
Ms Tracey Davies 
Programme Head: Corporate Accountability & Transparency 
Centre for Environmental Rights 
Observatory 

By email: tdavies@cer.org.za 

Dear Ms Davies, 

sa soL 
reaching new frontiers 

21 August 2015 

Re: Centre for Environmental Rights' baseline assessment of corporate environmental 
compliance 

We refer to your letter dated 23 July 2015 addressed to Mr. David E. Constable, the President and 
Chief Executive Officer of Sasol Limited, who has forwarded it to us for our reply. In order to separate 
the various issues we are engaging with you on, this letter will respond on the aforementioned letter 
only. 

1. General: 

1.1 We thank you again for providing an opportunity for Sasol to reply to the letter and the associated 
baseline assessment report. We trust that our response (summarised in Annexure "8" hereto) 
provides perspective and accurate facts on the information contained in the Centre for 
Environmental Rights' ("CER") report. 

We would also like to take this opportunity to reiterate our commitment to constructive 
engagements with all our stakeholders in the interest of sustainable and legally compliant 
operations. As previously communicated with the CER, Sasol remains open to discussing its 
environmental management approach, performance and associated challenges with all 
stakeholders. We believe that direct, robust and transparent discussions, such as those held 
with the CER earlier this year, are likely to be a more effective, collaborative and beneficial 
means to achieving positive outcomes in the interest of all stakeholders and Sasol. In this regard 
we formally reiterate our invitation to meet with the CER regularly and specifically to discuss the 
details contained in the CER report and information contained in this response. 

1 .2 On this basis we have, in addition to specific responses as mentioned below, in principle, elected 
to provide a general response to information contained in the CER letter and report. We request 
that this response be read in conjunction with public disclosures made by Sasol consistent with 
our obligations and commitments in this regard. This includes our Annual Integrated Report 
("AIR"), which will be supplemented by our web based Sustainable Development Report 
(previously a standalone report, supplemented by web based information), annual report on Form 
20F, Carbon Disclosure Project and other online sustainability submissions, such as the JSE SRI 
Index. The reports for our financial year 2015 are being finalised at present and will be released 
in October 2015. These disclosures provide information on Sasol's material risks, sustainability 
challenges and associated responses and performance. 
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1.3 We also include responses on the statements contained in your report in Annexure "A" to this 
Jetter. This is in the interest of demonstrating transparency as, in the main, the incidents and 
matters referred to may not always be included in the above-mentioned reports, given the scope 
of our corporate reporting requirements. We confirm that we comply with the provisions of 
legislation and other requirements, as explained below, in effecting our duty to report on and 
disclose material environmental risks in, amongst other things, public documents. 

1.4 Our AIR is our primary annual report to stakeholders. It is intended to contain succinct and 
material information. Its contents are guided by the International Integrated Reporting 
Framework published by the International Integrated Reporting Council and applicable 
requirements of the King Code of Governance Principles 2009 (King Ill). The aim is to provide a 
balanced, accurate and accessible assessment of Sasol's strategy, performance and prospects 
in relation to material financial, economic, social, environmental and governance issues. The 
material matters are considered to be critical issues in relation to achieving our strategic 
objectives and sustaining our business model and integrated value chain. 

Our annual Sustainable Development Report ("SDR") supplements the AIR and aims to provide 
focussed information of specific relevance to certain identified stakeholders, including investors, 
analysts, sustainable development professionals and others who have an interest in Sasol's 
sustainability performance at a group level. We continue to use the Global Reporting Initiative 
("GRI") G4 guidelines to inform our SDR. The contents of the report are therefore aligned with 
material sustainability focus areas for the period in question relating to specific impacts we have 
and that may affect the long term success of our business. 

Sasol's annual report on Form 20F is filed with the United States Securities Exchange 
Commission in accordance with the Securities Exchange Act of 1 934, in accordance with specific 
requirements, pursuant to Sasol's secondary listing on the New York Stock Exchange. It should 
be read in conjunction with the AIR as it provides information, for instance, on Sasol's material 
risks, applicable regulatory dispensations and associated challenges as well as legal proceedings 
and other contingencies. 

We also make prompt announcements, from time to time, on material price sensitive information, 
which could include environmental and other sustainability matters. 

1.5 Given the specific disclosure requirements and their related objectives, Sasol recognises that 
transparency on material aspects of environmental management and performance should be 
achieved through various appropriate means. Sasol continues to progress its approach on 
transparency on material aspects of environmental management and associated disclosures as 
informed, by amongst other things, case law and changes to relevant legal requirements in South 
Africa. 

1.6 Sasol, as is practice in the energy and chemicals industry, recognises and publically discloses on 
our ability to further mitigate our environmental impacts and in this regard, that responding to 
significant changes in environmental legislation and policy remains one of our important 
challenges. This is particularly the case in South Africa, where the regulatory framework and 
associated licensing dispensations relating to air quality, climate change, water and waste 
management are evolving rapidly in the midst of ageing existing plants. We further recognise 
and disclose that compliance with these requirements is a significant factor in our business. We 
continue to invest in projects delivering environmental improvements informed by integrated 
environmental management priorities. 

1.7 Sasol continues to publically disclose its material sustainability and associated compliance 
challenges. 
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1. 7.1 Sa sol extensively disclosed its significant challenges, including those made as part of and in 
response to our postponement applications, associated with the Minimum Emission Standards 
("MES") published under the National Environmental Management: Air Quality Act ("NEMAQA") 
as well as the associated reasons for this. We acknowledged that we would be reliant on 
mechanisms available in law to mitigate these compliance risks in the short and long term, 
through amongst others, postponement applications that are subject to extensive public 
participation and disclosure processes. We confirm that we are currently operating under 
atmospheric emission licenses that were varied to reflect these postponement decisions. 
These impose stretched targets for Sasol during the postponement period. 

As part of Sasol's air quality related postponement applications, we made available via our 
independent consultant's website, copies of the applications and the supporting information 
thereto. Further, Sasol also appointed independent specialists to prepare air pollution 
assessments as prescribed by the Atmospheric Impact Report Regulations and disclosed 
these. 

As part of that process, we also made available redacted copies of the applicable plants' 
atmospheric emission licences as well as available copies of these plants' recent emissions 
monitoring reports. Consequent upon the decisions of our postponement applications, we also 
similarly made available copies of the decisions taken in concurrence with the relevant local 
licensing authorities by the National Air Quality Officer. Since then, we received and 
accommodated a request from the CER for copies of the draft offset plans that Sasol was 
required to submit by 30 June 2015. Similarly, on request we also made available copies of the 
applicable plants' varied AELs reflecting the postponement decisions to the CER. 

Sasol was one of the first companies in South Africa to implement a system of accredited 
ambient monitoring stations, to monitor the quality of ambient air near its plants, and to report 
these results to communities in newsletters and other media. This data is now being fed into 
the South African Air Quality Information System (SAAQIS). 

We continue to publically disclose our performance data, including on our group atmospheric 
emissions and with reference to applicable Sasol group targets. 

1.7.2. We disclosed that recent changes to the waste management regulatory landscape also 
introduce increasingly stringent waste disposal restrictions that will impact on our ongoing 
efforts to comply with all applicable laws and regulations. The challenge is often triggered by 
our unique Fischer-Tropsch production processes which results in clarification being required 
regarding the interpretation and associated application of new laws and regulations. 

In response to the National Waste Information Regulations, we have registered applicable 
activities and sites and commenced quarterly reporting into the South African Waste 
Information System. Sasol also complied with its obligations to notify the Department of 
Environmental Affairs ("DEA") in terms of Part 8 of the National Environmental Management: 
Waste Act ("NEMWA"). We are now progressing additional assessments as required by the 
DEA at both our Secunda and Sasolburg sites, in parallel with our existing land risk 
management approach. Feedback on progress with our rehabilitation projects and associated 
land risk management activities is provided to the Department of Water and Sanitation ("DWS"), 
amongst others at the DWS quarterly forum as well as at Refinery meetings, which are 
attended by most relevant authorities. 

1.7.3 In this regard, Sasol continues to investigate solutions (despite current technology, feasibility 
and spatial constraints in some instances) that may enable us to comply over the longer term, 
and to conduct collaborative and constructive engagements with the DEA and other 
stakeholders to further highlight and resolve these challenges. 
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1.7.4 We further continue to disclose that climate change poses a significant risk for our business, 
both in meeting anticipated legislative requirements and in adapting to its potential physical 
impacts. Sasol acknowledges that identifying and implementing appropriate responses that 
balance the need for economic development, job creation, energy security and greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction present a profound challenge for South Africa. As a carbon intensive 
company, we recognise that we have a particular responsibility and opportunity to contribute to 
finding solutions to this challenge. In this regard, we disclose details on our comprehensive 
climate change strategy that has been in place for a number of years and performance against 
our greenhouse gas emission intensity measure, as well as absolute emissions. 

We have also received an informal request from one of the CER's clients directly for some of 
the information pertaining to internal calculations Sasol referred to and relied upon during the 
Davis Tax Commission discussions on the National Treasury's proposed carbon tax. We 
provided the necessary information in this regard and, as is our preference, in order to facilitate 
informed discussions, extended an invitation to discuss the information further with that 
organisation. 

1.8 From time to time, Sasol experiences operational challenges that impact our sustained 
compliance with existing environmental authorisations, including our waste management and 
water use licenses. We address our material challenges through our overall environmental 
management approach and highlight some examples below. 

1.9 Sasol discloses information around material operational challenges and associated responses to 
the respective authorities and through active participation in specifically the Waterval Catchment 
Forum (WCF}, Olifantsriver Catchment Forum (ORCF) and Leeu-Taaiboschspruit Catchment 
Forum (L TCF). 

The minutes from the above forums, referred to and quoted in your report, demonstrate open and 
transparent communication between the stakeholders and role-players, including Sasol, with 
regards to catchment specific water quality management. These forums are open to any 
interested and affected party to attend and regular participants include representatives from local 
authorities, Rand Water, DWS, mines and farmers. Standing agenda items include reports on 
incidents, matters pertaining to water use licenses and catchment specific matters. 

1.10 Sasol regularly engages with the applicable regulatory authorities in addressing our challenges 
(with a large focus on closing out on legacy issues which we have identified) associated with 
environmental authorisations in an effort to ensure sustainable legal compliance. 

We monitor and report compliance with our environmental authorisations continuously in 
accordance with specific license conditions in this regard. Apart from providing the requisite 
feedback to the authorities at the prescribed intervals, we engage with the respective authorities 
on deviances from licensing conditions as and when these arise. 

As required, we report significant environmental incidents in terms of, amongst others, section 30 
of the National Environmental Management Act, 1 08 of 1998 ("NEMA"). 

To the extent that challenges are addressed through variation applications, stakeholder 
engagements and disclosures meet the applicable requirements of public participation. 

1.11 We regard focussed engagements with stakeholders as integral to our environmental 
management strategy and advancing our transparency objectives. During the course of FY15, 

Sasol continued to engage stakeholders on its approach to environmental management. 
Examples of these engagements include: 
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• Focus group discussions with various key stakeholders, including investors and non
governmental organisations; 

• The commencement of a bi-annual air quality forum in Secunda to engage our communities 
on air quality-related matters; 

• Participation in stakeholder engagement forums driven by national and local government 
entities. These include the Implementation Task Team and Multi Stakeholder Reference 
Group meetings for air quality management in the Highveld and Vaal Triangle priority areas, 
technical working groups (particularly on climate change and related studies), the DWS 
Quarterly Forum, Refinery meetings, the abovementioned water catchment forums and 
various engagements on challenges faced with the current carbon tax such as the Davis Tax 
Committee hearings. The focus of most of these meetings, amongst other things, includes 
compliance with water, waste and atmospheric emission licenses. In 2015, our 
engagements with the DWS specifically included discussions around finalising delays in 
some of our water license applications; and 

• Hosting the Parliamentary Portfolio Committee on Environmental Affairs, along with various 
other national and local government officials, at site visits at our Secunda and Sasolburg 
facilities. 

We trust that this affirms Sasol's commitment to transparently develop and maintain strong relationships 
with all our stakeholders, to properly understand and respond to their interests. We further trust that our 
response unequivocally affirms our commitment to appropriately engage with our stakeholders to 
address material challenges. 

We look forward to receiving a response from the CER with regards to our reiterated invitation above. 

Sincerely, 

Dr Jens Straatmann 
Senior Vice President 
Legal, Intellectual Property & Regulatory Services 

Senior Vice President 
Risk & SHE 
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Annexure "A" 

Responses t o  the CER's Baseline Risk Report: 

1. Sasol's Secunda Operations 

1 .1 Reference is made to compliance monitoring inspections conducted by the Environmental 
Management Inspectorate ("EM I") at our Secunda operations. We confirm that extensive 
inspections were undertaken at our Secunda operations in 2008, 2010 and in 2015 with a key 
focus on our compliance with applicable environmental authorisations and our duty of care with 
regards to land risk management. We have responded to the findings of all audits, but are still 
awaiting the report from the EM Is regarding the 2015 audit which focussed on air quality 
management. Sasol's Secunda Operations were also subject to inspections by the Department 
of Water and Sanitation ("DWS") in 2014 and have already responded to the findings raised in 
the report. 

The findings raised in the initial EMI reports with regards to air quality management have been 
addressed. See paragraph 1. 7.1 of the main letter. Sasol also received confirmation from the 
EMI, subsequent to the 2008 audits, that the findings were sufficiently addressed and do not 
warrant any further enforcement or prosecution. 

Sasol monitors compliance with license conditions, discloses information and reports to the 
respective regulatory authorities as per statutory and licensing requirements and as explained in 
the main letter. 

1.2 Reference to extracts of the minutes of the Waterval Catchment Forum (WCF) in the Centre of 
Environmental Rights' ("CER") report highlights that Sasol's operating activities in Secunda have 
a potential impact on surface water in proximity to our plant. We identify and manage these risks 
in accordance with our overall business and safety, health and environmental risk management 
strategy. Challenges which we consistently seek to avoid include managing the risk of 
unintended effluent releases from our effluent dams (largely due to emergency incidents 
associated with adverse weather conditions), seepage and maintaining licensed discharge 
effluent quality (also impacted by upstream land use activities and seasonal variations which 
influence the water quality passing through the Secunda complex). 

Our responses to the abovementioned EMI and DWS inspection reports, as well as ongoing 
engagements with the authorities and participation in the WCF, demonstrate our commitment to 
managing these risks. We have a number of initiatives underway to address these risks, 
including: 

• Continued management of the water balance in our effluent storage dams aligned with our 
overall water and ash management strategy; 

• Ongoing quantification and mitigation of our seepage impacts through the southern side run
off water and seepage project specifically; 

• Optimised management of storm water run-off and leachate including: 
o conducting extensive groundwater quality monitoring at the Secunda Complex twice a 

year. The objectives of the monitoring include both meeting compliance to 
environmental license conditions and more importantly allowing for the assessment of 
the impact of activities undertaken at the site. The monitoring results provide the 
necessary information to ensure groundwater impacts are managed effectively within 
a risk-based framework and that the potential future impacts are minimised; and 

o the further construction of seepage trenches at additional appropriate locations. 
• Effluent discharge quality control through, amongst other things: 

o infrastructure management. We are progressing on our pipeline inspection, 
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maintenance and replacement strategy which is yielding significant results in 
mitigating the risk of infrastructure failure as a potential key contributor to the 
management of our water quality objectives; 

o continued implementation of the integrated surface water monitoring system at the 
Secunda complex that measures surface water quality both up- and downstream of 
the primary catchment area; 

o a monitoring program that includes the surface water monitoring of 24 Receiving 
Environment Surface Monitoring (RESM) stations. Grab samples are taken at all 
RESMs on a weekly basis as per our water use license requirements. In addition to 
this, electrical conductivity is monitored via 24-hour online monitoring at 9 of the 
RESMs. These include RESM 1, RESM 2, RESM 3, RESM 5, RESM 7, RESM 9, 
RESM 12, RESM 13. The flow is also monitored for selected RESMs including RESM 
1, RESM 5, RESM 7, and RESM 12. This provides the context for the references 
hereto in the CER baseline report; and 

o any water quality exceedances are timeously picked up at the various RESMs and 
trigger an environmental incident notification to the regulatory authorities within 24 
hours. An incident investigation is then conducted and the root cause(s) as well as 
the corrective measures are reported to the authorities within two weeks. This also 
forms the basis of feedback provided to the WCF, in particular to demonstrate the 
proactive approach to managing such potential impacts especially on downstream 
users. 

1.3 The report also includes reference to a media statement referring to accusations from a farmer 
with regards to alleged cattle deaths caused by Sasol's activities in Secunda. This relates to an 
event that occurred on 23 December 2013 when an unexpected crack appeared on the surface 
of fine ash dam 4. Over and above the technical investigations into the crack, as a precautionary 
measure, additional water was removed from the fine ash dam and having informed the relevant 
authorities, measures to mitigate the overall risk to the surrounding surface water were 
implemented. 

2. Sasol Energy 

2.1 The CER report references applications submitted by Sasol Oil (Ply} Limited for retrospective 
authorisations in terms of section 24G of the National Environmental Act (1 08 of 1998) for some 
historical sites requiring authorisation for tank installations. As part of our commitment to legal 
compliance, Sasol Oil (Pty) Limited participated in the 2007 amnesty process coordinated by the 
Department of Environmental Affairs ("DEA"). It followed the rectification process and paid 
administrative fines to support the processing of these applications. In some instances, these 
applications and authorisations are no longer required, given changes to regulatory requirements 
and associated thresholds. 

3. Sasol's Sasolburg Operations 

3.1 The C ER report refers to notes from a Parliamentary Committee hearing conducted in 2009 
where statements were made regarding health challenges caused by Sasol's operations in 
Sasolburg. The report further refers to media statements in 2009 on alleged particulate matter 
exceedances and associated inferences of health ailments. We do not agree with these 
statements and any associated allegations. Most recently, as part of our postponement 
applications, Sasol investigated its emissions and the associated impacts thereof as required in 
terms of the Atmospheric Impact Report Regulations. These assessments confirmed that Sasol's 
Sasolburg Operations' emissions do not cause exceedances of the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards ("NAAQS"). The NAAQS set by the DEA and informed by the World Health 
Organisation guidelines establish the ambient pollutant concentration levels for protection of 
human health. 
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Based on the independent air quality assessments, we have identified that in the vicinity of our 
plants there are high ambient concentrations of particulate matter, especially evident during 
winter months when coal and other domestic fuel burning in the surrounding communities is more 
prevalent. We explore potential solutions to address this identified concern and have embarked 
on a pilot offset project that could represent a potentially significant and sustainable air quality 
improvement opportunity. 

Sasol records and carefully considers every complaint regarding health impacts potentially 
caused by its facilities and provides feedback to the party who made the complaint. Most 
commonly, multiple causes exist for health ailments which are not demonstrated to be related to 
Sasol activities. 

3.2 The approach and conclusions explained above with regards to air quality related matters are 
also applicable to our Sasol Secunda operations. 

3.3 The incident referred to in the report, quoted from minutes of a Leeu-Taaiboschspruit Catchment 
Forum ("L TCF'') meeting of 22 July 2014, refers to an instance where on 22 July 2014 a 
municipal pump station failed in Metsimaholo. This forms part of the municipal infrastructure that 
transfers domestic sewage to the Sasol waste water treatment works for treatment and 
discharge. By design and since the start-up of our plant in Sasolburg, we provide sewerage 
treatment services to the municipality at our bio-works (sewerage treatment plant). The 
municipality retains responsibility for the management of the transfer of sewerage to our 
treatment plant as well as for the related services infrastructure outside our plant. Transfer of 
custody and control over the domestic sewage occurs at the inlet to the Sasol sewerage works. 
Final discharge, after treatment and re-use of the treated water, is done under a DWS 
authorisation and the quality is strictly controlled and reported on by Sasol. 

The incidents referred to in the CER report thus do not relate to, or arise from, Sasol's operations 
in Sasolburg but have impacted Sasol's land as the pollution runs over Sasol property down to 
the Taaiboschspruit. 

Sasol has engaged the Municipality regarding these matters for resolution and has also reported 
on this to the L TCF. 

Sa sol continues to assist the Municipality in addressing some of the Municipality's sewage 
management challenges, as is currently the case in the Refengotso Township (Deneysville). 

3.4 The de-sludge incident referred to in the report, refers to an incident that occurred on 
27 October 2014 during the cleaning of a water reservoir at the Sasolburg operations. We 
managed the incident responsibly and duly reported this incident to DWS in accordance with 
statutory and licensing requirements and other practices referred to in this response. An incident 
investigation was conducted in accordance with our environmental incident management 
practices and feedback was provided to the DWS (the then Department of Water Affairs). The 
final impact to the Leeuspruit was assessed to be negligible with no remediation required. The 
incident was also reported on at the L TCF. 

3.5 The CER report refers to Sasol refusing to share certain bio-monitoring results. Sasol indicated 
its preference to respond to a specific request from the L TCF management in this regard. 
Despite not having received such a request, we intend to share information about bio-monitoring 
undertaken by Sasol at the next L TCF. 
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4. Sasol's Base Chemicals Operations 

4.1 With reference to the 2009 parliamentary questions concerning pollution of river catchments 
servicing the Kruger National Park, which are referred to in the CER report under reply, we wish 
to clarify that the report incorrectly reflects that Sasol Nitro was issued with a non-compliance 
letter or notice. 

The facts are that the regulatory authority issued the former Sasol Nitro Phalaborwa facility with a 
directive in terms of sections 19(3) & 53(1) of the National Water Act on 28 July 2010. Although it 
referred to section 19(3), there was no allegation in the directive that Sasol had polluted any 
catchment. Rather the directive was focused solely on an alleged failure to hold a water use 
entitlement. 

The directive was shown to be both procedurally defective and baseless. We informed the DWS 
(the then Department of Water Affairs) of this in writing on 1 8  August 2010. 

At all times we operated under our existing lawful water use. The DWS conceded in a letter 
dated 21 July 2011 that we had proved our existing lawful water use and had therefore complied 
with the directive. No further action was subsequently taken by the Department. 

The facility was sold by Sasol in 201 1 .  

5. Sasol's Mining Operations 

5.1 The CER report also references incidents reported to the Waterval Catchment Forum ("WCF") 
arising from our mining operations in Secunda. 

5.2 The details of the incident relating to leakage of an underground storage compartment are not 
clear and can therefore not be linked to a specific incident and mine. It is normal practice, 
amongst other things, for safety reasons, that mined out areas are identified and prepared as 
underground water storage areas during the operational phase of mines. The building of a 
concrete seal to create the storage compartment is one of the practices to create storage 
capacity. The design of such a seal is done in conjunction with all the relevant specialists to 
ensure that a safe practice is implemented (e.g. the management strategy of the pressure behind 
the seal). These seals and storage compartments are inspected and measured regularly. In 
some cases, due to the nature of the surrounding geology, leaking of seals may occur. Although 
the details of this specific incident are not available, it is possible that a seal leaked and that 
water flowed towards the workings, without any surface water impacts. Mitigation through the 
pumping of water out of the mine to the surface is generally considered an appropriate process 
for managing the risk at the workings. Mine water pumped to surface is re-used as service water 
for dust suppression. 

5.3 The incident referred to in the WCF minutes of 2013, refers to feedback by Sasol Mining of a 
potential pollution incident and explanation of the prevention measures applied. The minutes 
confirm that no pollution of surface streams occurred. The minutes further confirm recognition of 
the efficacy of early detection and containment measures applied by Sasol Mining in this 
instance. 
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Annexure "8" 

Executive summary 

We thank the Centre for Environmental Rights for providing an opportunity to Sasol to reply to the 
Centre's letter and associated baseline assessment report. We note that the Centre's letter and report 
are largely based on a review of and extracts from documents which Sasol either publically disclosed or 
responded to. It also reflects our ongoing open discussions in public forums which are testimony to 
Sasol's open engagements with stakeholders around our challenges. 

Our response, contained in the letter and annexure "A" thereto, is intended to provide perspective and 
accurate facts to the information contained in the Centre's letter and report. Sasol recognises that 
transparency on material aspects of our environmental management approach and performance should 
be achieved through various appropriate means and continues to inform its approach in this regard 
through, amongst other things, case law and changes to applicable legal requirements in South Africa. 
In this regard, we wish to highlight in particular our extensive disclosures and stakeholder 
engagements. including those made as part of and in response to our postponement applications, 
submitted in respect of addressing our significant challenges related to the Minimum Emission 
Standards published under the National Environmental Management: Air Quality Act over the last two 
years. We continue to monitor, report and discuss material operational challenges and associated 
responses with the authorities in accordance with applicable license requirements. We also actively 
participate in and communicate through various water catchment forums, air quality forums, industry 
waste management forums, Refinery meetings, focus group discussions with various stakeholders and 
engagement through and with the Parliamentary Portfolio Committee on Environmental Affairs. 

We request that this response be read in conjunction with public disclosures made by Sasol consistent 
with our obligations and commitments in this regard. This includes our Annual Integrated Report 
("AIR"), which will be supplemented by our web based Sustainable Development Report, annual report 
on Form 20F, Carbon Disclosure Project submissions and other online sustainability submissions such 
as the JSE SRI Index. The reports for 2015 are being finalised at present and will be released in 
October. These disclosures provide information on Sasol's material risks, sustainability challenges and 
associated responses and performance as guided by the International Integrated Reporting Framework, 
requirements of the King Code of Governance Principles 2009 ("King Ill"), the Global Reporting Initiative 
("GRI") G4 guidelines and requirements due to Sasol's secondary listing on the New York Stock 
Exchange. 

We reiterate our commitment to constructive engagement with all our stakeholders and remain open to 
discuss our environmental management approach, performance and associated challenges in the 
interest of sustainable and legally complaint operations. This includes engagement to highlight our 
material challenges and in our efforts to continue to investigate solutions to resolve these and potential 
future compliance challenges. 

We trust that this affirms Sasol's commitment to transparently develop and maintain strong relationships 
with all our stakeholders to properly understand and respond to their interests. We further trust that our 
response unequivocally affirms our commitment to appropriately engage with our stakeholders to 
address material challenges. 
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