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MEDIA STATEMENT
100 YEAR DEBT CAMPAIGN COALITION TO PUT MINING ACCOUNTABILITY, CORPORATE EXIT AND COMMUNITY ABANDONMENT BEFORE PARLIAMENT
Communities, civil society, environmental and legal organisations will appear together before Parliament to demand an inquiry into the accumulated social, labour, environmental and economic debt of mining
24 August 2026
Members and partners of the 100 Year Debt Campaign, led by Mining Affected Communities United in Action (MACUA) and Women Affected by Mining United in Action (WAMUA), met this morning to finalise the strategy for our presentation to Parliament’s Portfolio Committee on Mineral and Petroleum Resources on Tuesday, 25 August 2026.
Participants in the coalition planning meeting included representatives from MACUA/WAMUA, the Bench Marks Foundation (BMF), the Centre for Environmental Rights (CER), Just Share (JS), All Rise Attorneys , Henk Smith Attorneys, Lawyers for Human Rights (LHR) and other legal and community representatives who have supported the campaign’s work. 
The meeting confirmed a common view that Tuesday’s engagement must not become another procedural exercise in which Parliament briefly hears communities and then moves on but must instead result in a concrete accountability process capable of examining the full legacy and continuing consequences of more than a century of mineral extraction. 
After months in which the petition was repeatedly delayed, notwithstanding continued correspondence from MACUA/WAMUA and affected communities, the Portfolio Committee has now allocated a substantial part of Tuesday’s meeting to the 100 Year Debt Campaign. 
We welcome that opportunity, even though it has come at extremely short notice, and we intend to use it to place before Parliament a proposition that is increasingly difficult to avoid: South Africa cannot continue to allow enormous private wealth to be extracted and accumulated through mining while the social, labour, environmental and economic costs of that extraction are repeatedly left behind for workers, communities and the State to carry.

Anglo American is the face of a much bigger problem
The coalition will place Anglo American at the centre of Tuesday’s discussion, not because Anglo alone is responsible for every failure of South Africa’s mining system, but because few corporations are more deeply intertwined with the history of mineral accumulation in this country.
Anglo’s growth spans the colonial, apartheid and democratic periods, and its history intersects with the racialised labour system, migrant labour, land dispossession, the accumulation of extraordinary corporate wealth and the development of mining regions in which profound poverty and inequality remain visible today.
The proposed restructuring of Anglo through the Anglo–Teck transaction therefore presents South Africa with an unusually important opportunity to ask what happens when a corporation that accumulated wealth from South African mineral resources over generations fundamentally reorganises its relationship with the country.
The Competition Commission has now confirmed to MACUA/WAMUA that the Anglo–Teck transaction does not meet the mandatory thresholds for merger notification in South Africa. Rather than directing criticism at the Commission for applying the law as it stands, the coalition believes this exposes a much deeper regulatory question:
Which South African institution is responsible for undertaking a cumulative public-interest assessment of what happens to workers, communities, environmental liabilities and accumulated social obligations when a corporation of this historical significance restructures or moves capital elsewhere?
Just Share, drawing on its experience of Anglo’s transfer of coal assets into Thungela and subsequent scrutiny of the liabilities attached to those assets, has expressed an important principle which the coalition believes should inform this discussion: value and responsibility must travel together. If corporations are able to extract or transfer the economic value associated with mining assets, the liabilities accumulated in producing that value must remain identifiable, adequately funded and enforceable against entities with the financial capacity to meet them. 
Communities must remain at the centre
The coalition agreed this morning that Tuesday’s engagement cannot be reduced to experts speaking about communities while communities themselves are relegated to the margins.
Representatives from Kriel and Jagersfontein will therefore be placed at the centre of the presentation because their experiences demonstrate what restructuring, closure and regulatory failure mean when corporate balance sheets have moved on, but people cannot.
In Kriel, workers and families who lived in housing connected to former Anglo operations, experience homelessness as one of the consequences of ownership changes and the transfer of responsibility between companies, while in Jagersfontein, communities continue to live with the consequences of catastrophic failures associated with mining waste and tailings.
These experiences reveal why the 100 Year Debt cannot be understood simply as a legal or regulatory dispute. When jobs disappear, household income disappears with them; local businesses lose customers; municipalities inherit additional pressures; environmental risks remain embedded in the landscape; and communities can discover that decades of mining have produced remarkably little durable productive capacity capable of sustaining them once the company restructures or leaves.
This is a labour and unemployment question
At a moment of catastrophic unemployment, Parliament cannot measure the contribution of mining merely by counting the jobs that exist while a mine is operating.
It must ask what kind of jobs are created, whether workers share fairly in the value they produce, what happens when operations contract or change ownership, whether local economies are diversified before closure, and whether generations of extraction have created sufficient productive capacity for communities to survive once mining employment disappears.
The coalition will also place before Parliament the related question of artisanal and small-scale mining. In a country where millions remain excluded from formal employment, it is increasingly difficult to justify a mineral economy in which access to mineral resources remains overwhelmingly organised around large-scale, capital-intensive extraction while ordinary people, cooperatives and communities face regulatory, financial and technical barriers that make lawful participation extraordinarily difficult.
The campaign therefore rejects an approach in which the State’s principal response to this exclusion is criminalisation. Organised criminal mining and violence must be confronted, but Parliament must also ask why the State is strengthening punitive measures against people operating at the bottom of the mineral economy while failing to create a genuinely accessible route through which artisanal miners and communities can participate lawfully in mineral production.
The environmental debt cannot be left behind
The coalition will also place environmental liability at the centre of Tuesday’s presentation.
The Centre for Environmental Rights and Bench Marks Foundation, supported by Allrise Attorneys and the Henk Smith Attorneys will address mine closure, rehabilitation, financial provisioning, tailings, polluted water and land, abandoned mines and the transfer of environmental liabilities when assets move between corporate entities. Their intervention will examine a pattern increasingly visible in the sector: large mining houses divesting from mature or high-liability assets, which are then transferred to entities with weaker balance sheets and potentially reduced capacity to meet rehabilitation and closure obligations. 
This problem is not merely about historic abandoned mines. As participants stressed during the coalition meeting, South Africa risks creating the next generation of abandoned mines today unless the regulatory framework is changed. 
The scale of the ecological debt is also much larger than the visible rehabilitation cost of individual mines. Professor Patrick Bond has estimated that Anglo American’s historical climate debt alone could exceed US$10 trillion, approximately R160 trillion, when historical greenhouse-gas emissions are valued using a full-cost damage methodology. While the coalition does not present this figure as an already adjudicated legal liability, it illustrates a fundamental accounting problem: some of the largest social and environmental costs generated through extraction do not appear on corporate balance sheets at all.
The question Parliament must therefore ask is not merely whether sufficient money has been set aside to close a particular mine, but whether the full environmental cost of extraction is being recognised and whether those costs remain attached to those who accumulated the wealth.
Abandoned mines are also part of the illegal-mining crisis
South Africa’s thousands of derelict, ownerless and abandoned mines and workings are not historical curiosities. They form part of the physical landscape on which today’s crisis of informal and illegal mining is unfolding.
Those abandoned shafts have a history.
The coalition will therefore ask Parliament to confront the connection between abandoned mining infrastructure, unemployment, exclusion from lawful artisanal mining and the State’s increasingly coercive response to people working in abandoned mining areas.
Stilfontein demonstrated the consequences of addressing only the final link in this chain.
A democratic response cannot begin with the person found underground while ignoring who created the underground infrastructure, who extracted the profitable ore, what happened when formal mining ended, whether rehabilitation occurred and why responsibility for abandoned landscapes so frequently becomes a burden borne by communities and the State.

The courts are moving forward while legislation risks moving backwards.
The coalition will also place the current legislative process before Parliament. South Africa’s constitutional jurisprudence has developed considerably through Bengwenyama, Maledu, Baleni and most recently Sustaining the Wild Coast, with the courts progressively recognising the dignity, agency, land rights and meaningful participation of mining-affected communities.
These judgments establish principles that go substantially beyond procedural notification. Communities must be able to participate meaningfully in decisions that affect their land, livelihoods, identities and futures, while informal and customary land rights attract additional protections, including consent requirements where IPILRA applies. 
Yet the Mineral Resources Development Amendment Bill and General Laws Amendment Bill currently being advanced do not adequately incorporate the full development of this jurisprudence and, in important respects, risk moving backwards by narrowing participation, failing properly to recognise consent requirements and strengthening criminalisation without addressing the underlying structural failures of the formal mining system. 
The coalition will therefore ask a basic constitutional question:
What does constitutional supremacy mean if communities repeatedly have to approach the courts to establish their rights, only for subsequent legislation to fail to incorporate the principles those judgments establish?

Parliament’s own conduct must also be examined
The coalition will further raise the contradiction between Parliament’s prolonged delay in dealing with the petition and the Portfolio Committee’s study tour to Canada during precisely that period.
While mining-affected communities were still waiting for the Committee to consider a petition concerning capital flight, corporate restructuring, abandoned mines and inherited liabilities, the Committee travelled to Canada and examined mine closure, rehabilitation funding, financial assurance, abandoned mines and Anglo American’s restructuring and disinvestment.
This morning’s coalition discussion recognised that this issue should not overwhelm the substantive case, but it cannot simply be ignored. The question is not merely why Parliament travelled to Canada. The deeper question is: Whose knowledge, experience and interests receive access and priority when South Africa determines the future of its mineral economy?

Our principal request is an inquiry
The coalition agreed this morning that Tuesday’s engagement must lead to a concrete outcome.
The principal request will therefore be that the Portfolio Committee exercise its constitutional oversight powers and establish a substantive inquiry or public-hearing process into the 100 Year Debt and the continuing social, labour, environmental and economic consequences of mining, corporate restructuring and abandonment. 
Such a process must be capable of hearing affected communities, workers, government departments, regulators, mining companies, the PIC, environmental and legal experts, economists and civil society, and must examine not only historic obligations but the regulatory failures that continue to reproduce the same outcomes.
The coalition will also ask Parliament to consider mechanisms ensuring that value and liability cannot be separated through corporate restructuring; environmental and labour obligations are fully identified and funded before assets are transferred; mining legislation gives proper effect to constitutional jurisprudence; accessible pathways into artisanal and small-scale mining are created; and major corporate exits or restructurings are subjected to a genuine public-interest assessment before they become irreversible.
The purpose of the inquiry should ultimately be larger than an investigation into one company.
Anglo American is the face of the problem because its history and current restructuring bring the contradictions into unusually sharp relief, but the 100 Year Debt Campaign concerns the structure of South Africa’s mineral economy itself.
After more than a century of extraction, Parliament must finally ask: Who accumulated the wealth, who performed the labour, who received the profits, what environmental and social liabilities remain, what was built in the communities from which the resources came, and who is expected to carry the debt when capital moves on?
Tuesday’s presentation cannot answer all of those questions in two hours. That is precisely the point. The scale of the evidence before us demands a process equal to the problem, and the coalition will ask Parliament to establish that process.

Issued by participating members and partners of the 100 Year Debt Campaign, led by MACUA/WAMUA, following the coalition planning meeting of 24 August 2026.

For Media Enquiries:

MACUA: Sabelo Mnguni – 083 563 8985
Bench Marks Foundation: Eric Mokuoa – 083 371 2947
Centre for Applied Legal Studies: Robert Krause – 068 162 2590
Centre for Environmental Rights: Dimakatso Sefatsa – 079 421 95 42
Lawyers for Human Rights: Phyllia Ngoatje – 071 362 9365
Just Share: Kwanele Ngogela – 063 385 5218
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