
 

 

25 August 2007 

Notes from the Public Meeting held on 24 August 2007 
on the UraMin Desalination Plant and Permanent Water Pipeline 

 
Swakopmund Auditorium, MFMR, Strand Street 

 
 

1. Attendees 
The list of attendees is attached as Appendix 1. 

 

2. Welcome 
 Mr Alex du Plessis, Chairman of Turgis Consulting, welcomed everyone to the meeting, as did Mr Bert 

Leathley, General Manager of UraMin Namibia. Mr du Plessis then introduced those members of the EIA 

team present namely Mr Johan Oberholzer (Turgis), Mr Fritz Jeske (Bicon Namibia), Dr Daniel Limpitlaw 

(Turgis), Mr Adrian Viljoen (Turgis), Mr Andre van Tonder (WSP Coastal) and Mrs Julie Stacey (Turgis). 

 

Issues sheets were distributed for people to complete if they so wished, for submission to the EIA team.  

The attendance register was also circulated. 

 
3. Presentation 
A presentation was made outlining the project to date, including the studies undertaken and the results to 

date, as well as the future work.  

 

4. Discussion 
The following issues were raised in the discussion that followed the presentation. 
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Issues/ questions/comments Person Response Person 
Who is doing the Marine Biology Study and are MFMR doing any 
of the studies? 

A Kreiner, 
MFMR 

Dr Andréa Pulfrich, of Pisces Consulting in Cape Town, on the 
recommendation of the CSIR. Dr Pulfrich has extensive 
experience along the Namibian coast. MFMR have not been 
asked to do the study as they are one of the government 
departments that has to sign off on the EIA, and this would 
result in a conflict of interest. 

Julie Stacey 

The Lichen fields were heavily impacted by the storm of 2003/4. 
Two photographs were displayed on request showing the 
“before” and “after” situation, and what remains must be strongly 
protected. 

E. Erb, 
Museum 
Swakopmund 

The lichen fields are probably the main issue of concern, and 
that the EIA team is in contact with Professor Norbert Jürgens 
from Hamburg in Germany, who has a global lichen monitoring 
station in the Lichen fields to discuss the issues, and the 
possible mitigation measures. 

Alex du 
Plessis 

The transparency of the process is really appreciated, but the 
more work that gets done, the less room there is left to 
manoeuvre in this EIA, and I&APs should have been spoken to 
earlier. We have to look at 50 years hence and look at the 
change in sense of place north of Wlotzkasbaken, as the 
desalination plant will set a precedent for industrial development 
along the rare and valuable coastline. Although the 
Wlotzkasbakeners have been asked to enter the area as a World 
Heritage site, it is probably not worth it because it is so small, but 
we still have to look at what sort of legacy we are leaving. A 
better site would be further north above the Lichen fields as this 
is a flat and uninteresting piece of land. We should not legitimise 
the road development that is in fact illegal just because it is 
there. 

Kerry 
McNamara, K 
McNamara 
Architects 

The UraMin desalination plant is being built to accommodate 
significant expansions, which will be within the footprint that is 
currently designed. Namwater has indicated that the 45Mm3 
capacity should be enough to serve the other domestic and 
industrial users forecast in the future. No-one wants a plethora 
of desalination plants to be erected in future. Namwater is 
already paying for half of the plant. A site that far north was 
not looked at in detail although Mile 30 was investigated when 
desalination was first mooted. The trade off opening a brand 
new corridor of development across the WCRA, versus using an 
already disturbed area. We will look at the environment north 
of the lichen fields. This EIA is certainly trying to take into 
account cumulative impacts. 
 
This plant is well situated to make use of the existing Omdel 
servitude.  By making use of this, water can be reticulated to 
Swakopmund 

Alex du 
Plessis 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Johan Botha 

There is concern about how far down the line this EIA has 
progressed already. At the June focus group meeting the need 
for a strategic assessment of power and water was stressed. If 
you look at the other Uranium deposits, a lot of the demand is 
south of Trekkopje, so is the current placement of the 
desalination plant logical? We called for a strategic assessment 
and we haven’t got it. Namwater and Nampower need to be 
giving developers guidelines on what location would be optimal 

John Pallett Trekkopje is in fact near the centre of future water demand due 
to the large water demand of the proposed mine.  Furthermore, 
it is difficult to take possible future operations into account as 
the viability of Uranium does not only depend on where they 
are but the payable ore and product price. Future mining plans 
are highly speculative because of this. 

Daniel 
Limpitlaw 
and Alex du 
Plessis 
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Issues/ questions/comments Person Response Person 
for the desalination plant, as its current location is too far north. 
The MME is not listed on the list of engagement and neither is 
the Chamber of Mines, which is to have been expected as they 
could facilitate this strategic assessment of mining needs. 

K Mhopjeni, 
MME 

That is an error on the slide; MME and Chamber have been 
extensively involved specifically with the mining application, 
although not with the desalination plant. 

Julie Stacey 

The desalination plant should be moved further inland, as it is 
messing up the coastline. Can we not make use of the land that 
has already been messed up by Rössing, and why do we need so 
many pipelines crossing the landscape – can we not just have a 
single main pipeline from which a the network then extends?  

S Stumfe, 
landowner 

There are technical limitations to moving the desalination plant 
further inland, but this will be noted and looked into. 

Alex du 
Plessis 
 

Can Namwater paint a strategic picture of the situation in 10 
years? 

John Pallett Namwater is currently investigating the ability of the existing 
pipeline network to manage the predicted water demand. The 
study is looking at the existing pipeline from Swakopmund to 
RUL and Valencia, to see if they can be served by the existing 
pipeline, as well as the growth expected in Arandis. To date the 
studies show that only minor adjustments will be needed and 
that the current pipeline can service the future demand. Water 
will have to be brought to Swakopmund form Wlotzkasbaken, 
and Namwater is currently replacing 6 km of the Omdel line. A 
new large pipeline will have to be built from the desalination 
plant to Swakopmund, and we plan to build a reservoir to mix 
the Omdel and Wlotzkasbaken water to get improved water 
quality to Swakopmund (the desalinated water will be of higher 
quality than the water from the Omdel Scheme).  

Johan Botha 

RUL’s consumption is also expected to increase.  Does the siting 
of this plant take this into account?  What about exploration 
companies? 

John Pallet Figures from mining companies are generally robust while 
estimates of future use from exploration juniors are less so.  
Mining companies have been extensively consulted in the 
development of this project.   

Alex du 
Plessis 
 

The State must look at the wider picture, not only at this 
development. Rössing showed foresight in building a pipeline 
larger than was immediately necessary. 

K McNamara We need a certain level of certainly before we can commit to 
pipeline construction. 

Johan Botha 

Namwater and Nampower need to take the lead on this issue John Pallett Yes, this is happening, especially on the water side. Alex du 
Plessis 

The water requirements for this project are almost double what 
the entire region uses. Where is the energy coming from for this 
project?  

Alan Jenneker, 
Enviro 
Solutions 

Nampower has assured Uramin that the Mwh needed for the 
project are within their capacity to provide. 

Alex du 
Plessis 

A strategic assessment of all mining requirements is needed, in 
terms of all resources, not just water and power, and with 
respect to the possibility of compromising tourism, not only in 

Rod Braby, 
NACOMA 

We agree. The comments will be noted. Alex du 
Plessis 
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Issues/ questions/comments Person Response Person 
this region but perhaps in the others as well. Don’t know who is 
responsible for this – maybe the mines could get together and do 
this themselves, or perhaps MME should do it? The transparency 
of this process is most appreciated. 
Is the temporary pipeline going ahead, and is there an EIA 
process around this? What will happen to the pipeline 
afterwards? 

Guido van 
Langenhove, 
MAWF 

Water is needed for the test work on the mine to prove that the 
resource is viable, so yes, the temporary pipeline is to be built, 
and yes an EIA process is underway. The temporary pipeline is 
simply being put on the ground – there are no structures 
involved, and once it is no longer needed it will be removed 
completely and the service track will be rehabilitated. 

Daniel 
Limpitlaw 

The Chamber of Mines has just opened an office in Swakopmund 
to coordinate the strategic mine planning, and has launched a 
committee to deal with this. A lot of what has been talked about 
here is already happening. There is a lot of talk, but only a few 
real players and we must concentrate on the facts. 

Wotan 
Swiegers, 
Chamber of 
Mines 

  

Has the contract for the construction of the desalination plant at 
Wlotzkasbaken and the pipeline been awarded? If so we are 
wasting our time here. Can the desalination plant be moved or 
has it already been decided to locate it north of Wlotzkasbaken? 
Are these proceedings being minuted; if so they must reflect the 
fact that the desalination plant can be moved otherwise this 
meeting is useless 

K McNamara The contracts have been awarded, but only for the 
construction, with no locations implied. It will be built by 
Keyplan wherever the EIA process gains approval for. Yes, if 
the EIA process indicates the need for it, the desalination plant 
can be moved. And yes, the proceedings are being minuted. 
UraMin has committed an enormous amount of money to the 
feasibility studies for this project, and they recognise the risk in 
running these in parallel with the EIA process.  

Alex du 
Plessis 

The promise by Nampower to provide energy might be empty. 
What does the greater demand in the Erongo region mean for 
the rest of the country and what are the wider implications? 
Namwater and Nampower need to take this process public.  

J Pallett   

What are the social impacts of this project? How many people will 
be involved in the construction and operation and from where will 
they be employed? 

A. Horn All social issues are being addressed in the EIA. Approximately 
30 people will be employed during the operational phase of the 
desalination plant. 

Alex du 
Plessis and 
Julie Stacey 

Are there other EIAs for desalination plants on which this EIA can 
draw, and what impacts do these show? 

D Pineo, 
Rössing 

Yes there are other EIAs for desalination plants in other parts of 
the world. The results of these EIAs show that the desalination 
process is less impacting than for example, disposal from a 
sewage works or nuclear plant. As with all EIAs for the real 
impacts to be determined, this EIA must be done for the 
proposed site so that site–specific impacts can be identified and 
built into the management plan. Acceptable water quality will 
be reached within 20m of the outfall. 

Julie Stacey 
and Alex du 
Plessis 
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Issues/ questions/comments Person Person Response 
There is one problem with burying the pipeline in sections for 
animal overpasses, as this will allow quad bikes and vehicles over 
these sections.  

J Pallett That is one of the reasons that declaring the road a private 
road would assist in restricting vehicular access. It may mean 
that the road could be boomed. The proposed route is being 
driven primarily by environmental considerations. 

Julie Stacey 
and Alex du 
Plessis 

It may be possible to use the security people for the desalination 
plant to police access to the road 

Mike Scott, 
Private 

  

The transparency of this process has been excellent. Given That 
the desalination plant is modular, will the possible expansion be 
in the same place or in a new place? Will the picture change for 
the add-ons? 

R 
Schneeweiss, 
Rössing 

No, the picture will not change. The current design allows for 
additional units within the structures shown on the slide. 

Adrian 
Viljoen 

What is the sub-station going to look like and where will it be 
located? 

Rod Braby, 
NACOMA 

We don’t know yet but it will be no bigger than the desalination 
plant. We will request Nampower to fit in with the design 
criteria that have been used for the desalination plant. We do 
not want a green monster like the Tamarisk Substation next to 
our low visual impact plant. 

Johan 
Oberholzer 

What will happen to the waste from the desalination plant and 
can it not be used to feed a salt works? 

K Mhopjeni, 
MME 

That is essentially the brine that has been discussed, and 
MAWF supports marine disposal rather than on-land disposal of 
the brine.  

Julie Stacey 
and Alex du 
Plessis 
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5. Issues Raised on the Issues Sheets 
The following issues were captured on the issues sheets that were handed out during the meeting. 

Issues/ questions/comments Person 
What are the impacts of light at night from the desalination plant, on fauna and flora, 
and the aesthetic affects on people? 

Anonymous 

Will public access to the pipeline road be restricted? It should be if possible and 
should be a private road. 

Anonymous 

Does the above ground pipeline change the wind pattern or fog pattern and does that 
affect the lichen? 

Anonymous 

The marine impact needs to be carefully studies especially as the pipe will be in a 
rocky area (a unique ecosystem). There will be a 40m impact (20m either side of the 
pipe). 

Anonymous 

Is the temperature change of the brine and surrounding water really only <1°C? What 
with the East wind? Colour of pipe? 

Anonymous 

Will a rehab plan be part of this SEIA? Anonymous 
How will the removal of only one organism impact the ecology further up? Anonymous 
Spin-offs on employment opportunities e.g. health, accommodation, education, 
transport. 

Anonymous 

The road from Wlotzkasbaken to UraMin will have to be constructed properly (+400 
trucks for the pipe and other daily construction vehicles). The road will have to be 
gravelled and watered. The Roads Authority estimated N$800,000 per km – new 
gravel pits? Is gravel in the vicinity available? 

Uli Trumper, 
Roads Authority 

Construction roads into desert as feeder roads etc? Please consider this impact as 
well. 

Uli Trumper, 
Roads Authority 

In the coastal area, +-10km, the brine could be used for road construction process 
(see salt road). 

 



 

APPENDIX 1   Attendance Register Public Meeting 24 August 2007, Swakopmund Auditorium, MFMR, Strand Street 
UraMin Desalination Plant and Permanent Water Pipeline EIA 

 

NAME AFFILIATION / COMPANY  TELEPHONE EMAIL 
1. J. Oberholzer Turgis Consulting +27833088510 johan@turgis.co.za 
2. F. Jeske Bicon Namibia 0811276357 jeske@bicon.com.na
3. A. van Tonder WSP Coastal +27825559448 andre.vantonder@wspgroup.co.za 
4. E Schneider-Waterberg Prolink Namibia 0812462076 emily@prolinknamibia.com 
5. Kirsten Kraft Allgemeine Zeitung 0811222111 kirsten@az.com.na
6. H. Skrypzeck MFMR 064 4101144 hskrypzeck@mfmr.gov.na
7. N. Moroff MFMR 064 4101147 nmoroff@mfmr.gov.na
8. E. Erb Swakopmund Museum 0812301758 erbelke@mweb.com.na
9. C. Berry Sam Cohen Library 0812757270 ecoguide@iway.na
10. Kaarina Eelu DRFN (Gobabeb) 064694199 S200446339@students.polytechnic.edu.na
11. Johanna Shikangala DRFN (Gobabeb) 064694199 shikangala20@yahoo.com
12. Johan Botha Namwater 061712217 bothaj@namwater.com.na
13. Adrian Viljoen Keyplan +27832632381 adrian@keyplan.co.za
14. Daniel Limpitlaw Turgis Consulting +27833263590 daniellimpitlaw@turgis.co.za 
15. Jana Smith Namib Times  jana@namibtimes.net
16. Mike Scott Private 0812845130 ecoserve@iway.na
17. Ann Scott Private 0812845130 ecoserve@iway.na
18. W. Schoonbee Petzetakis 0812625132 mainind@iway.na
19. Deon Agenbag Murray and Roberts Namibia 238500 deon.agenbag@mrc.com.na
20. Kerry McNamara K. McNamara Architects 235065 kerry@kma.com.na
21. R. Stanton Walvis Bay Salt Refiners 20213350 roy@wbsalt.com
22. M. Louw Condition Monitoring Services 064218613 michael.l@naminspect.com
23. A. Kreiner MFMR 0644101173 akreiner@mfmr.gov.na
24. C. Cleghorn Langer Heinrich Uranium 0644106207 charlescleghorn@lhupl.com
25. P. du Plooy Lubrication Specialists 0811497301 pierre.du.plooy@lubs.com.na
26. D. Ahlbehnnoff Karibib Mining 064404351  
27. Dieter Guhring Karibib Mining 064415607 info@karibib-mining.com
28. Lysias Uusiku Rössing Foundation 064512022 luusiku@rossing.com.na
29. Klaus Frielingsdorf Reptile Uranium Namibia 064415200 Klaus@deepyellow.com.au
30. Riana Scholtz Reptile Uranium Namibia 064415200 riana@deepyellow.com.au
31. Scharl Möller West Coast FM 107.7 064464048 107.7@westcoastfm.in.na
32. C. Bartholomae MFMR 4101155 cbartholomae@mfmr.gov.na
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AFFILIATION / COMPANY  TELEPHONE EMAIL 
33. Lienette Goosen Kosmos 94.1 404547 lienette@kosmos.com.na
34. Bernd Marting Pumping Solution cc 061261435 pumpsol@iway.na
35. Wido Barthol Safe Wear Namibia/NFC 0811289798 safewear@iway.na
36. Peter Milutinovic Forsys 061291462 pmilutinovoc@forsysmetals.com
37. Wotan Swiegers Chamber of Mines 064402393 docwotan@iway.na
38. Kobus Kotze AA Water Purification 0812049735  
39. Frikkie Holtzhausen Swakopmund Municipality 0644104330 fholtzhausen@swkmun.com.na
40. Albert Pretorius Euronam Management Consulting 0612299226 

0811226013 
albertpretorius@iway.na

41. Gerhard van Rooyen Standard Bank 0811223011 vanrooyeng@standard.com.na
42. Alan Jenneker EnviroSolutions 064404438 

0811227891 
envirosl@africaonline.com.na

43. Richard Kavari DRFN (Gobabeb) 0812117383 rmkavari@yahoo.com
44. David Aiyambo DRFN 0812050902 daiyambo@yahoo.com
45. Linus Shikonao Swakop International Youth 0813373984  
46. Anja van der Plas MFMR 0644101111 avanderplas@mfmr.gov.na
47. Vatex Tombe DRFN (Gobabeb) 0812228060 vatex@web.com.na
48. John Guttar DRFN (Gobabeb)  johng@gobabeb.org
49. E. P. Shiluama Namwater 064716200 shiluamae@namwater.com.na
50. Konis Asino OPM 064206068 Konisa6776@yahoo.com.na
51. R. Schneeweiss Rössing 0645202213 rscneew@rossing,com.na
52. F. Anderson Rössing 0645202200 fanderson@rossing.com.na
53. Fritz Sachse Siemens 061278724 fritz.sachse@siemens.com
54. J. de Klerk Aqua Services 0813222542  
55. W. van der Plas Premier Consulting 064462433 premco@iafrica.com.na
56. K.K. Mhopjeni MME 0642848165 kmhopjeni@mme.gov.na
57. N. Cadot NACOMA 064403905 ncadot@nacoma.org.na
58. M. & S. Stumpfe Environmentalist 064405222 mstumpfe@?? 
59. D.J.B. Pineo Wlotzkasbaken No 75 0811242548 pineo@iafrica.com.na
60. Guido van Langenhove Dept of Water Affairs 0612087257 guidovanlangenhove@yahoo.fr
61. Rod Braby NACOMA 064403905 rbraby@nacoma.org.na
62. Kaarina Nkandi MFMR 0812031923 knkandi@mfmr.gov.na
63. Stührenberg Jörn Windhoek Hire Sale and Services 0811244304 Fax: 064462050 
64. Aclies Grobler Protea Mining Chemicals 0813174782 agrobler@proteachemicals.co.za
65. U. Trümper Roads Authority 0612847027 trumperu@ra.org.na
66. H. Schenk SCE 061235000 sce@sce.com.na
67. Julie Stacey Turgis Consulting +27824421038 julie@turgis.co.za
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AFFILIATION / COMPANY  TELEPHONE EMAIL 
68. Alex du Plessis Turgis Consulting +27824423152 alex@turgis.co.za
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