rootscapes CC was notified of this breach and given an opportunity remedy this breach, 

however it failed to do so. Auditors were appointed to establish the value of work 

completed and it was determined that R 4 374 107.66 must be recovered from 

Rootscapes CC.  

 

An opinion on the prospects of success has been sought from counsel through the State 

Attorney. The Department awaits the finalised opinion. 

 

Environmental 

Programmes 

113. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v Nnite 

Trading CC 

LS5131309 

2013/11/28 

 

 

R    467 291,62 

 

R19 681.29 The Department is the plaintiff in this matter and sought to recover the claimed amount 

from Nnite Trading CC due to a breach of the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement by 

the service provider.  

 

The file is to be closed, as the attorneys of record have advised that the prospects of 

success are very low and line function agrees. 

 

Environmental 

Programmes 

114. Minister of  

Environmental  

Affairs v Kumola  

2013/11/28 

 

R 540 218,00 R9 725.60 The Department is the plaintiff in this matter and sought to recover the claimed amount 

from Kumola Developers CC due to a breach of the terms of the Memorandum of 

Agreement by the service provider.  

Environmental 

Programmes 



  Page 53 of 68 
  

Developers CC 

LS 141310 

 

 

Line function considering whether to proceed against members of the CC in their personal 

capacities, on the advice of the attorneys of record. 

115. Minister of  

Environmental  

Affairs v  

Mosakong  

Management CC 

LS 131324 

2013/11/28 

 

R1 153 000,00 R 14 770.79 

 

The Department is the plaintiff in this matter and sought to recover the claimed amount 

from Mosakong CC due to a breach of the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement by 

the service provider.  

 

Line function considering whether to proceed against the members of the CC in their 

personal capacities, on the advice of the attorneys of record. 

 

Environmental 

Programmes 

116.  Minister of  

Environmental  

Affairs v  

Phandani  

Environmental  

Technology  

Consultants CC 

LS 131328 

2013/11/28 

 

R 4 147 474,00 R 13 486.11 The DEA is the plaintiff in this matter and seeks to recover the claimed amount from 

Pandani CC due to a breach of the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement. Proceeding 

against Defendant will not be economically viable. File to be closed.  

 

 

 

Environmental 

Programmes 

117. Minister of  

Environmental  

Affairs v Indaba 

Consortium 

LS 131330 

2013/11/28 

 

R2 150 226,00 R18 682.10 The Department is the plaintiff in this matter and seeks to recover the claimed amount 

from Indaba CC due to a breach of the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement.  

Matter is at the pre-trial stage. Dates for pre-trial have been applied for. 

Environmental 

Programmes 

118. Ubuntu Kraal & 

Others v Minister  

of Environmental  

Affairs and Others 

LS133980 

2014/01/09 R23 555 160,06 0.00 The State Attorney furnished us with a copy of a summons in the amount of R23 million, 

which is being claimed by Ubuntu Kraal (Pty) Ltd and the executors of the late estate of a 

former businessman who owned a property which allegedly experienced water damages 

from recent heavy rains .It is alleged that such water damage occurred as a result of a 

failure to perform an environmental impact assessment, prior to commencement of 

Legal Authorizations 

and Compliance 

Inspectorate 
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construction relating to the widening of a road. 

 

The damage occurred from the activities relating to the construction of the Rea Vaya Bus 

Rapid Transit System, which took place in Soweto. A query was made to EIM and they 

responded that such a matter falls within the jurisdiction of the Provincial Department. A 

letter was addressed to the plaintiff’s attorney, advising them that the Minister is not the 

competent authority in matter and that this action should be withdrawn against the 

Minister, failing which the Department will defend itself against this claim and seek a costs 

order against the plaintiff. 

119. Minister of Water 

and 

Environmental 

Affairs v Erroltan 

Chauke 

LS128803 

2014/01/06 

 

R 16 191.12 R424.30 The Department is suing Mr Chauke for a claim arising from a motor vehicle collision 

which occurred on 05 June 2013. The amount claimed is R 16 191.12. The State Attorney 

(Polokwane) has been instructed to issue summons against Mr Chauke.  

Chief Operating 

Officer 

120. Minister of Water 

and 

Environmental 

Affairs v Mabu 

Steven Soana and 

Another 

LS151062 

2014/01/0 R 18 649.13 0.00 The Department is suing Mr Soana and Mpho Gift Matlou for a claim arising from a motor 

vehicle collision which occurred on 27 August 2013. The amount claimed is R 18 649.13 

plus 15.5% interest at tempore morae. The summons was issued against the defendants 

by the State Attorney (Pretoria).  

Chief Operating 

Officer 

121. The Minister  of 

Water and 

Environmental 

Affairs v Yvette 

Isaacs 

LS133978 

2014/01/10 R75 584.62 0.00 This is a claim against an ex-employee for overpayments in respect of annual, incapacity 

and sick leave. Mr Mongezi at the State Attorney’s office advised on the 11 February 

2014 that summons has been issued in this matter but that the file for this matter is 

missing. Documents in the Department’s possession were submitted to the State 

Attorney’s office in an attempt to reconstruct their file. The Department advised that we 

were not in possession of any court pleadings for this matter. 

Settlement negotiations is still pending with Ms Isaacs. 

Financial Management 

Services 
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122. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v Brolink 

obo C Vermeulen 

LS 134192 

2014/04/09 

 

R21 719,64 0.00 Brolink on behalf of C Vermuelen issued a letter of demand against the Minister of Water 

and Environmental Affairs wherein they claim R21 719, 64. The claim is based on the 

damages suffered as a result of the motor vehicle collision between the official of the 

Department and Mr C Vermuelen on 21 May 2013. The combined summonses have been 

issued against Mr C Vermeulen (defendant) by the State Attorney on 23 September 2014.  

 

Trial date is awaited. 

Chief Operating 

Officer 

123. Really Useful 

Investments (Pty) 

Ltd V City of Cape 

Town & Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS134744 

2014/05/12 R16 750 846 R71 878.46 

 

The plaintiff is a property developer that owns land in Houtbay and claims that due to a 

directive issued by the City of Cape Town, it has been prevented from undertaking any 

further development of its own property. The plaintiff is claiming an amount of R16 million 

in terms of section 34 of ECA, which it alleges entitles it as an aggrieved party to claim 

compensation from the competent MEC and Minister responsible for such curtailment of 

its rights. 

 

The Minister and the WC Province also filed exceptions arguing that since the passing of 

NEMA, the State is not liable to compensate any person for damages or loss caused by 

the lawful performance of any official duty. The matter was set down for hearing on 7 

March 2015 and the Court ruled in favour of the applicant by dismissing the exception. 

The effect of this ruling is that the State can be held liable for damages arising from its 

lawful exercise of power-such a position is untenable. The Department appealed the 

matter to the SCA.  

 

Judgement handed down on 03 October/2016. Applicant appealed SCA judgment to the 

Constitutional Court in October 2016.The Constitutional Court ordered (order dated 30 

January 2017) that the application for condonation should be granted and that the appeal 

should be dismissed with costs as it bears no prospects of success. 

Legal Authorizations 

and Compliance 

Inspectorate 
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124. Nyathi Anti-

Poaching Unit CC 

v Isimangaliso 

Wetland Park 

Authority Park & 

Minister of Water 

& Environmental 

Affairs & Others 

LS 133318 

2014/05/19 R 278 276,46 0.00 Nyathi Anti-Poaching Unit CC, has issued summons for the non-payment of services 

rendered (security and maintenance) to Isimangaliso Wetland Park Authority & The 

Minister for an amount of R 278 276, 46. The Minister is cited on the basis that 

Isimangaliso Wetland Park Authority’s is directly accountable to the Minister for the 

expenditure of its budget. A letter was forwarded to plaintiff’s attorney indicating that they 

were advised not to bring the Minister into this matter as the correct party to cite is the 

Isimangaliso Wetland Park Authority’s Board, which has a separate legal personality and 

can sue and be sued for its contractual obligations.  

 

However, the plaintiff insists that the Minister be involved in this matter and has refused to 

with draw the action against the Minister.  

Biodiversity and 

Conservation 

125. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v Nambo 

Property Manager 

CC 

LS137196 

2014/08/11 R2 016 770.00 R48 980.00 The Department of Environmental Affairs has instructed the State Attorney in 

Bloemfontein to issue summons on Nambo Property & Project CC (“Nambo”) for the 

recovery of R2 016 770.00 (Two million and sixteen thousand seven hundred and seventy 

rand). This claim arises from a breach of contract in that Nambo failed to complete work 

on a project that was agreed to with the Department, despite being paid the majority of 

the funding for the project. State Attorney has confirmed receipt of instruction and 

requested for a copy of an amendment of the original contract which was not furnished in 

the original documents. The defendant in the matter did not oppose the summons. The 

Department is in the process of applying for default judgment once the quantum has been 

established. .  

Environmental 

Programmes 

126. Motoradio Air 

Touch Cellular v 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

2014/10/02 R 95 034.00 0.00 This is a summons matter from the plaintiff claiming damages for a motor-vehicle accident 

on 4 December 2014, with a vehicle driven by an official of the Department. They allege 

that they are holding our official liable for the damages in the amount of R95 034.00.  

 

The plea was drafted and served on the 12 October 2015.The basis of the Department’s 

defence is that the driver of the motor vehicle is not an employee of the Department and 

the vehicle is also not a part of the Department’s fleet. 

Chief Operating 

Officer 
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127. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v Hentiq 

2715 (Pty) Ltd 

LS 140764 

2015/01/08 

 

R3 657 621.94 R71.50 Requested to assist in recovering monies owed to the Department of Environmental 

Affairs by Hentiq 2715 (Pty) Ltd. Hentiq 2715 (Pty) Ltd was appointed by DEA to 

implement a project within environmental protection and infrastructure programme (EPIP) 

in Free State Province for the greening of Mantsopa Municipality. 

 

Summons has subsequently been served and a notice of intention to defend was filed. 

State attorney has received correspondence that the matter should be withdrawn and 

each party to tender their own costs as the implementer has complied in terms of the 

contractThe Department is proceeding against Hentiq 2715(Pty) Ltd for the costs of the 

matter. 

Environmental 

Programmes 

128. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v Abongi 

Bemvelo 

Environmental 

Services CC 

LS 141426 

2015/02/09 

 

R1 487 175.00 0.00 Requested to assist in recovering monies owed to the Department of Environmental 

Affairs by Abongi Bemvelo Environmental Services CC. Abongi Bemvelo Environmental 

Services CC was appointed by DEA to implement a project within environmental 

protection and infrastructure programme (EPIP) in Limpopo Province for Vhembe Waste 

Management Plan and Disposal..  

Environmental 

Programmes 

129. Minister of DEA v 

Magida Human 

Capital 

LS 141423 

2015/02/09 

 

R232 016.05 R135.66 Requested to assist in recovering monies owed to the Department of Environmental 

Affairs by Magida Human Capital Corporation. Magida Human Capital Corporation was 

appointed by DEA to implement a project within environmental protection and 

infrastructure programme (EPIP) in Western Cape for Households Project in Khayelitsha 

and Mitchell’s Plain.  

Summons commencing action issued in the Cape Town Magistrate’s Court. Default 

judgment is being sought.  

Environmental 

Programmes 

130. Minister of DEA v 

Makgoba 

Environmental 

Club 

LS 141416 

2015/02/09 

 

R159 390.00 R671.00 Requested to assist in recovering monies owed to the Department of Environmental 

Affairs by Makgoba Environmental Club. Makgoba Environmental Club was appointed by 

DEA to implement a project within environmental protection and infrastructure programme 

(EPIP) in Limpopo for Makgoba Environmental Club Waste Project Ext – Lepelle-Nkumpi 

Municipality. On 26 February 2015 an instruction was dispatched to the State Attorney 

Environmental 

Programmes 
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 (Polokwane) to issue summons against Makgoba Environmental Club. Opinion being 

sourced from Counsel in issue of prescription.  

131. Minister of DEA v 

W.E.M Mmotong 

LS141493 

2015/03/02 R  49 216.30 0.00 The DEA entered into a bursary contract on 10 March 2010 with Mr Mmotong (debtor) 

wherein it was agreed that DEA would pay tuition fees on his behalf in the amount of R49 

216.30 to the Tshwane University of Technology. The bursary was granted to the debtor, 

for a maximum period of two years. However the debtor reneged on his obligation of 

serving DEA. 

 

The State Attorney on the 30 March 2015 informed us that the matter has prescribed and 

that no action could be taken against the defendant in the matter. However we sent the 

State Attorney a detailed legal memorandum and instructions to continue pursuing the 

matter as it was still alive.  

Financial Management 

Services 

132. Frederic 

Coenraad Daniel 

& Others  v SA 

Government & 

Others 

2015/07/23 R 760 000 

000,00 

0.00 This is an old litigation matter that has been resurrected by the applicant against the 

Mpumalanga Tourism and Parks Agency (MTPA) for a civil claim against 22 respondents 

to the amount of R 760 million. The MTPA & the Mpumalanga Premier have defended this 

matter vigorously.  The Department has not participated in the proceedings as there is no 

cause of action which implicates it.  

Financial Management 

Services 

133. Gottschailk HJ v 

Minister of Safety 

and Security 

LS 148157 

2015/10/01 

 

 0.00 The Chief-Directorate: Corporate Legal Support and Litigation was requested to assist 

Enforcement in this summons matter, which was issued in the Regional Court, Belville. 

The officials of the Department assisted the SAPS arresting officer in executing the arrest. 

The basis of the arrest was that Mr Gottschalk had failed to provide the Department and 

the arresting officer with his address. A failure to provide such information is a criminal 

offence in terms of the Criminal Procedure Act.   

 

There has been no opposition to the notice of intention to defend and plea.  

Legal Authorizations 

and Compliance 

Inspectorate 
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134. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v V.Lubisi 

2015/10/28 

 

R36016.06 0.00 Undue S&T claims: A meeting was held with Labour Relations on the 28 June 2016 and 

they have provided the breakdown of the quantum herein. The official will be contacted for 

settlement negotiations, failing which a letter of demand will be drafted. 

Debtor has signed an acknowledgment of debt. Payments have been received. An 

outstanding amount of R16 594.50 (including interest) was requested from the debtor’s 

pension benefits. The debtor’s pension benefits pay-out has not been finalised. 

Financial Management 

Services 

135. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs v M.M.Ntuli 

LS 149616 

2015/11/20 

 

R16 142.08 R93.59 State official had a collision with state vehicle and there are damages to the vehicle in the 

amount of R16142.08.. State official was at a complete standstill when the other driver 

collided into the vehicle. The Department is proceeding against the third party.  

Financial Management 

Services 

136. H. Kuhn/Minister 

of Environmental 

Affairs and L. 

Motaung 

LS 150626 

 

 

2016/01/19 

 

R31 908.26 0.00 On the 14 January 2015, the official of the Department was involved in a motor vehicle 

accident with H. Kuhn whilst driving a hired vehicle and during the course and scope of 

her employment. Mutual and Federal’s have handed the matter over to VFV attorneys for 

recovery of their client’s damages being R31908.26. The Department is considering 

settlement in this matter.  

 

Update 29/08/2017 

Compliant 

Financial Management 

Services 

137. Departmental 

Debt : S.Jhupsee 

LS 150780 

2016/01/25 

 

 0.00 Mrs. Jhupsee was a DEA employee who was dismissed as at 4/4/2013. Upon termination 

of her service, her leave without pay, less leave gratuity owing to the Department was 

R4906-37. Despite many requests to settle same, the ex-official has not attended to the 

same. In the process of issuing summons.  

Financial Management 

Services 

138. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs Africa 

Implementation 

Agency (AIMS) 

(Pty) Ltd. 

2016/03/02 

 

R 805 000.49 0.00 Debt collection from the implementer of an Environmental Protection an Infrastructure 

Programme. The Memorandum of Agreement was signed on 10 February 2014. The 

implementer signed a debt repayment agreement on the 13 November 2014 agreeing to 

refund the Department R1 585477.49. They paid an amount of R780 477 thus far and 

then defaulted again. A second debt repayment agreement was signed and no payment 

was received in terms thereof. An amount of R 805000.49 is still outstanding.  

Environmental 

Programmes 
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LS 151081 Line function to confirm that the state attorney may proceed with Provisional Sentence 

Summons in the matter. 

139. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs Nokusa 

(Pty) Ltd.  

LS 151079 

2016/03/02 

 

R 197 427.00 0.00  Debt collection from the implementer of an Environmental Protection an Infrastructure 

Programme. The Memorandum of Agreement was signed on 03 February 2015 to 

establish a Waste Buy Back Centre in Potchefstroom. The implementer subsequently 

agreed to refund an amount of R511 117.00 for non-implementation. They refunded an 

amount of R293 689.77 and R20 000.00 but then defaulted. A debt repayment agreement 

was signed on 31 March 2015 and no payment has been made in terms thereof. An 

amount of R 197 427.00 still remains outstanding.  

Environmental 

Programmes 

140. Jacqueline Anne 

Triegaardt vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs  

LS151940 

2016/03/02 R21365.46 0.00 Letter of demand against the Minister of DEA for a motor vehicle accident that occurred 

with an alleged employee of DEA in respect of a collision with a private individual.  

 

We are currently liaising with SANParks attorneys on the possible settlement of the claim, 

failing which we will have to file a plea. 

Financial Management 

Services 

141. T. Ngobeni vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 

M.J.Hlatswayo 

LS153057 

2016/04/13 R50 037.41 0.00 Summons was received in respect of a motor vehicle collision from Van Breda Herbst 

attorneys. The summons alleges that the vehicle in question was driven by an 

Environmental Affairs employee and thus the Minister is liable for the damages. 

 

Further enquiries were made and it was established that the vehicle in question was part 

of Vuswa Fleet Services utilised by SANParks. Whalley van Der Lith Attorneys have been 

appointed on behalf of Vuswa and have recommended that the claim be settled in the 

amount of R36000. The claim has been settled by Vuswa Fleet Services but we are 

awaiting a formal notice of withdrawal from the applicant’s attorneys. 

Financial Management 
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142. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs Mr. 

Makatu and Mr. 

Ngobeni, 

LS153713 

2016/05/12 

 

 0.00 These matters are for recovery against officials pursuant to disciplinary enquiries. A 

possible settlement is being explored. 

The file has been pended, as line function is addressing the issue directly with debtor. 

Financial Management 

Services 

143. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs Ms. 

Temane 

LS153699 

2016/05/12 

 

 0.00 This matter is for recovery against the official pursuant to a disciplinary enquiry. 

 

A part payment was received from debtor in August 2017. 

Financial Management 

Services 

144. Gordon du Preez 

vs The Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs and 

Tourism 

LS153713 

2016/05/13 R4 110 043.46 0.00 This was a letter of demand that was received claiming R4 110 043.46 against the 

Minister of Environmental Affairs and Tourism in respect of an alleged unawarded tender. 

The claim amount is reflective of the damages suffered as a result of the tender being 

incorrectly awarded to another party. 

 

Enquiries were made as the matter emanated from a previous court order. State attorney 

Port Elizabeth forwarded the previous court order documents and upon perusal, it was 

noted that the matter ought to have been forwarded to the Department of Tourism.  

 

We duly forwarded the documents to the Department of Tourism who acknowledged that 

the matter was indeed for them and they will attend accordingly. 

 

We further corresponded with Plaintiff’s attorneys and re-directed them to the Department 

of Tourism and noted that the matter was not applicable to Environmental Affairs.  
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Phutiane Letsoalo at DWS responded and confirmed that this is their matter and that it is 

receiving attention. 

145. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs 

J.M.Dibakoane 

LS155928 

2016/06/14 

 

R9736.99 0.00 The official had a salary overpayment, summons has been send out in this regard. The 

total amount overpaid is R9736.99 including interest.  

Default judgment granted in the matter. Warrant of Execution was returned from sheriff 

with a non-servicer. Debtor being traced, in order to have warrant of execution served. 

Financial Management 

Services 

146. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs T.D. 

Makulane 

LS155976 

2016/06/14 

 

R8000.00 0.00 The official had a bursary debt and a telephone debt owed to the department. The total 

amount owed is R8000.00. A possible settlement is being explored.  

Financial Management 

Services 

147. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs 

C.A.Paulse 

LS155929 

2016/06/14 

 

R50090.89 0.00 The official had a salary overpayment, summons has been send out in this regard. The 

total amount overpaid is R50090.89 including interest. The Department proceeded with 

default judgment.  

 

Default judgment granted in the matter. Warrant of Execution was returned from sheriff 

with a non-servicer. Debtor being traced, in order to have warrant of execution served. 

Financial Management 

Services 

148. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs R.A. 

Lamont 

LS155939 

2016/06/14 

 

R18021.34 0.00  The official had a salary overpayment, summons has been send out in this regard. The 

total amount overpaid is R18021.34 including interest. Default judgment has been 

obtained.   

 

Financial Management 
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149. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs 

E.Z.Zethu 

LS155938 

2016/06/14 

 

R 11619.23 0.00 The official was dismissed and owed the department leave without pay with interest, the 

total amount overpaid is R 11619.23 including interest. Summons is in the process of 

being issued. 

 

Financial Management 

Services 

150. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs 

T.S.Maluleke 

LS155921 

2016/06/14 R21675.33 0.00  The official had a salary overpayment in the amount of R21 675.33 including interest.   Financial Management 

Services 

151. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs African 

Food Cuisine 

LS155925 

2016/06/14 R4380.00 0.00  The company was paid twice for services rendered to the Department. The Department 

has made demands to get a refund .the total amount due to the department is R4380.00. 

The debt has been written off.  

Financial Management 

Services 

152. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs B. B. 

Gozongo 

LS155923 

2016/06/14 

 

R78202.18 0.00 The official had a salary overpayment of R78202.18 including interest. Summons has 

been issued. 

Default Judgment will be applied for on receipt of duly signed Rule 12(4) Affidavit from line 

function. 

 

Financial Management 

Services 

153. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs P. M. 

Mokilane 

2016/06/14 R19453.31 0.00 An outstanding bursary debt due to failure to serve the department as an intern. A debt in 

the amount of R19453.31 is owed. 
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LS155926 

154. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs N. M. 

Tjiana 

LS155927 

2016/06/14 

 

R13984.00 0.00  The official had a bursary debt and a telephone debt owed to the department. The total 

amount owed is R13984.00. Prescription may be an issue, the advice of the state attorney 

is being obtained.  

Financial Management 

Services 

155. Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs vs HMS 

Management 

Consultant cc 

LS154750 

2016/06/21 Claim 1 : 

R957 888.00 

Claim 2 : 

R356 725.30 

0.00 This is a matter for debt collection emanating from the implementer of an Environmental 

Protection and Infrastructure Programme. The implementer was requested to carry out 

two projects in terms of the EC- Street Cleaning and Beautification in Grahamstown and 

Peddie as well as for the NC-Wftc Alex, Porth Nolloth and Hondeklipbay projects. 

 

An audit was conducted and it was noted that with both projects, the implementer ought to 

have refunded the department as the funds were not utilised for intended purposes. 

 

On 19 January 2016, the Department and the implementer entered into two debt 

repayment agreements acknowledging the debt.The implementer has failed/refused 

and/or neglected to honour the agreement as no payments were received by the 

Department at all. 

Environmental 

Programmes 

156. LE Shange / 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs & Another 

LS157478 

2016/06/06 R 19 266.00 0.00 This matter relates to summonses received regarding a motor vehicle accident .The 

Minister was incorrectly cited as the vehicle belongs to the KZN Department of Agriculture 

and not the Department. We managed to liaise with the Province and await their 

confirmation that they are indeed dealing with the matter. 
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157. Brocsand v 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

LS158279 

2016/10/17 R7 675.61 0.00 A summons was received from the plaintiff claiming damages, relating to a motor-vehicle 

accident which took place on 14 April 2016 in Brackenfell. 

The allegation is that, at the time of the accident the motor vehicle was driven by an 

employee of the Department. 

 

The plaintiff is claiming the amount of R 7 675.61. 

 

The employee disputes the fact that she was in Brackenfell on the 14 April 2016 and 

therefore did not cause the damages to the plaintiff’s vehicle.  

 

We have requested further particulars of claim. Notice in terms of Rule 23 (1) (6) (7) (9) 

and (11) was received. 

Discovery Affidavit to be filed. 

 

Chief Operating 

Officer 

158. Summons: K.S 

Baluto 

LS160024 

2017/01/30 R63 144.82 0.00 Ms KS Baluto was permanently employed by the Department and has been dismissed 

with effect from 3 June 2014. Since the dismissal was only finalised in September 2014 

and backdated to June 2014, this resulted in a salary overpayment in the amount of R36 

543.26 for the period of 4 June to 30 September 2014. At the date of dismissal the debtor 

also had an existing leave without pay debt and the telephone debt in the amount of R19 

240.15 and R884.78 respectively. Summons has been served and filed. 

Financial Management 

Services 

159. Departmental 

Debt: Mr E.B 

Lekhoane 

LS162753 

2017/05/09 

 

R56 065.33 0.00 Mr EB Lekhoane was employed as a contract worker by the Department and was 

dismissed with effect from 12 June 2015. The dismissal was only finalised on 3 

September 2015 and backdated to June 2015, this resulted in a salary overpayment in 

the amount of R57 829.17 for the period of 12 June to 31 August 2015. The amount of R8 

208.12 for leave gratuity that was due to the debtor was used to reduce the debt. The 

debt and accumulated interest in the amount of R56 065.33 is outstanding. Matter 

referred to the state attorney to proceed with summons. 

Financial Management 
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160. Departmental 

Debt: Mr M.C 

Mekgoe 

LS162755 

2017/05/09 R31 074.52 0.00 Mr Mekgoe was a bursar and appointed by the Department as an intern. He resigned on 

the 5 June 2015 and the service termination was processed late and thus resulted in a 

salary overpayment from the period of 6 to 30 June 2015 in the amount of R3 760.27 as 

well as the bursary debt of R19 641.66. The debt and accumulated interest and the 

outstanding amount due to date is R31 074.52. The matter was referred to the state 

attorney to proceed with summons.  

Financial Management 

Services 

161. Departmental 

Debt: Mr X.T 

Ngqoshela 

LS162756 

2017/05/10 

 

R36 761.32 0.00 Mr Ngqoshela was permanently employed by the Department and he resigned with effect 

from 30 April 2015. Upon termination of service, the bursary debt of R28 756.05 

remained. The debt and the accumulated interest in the amount of R36 761.32 is 

outstanding. The matter was referred to the state attorney to proceed with summons. 

 

Financial Management 

Services 

162. Departmental 

Debt: Ms. L. G. 

Manzini 

LS162757 

2017/05/09 

 

R 17 058.68 0.00 Department of Environmental Affairs paid Ms. Lungile G. Manzini (the debtor) an amount 

of R 18 677.87 as salary overpayment upon termination of her service. An amount of R 3 

645.73 was due to the debtor for leave gratuity. The leave gratuity amount was 

subsequently used to reduce the debt to R 15 032.14. As of the 04 April 2017, the total 

amount owed was R 17 058.68 including interest. 

The matter was referred to the State Attorney to commence with recovery proceedings. 

Financial Management 

Services 

163. Departmental 

Debt: Ms J.V 

Hambury 

LS163040 

2017/05/18 

 

R7 103.19 0.00 Ms Hambury was permanently employed by the Department and she resigned with effect 

from 30 June 2015. Upon termination of service, the leave without pay of R5 505.21 and 

the loss of the laptop charger in the amount of R1 390.00 remained outstanding. The debt 

and accumulated interest in the amount of R7 103.19 are outstanding.  The matter was 

referred to the state attorney to proceed with summons.  

Financial Management 

Services 

164. Departmental 

Debt: Mr B.B 

Dlamini 

2017/05/18 

 

R5 183.63 0.00 Mr Dlamini was permanently employed by the Department and he resigned with effect 

from 31 October 2017. Upon termination of service the bursary debt of R14 108.00 

remained outstanding. The amount of R13 243.76 for leave gratuity which was due to the 
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Services 
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LS163041 debtor was used to reduce the debt. The debt and the accumulated interest are 

outstanding in the amount of R5 188.63. The contract and the information at hand was 

sent to the state attorney to proceed with summons. 

165. High Point Trading 

1001CC vs 

Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs 

Case No.: 

36914/17 PTA 

LS164081 

2017/06/27 

 

R 896 465.40 0.00 This is a claim against the Department for the outstanding project management fee as 

well as the expenditure costs incurred in relation to Phase two of the KZN Nkandla Land 

Rehabilitation project (“project”). 

The plaintiff and the Department entered into an agreement for the implementation of the 

above-mentioned project. The commencement date was 27 February 2014. The plaintiff 

alleges that the Department has failed to honor its obligations in terms of the agreement 

and consequently failed, despite demand, to make payment totaling R 896 465 – 40.  

On 28 June 2017 the State Attorney was instructed to file a Notice of Intention to Defend 

in order to safeguard the interests of the Department 

Environmental 

Programmes 

166. H and H 

Environmental 

Consultation CC 

vs Minister of 

Environmental 

Affairs  

Case No.: 

25805/17-PTA 

LS164639 

2017/07/19 

 

R 372 199.50 0.00 This is a claim against the Department for the outstanding project management fee as 

well as the expenditure costs incurred in relation to Phase two of the NC-Joe Morolong 

Greening and Open Space Management Project (“project”). 

The plaintiff and the Department entered into an agreement for the implementation of the 

above-mentioned project. The commencement date was 28 February 2014. The plaintiff 

alleges that the Department has failed to honor its obligations in terms of the agreement 

and consequently failed, despite demand, to make payment totaling R 372 199-50. The 

Notice to Defend was filed. 

Environmental 

Programmes 

167. Garona Holdings 

(Pty) Limited vs 

The Minister of 

Environmental 

2017/08/02 

 

R 1,258 745.27 0.00 This claim is a result of the alleged repudiation of a contract by the Department. The 

Plaintiffis claiming damages for the loss of expended capital amount, loss incurred due to 

repudiation and further seek reimbursement of the Sterkfontein Project payment used to 

Environmental 
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Affairs & The 

Director General 

of the Department 

of Environmental 

Affairs 

Case No. : 

51551/17- PTA 

LS 165294 

remedy the Ngwathe Project. 

 The Plaintiff and the Department entered into the agreement for the implementation of 

the Sterkfountein Project and further extended the contract for the Ngwathe Buyback 

Centre. The agreement commenced on 6 November 2013. The plaintiff alleges that it has 

performed and remains willing to perform its obligations and despite the demand the 

Department has failed to remedy the said breach within required period.  

The notice of intention to defend was served and filed. 

  

TOTAL 
  

R 198 742.33 
  


