
 

 

 
NAME  
ORGANISATION  
POSTAL ADDRESS  

 

POSTAL CODE  FAX NUMBER  
TELEPHONE NUMBER  CELL PHONE NUMBER  
E-MAIL  

DATE  SIGNATURE 
 
 
 

DETAILS OF OTHER STAKEHOLDERS YOU FEEL SHOULD BE INFORMED: 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

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

PLEASE IDENTIFY YOUR INTEREST IN THE PROPOSED PROJECT: 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

PLEASE WRITE YOUR COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS HERE:  
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

…………………………………………………………………………………………… (use additional pages if required) 
Please return completed forms to SLR: 

Attention: Edwynn Louw 
Schumacher House, 6 Tobias Hainyeko Street, SWAKOPMUND 

Tel: +264 61 231 287;     
E-mail: elouw@slrconsulting.com 

 

SWAKOP URANIUM (PTY) LTD 
 

EIA AMENDMENT PROCESS TO THE HUSAB MINE:  
PROPOSED HEAP LEACH FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE 

 

REGISTRATION AND COMMENT FORM 

Siegfried Eckleben 
Plot 91, Omulunga 
P.O.Box 933 
Swakopmund 
13001
064-400722 085-5604133
seckleben@gmx.net 

21.04.2012

My plot is in the vicinity of the proposed site.

1) How much additional water will be used?
2) Where will it come from?
3) How will the tailings storage be safeguarded against wind and groundwater 
pollution? 







Earthlife’s submission re Swakop Uranium HLF – 02.05.2021 

  Earthlife Namibia  
P.O. Box 24892, Windhoek, Namibia 

Tel: +264 (0)61-227 913 

Fax: +264 (0)61-305 213 

Cell: +264 (0)81 293 8085 

E-mail: earthl@iway.na 

 

Date:   02.05.2021 
Enquiers:  Bertchen Kohrs  
 
Mr Edwynn Louw, SLR Consultung 
Cc   Mr. Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting 
       Mrs. Sharon Meyer, SLR Consulting 
       Mr. Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop Uranium 
 
Re:  Swakop Uranium Heap Leach Project – EIA Amendment 
        Comments and questions by Earthlife Namibia  
 
With reference to the information sharing meeting on 28 April 2021, I would like to express my 
appreciation for the good presentation. Many of Earthlife's concerns were addressed and 
answered during the discussion. Thank you for that and also for the minutes of the meeting 
that swiftly followed.  
 
At the same time, Earthlife notes favourably that Swakop Uranium seems to have opted for 
more transparency regarding their operations.  In the past, Earthlife has tried several times 
unsuccessfully to obtain information about the mine’s activities, which should be openly 
available to every interested Namibian citizen.   
 
Matters of Concern 
 

1) Leaching Pad 
 

• Highest quality of the protective lining of the leaching pad if of utmost importance, 
thickness and impermeability to avoid leakage into the environment, resistance to 
termites, rodents and other creatures or conditions that could damage the pad and 
cause leakage. 

 
2) Crushed ore 

 

• To extract the uranium, the size of the crushed ore will play a major role.   
Please specify the size. Will it be like dust, coarse sand, gravel or else?  
The smaller the particles, the more susceptible they are to be distributed by wind.   
How will be dealt with this?  

mailto:earthl@iway.na


Earthlife’s submission re Swakop Uranium HLF – 02.05.2021 

3) Concurrent TL and HP 
 

• As heap leaching will be an added process, there will be a further source of radiation 
(and also more opportunities for employment). 
Even though the material contains "only" 200 PPM considered as low risk, the radiation 
is still present, otherwise Swakop Uranium would not process the low-grade ore.   
Radiation is constantly emitting through the decay chain of which radon does the most 
harm to the worker’s health.  
How will this be dealt with?  

 
The guiding principle of radiation safety “ALARA” should be strictly adhered to. As you know,  
ALARA stands for “as low as reasonably achievable” and means that even if it is a small dose, if 
receiving that dose has no direct benefit, one should try to avoid it. 
 
As VO Consulting is part of the Environmental Team, Earthlife trusts this and other sources of 
radiation will be careful contemplated.  
 

• Jordan Dengeinge explained during the meeting that the leached solution will be 
pumped back to the process plant for further processing. There will not be an effluent 
stream.  
Will you please explain the further process of the extracted solution that contains 
uranium, concentrated sulfuric acid and other substances, until it reaches the drying and 
roasting stages?   
 

4) Proposed Heap Leach Facility  
 

• In order to cause the least negative impact on the environment, the location of the HLF 
is significant. We trust that this decision will be taken with the utmost care and 
reflection of all surroundings. 

 
5) After Closure 

 

• Werner Patrick said that all infrastructure, including the pad, will be removed after the 
mine closes. How will the pad, which comprises various components, be disposed of? 

 
I trust this meets your consideration. 
 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Bertchen Kohrs 



 

 

 
 

 

SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - CTAN 

 

DATE  29 April 2021 

VENUE: Swakopmund Paintball  

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach Project EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment to Tourism Namibia 

Attendees  Pieter van Ginkel   Coastal Tourism Association of Namibia (CTAN) 

Jordan Dengeinge Swakop Uranium  

Leonard Eiman  Swakop Uranium  

Werner Petrick  SLR Consulting  

 
Appendix 1 provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  
 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 
background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 DISCUSSION  

Once the presentation had been completed, a general discussion around the project was held.  

Mr van Ginkel noted that the project will provide quite a few additional job opportunities which is very important 
during these difficult times. He also indicated that he had no concerns regarding the pipeline. Mr van Ginkel is not 
aware of Tourists visiting the Khan mine. It is usually only locals going there. He noted that the pipeline has been 
there for some time and that it should not be an issue if it remains for the life of the proposed HLF project.  

 

 CLOSE 

Mr van Ginkel indicated that he had no further comments on the project at this time.  
 
The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
 



 

 

 
 

Appendix A: Project Presentation  
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INFORMATION-SHARING MEETING
EIA AMENDMENT PROCESS TO THE HUSAB MINE

1

Agenda
• Introduction 

 Meeting Procedure 
 Objectives of the meeting 
 General introduction 

• Project Overview
• EIA Overview 
• Question and Answer Session 
• Way Forward and Closure 
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Meeting Procedures

• Meeting roles
• Opportunity to ask questions / give comments.
• Meeting is being recorded.
• Please identify yourself and which organisation you 

represent (if applicable).
• To reduce disruption, please remain muted unless you wish 

to ask a question.

Objectives of Meeting

• Inform IAPs about the EIA legislative process that Swakop Uranium is 
required to comply with.

• Provide a description of the proposed amendments and associated 
activities.

• Provide a description of the EIA process.
• Provide IAPs with an initial opportunity to be involved in the EIA.
• Identify any potential environmental issues and impacts.
• Describe the way forward, highlighting further opportunities to be 

involved in the EIA process.
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General Introduction
Swakop Uranium (Pty) Ltd holds the mining license (ML) 171 and
Environmental Clearance Certificates (ECCs) for the Husab uranium
Mine and associated infrastructure.

The mine and processing plant are situated in the northern most part of
the Namib Naukluft National park, 12km South West of Arandis.

Mining started in March 2014 and the commissioning of the processing
plant commenced in December 2016.
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility
Swakop Uranium proposes to further extract available uranium by utilising
low-grade run-of-mine material.

This material is uneconomical for treatment through the existing Tank Leach
Facility (TLF).

The lower cost of processing the material through the Heap Leach Facility
(HLF) was identified as an opportunity to treat the low-grade material.

Pre-feasibility and Environmental Screening was carried out for the proposed
Heap Leach Facility.

Heap Leach Pads, ponds and post leach residue locations will be determined
through specialist site investigation

Proposed Heap Leach Facility
The overall proposed heap leach processing facilities are summarised as 
follows: Crushing, Screening and 

Agglomeration

Reagent Storage

Heap Leach, Solution Handling 
and Reclamation 

Leach waste storage

Service Utilities 

Tank Leach Facility Interface 

Use of existing associated 
infrastructure 

7
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility: Option A

9
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility (cont.)
Parameter Units Value
Heap Life Years 20

Pad Dimensions
Width m 580
Length m 450

Lift m 9
Angle of Repose ⁰ 38

Cell Dimensions
# of Cells - 6
Length m 200
Width m 180

Area per Cell m2 36,000
Water Use Parameters Mm3 1.9 Mm3/a  (currently 8Mm3)

Total Acid Consumption Kg/t 23.8

The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline
Swakop Uranium has been planning for the removal of the temporary 
pipeline that provides water to the mine. 

With the Heap Leach project, this pipeline will need to remain for the 
remaining life of the mine to supply water to the mine. 

The pipeline is 25,7km long with a diameter of 250 mm.  

The pipeline runs form the Rossing reservoir to Husab mine. 

11
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The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline (Cont.)

EIA Process

April ‘21

•Screening & 
initiation

April‘21

•Stakeholder 
registration 
period.

April ‘21

•Focus 
Group 
meetings

April – May 21

•Specialist 
investigations

April-May ‘21

•Prepare 
Scoping 
Report (incl
Impact 
Assessment)

May – June 
‘21

•Stakeholder 
review of 
Report

June ‘21

•Finalise 
report with 
stakeholder 
comments & 
submit to  
MET

•Authority 
review and 
decision-
making
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Potential Environmental Issues –HLF
Potential Issues Related to the HLF and Associated Infrastructure

• Surface Water Impacts
o Potential impact to natural drainage patterns and pollution: The HLF

has the potential to alter surface drainage patterns through the
placement of infrastructure and to pollute surface water resources.

• Groundwater impacts
o Groundwater contamination: The operation of the HLF has the potential

to contaminate groundwater resources.
• Biodiversity Impacts

o Loss of biodiversity: The HLF has the potential to disturb and/or destroy
vegetation, terrestrial habitat units and related ecosystem functionality.

Potential Environmental Issues - HLF

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The development of the HLF has the potential to

create additional visual impacts / disturb sense of place.
• Air Quality Impacts

o Air quality: The operation of the HLF has the potential to have a
negative impact on ambient air quality, i.e. Dust generation from
relevant activities & facilities.

• Heritage impacts
o Loss of heritage and cultural resources: the HLF has the potential to

affect heritage or cultural resources.
• Radiation Impacts

o Exposure to radiation: Potential impact on health and safety of third
parties.

15

16



2021/04/30

9

Potential Environmental Issues - Pipeline
Potential Issues Related to the Temporary Overland Pipeline

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The existing water pipeline has the potential to

create visual impacts and disturb sense of place.

Potential Environmental Issues - Project

• Socio-Economic Impacts – Positive
o Investment – US$ 291 million will be invested into the project and local

economy.
o Job creation – 258 additional permanent personnel will be required for

the operation of the Heap Leach Facility.
o Job creation – about 500-800 temporary jobs will be created for the

construction phase of this project.

17
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Specialist studies 

• Air Quality Impact Assessment - Airshed Planning Professionals 
• Surface Water Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Groundwater Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Biodiversity Assessment - Prof Theo Wassenaar
• Heritage Impact Assessment – Dr John Kinahan
• Radiation Assessment - VO Consulting
• Visual Assessment - Green Tree

Way Forward and Next Opportunity to Comment

• Initial comments must reach SLR by 30 April 2021.

• Comments received will be included in the Draft Scoping Report.
• Draft Scoping Report will be distributed for 20-day comment period: end 

May 2021.

Attention: Edwynn Louw
Address: 8 General Murtala Muhammed Street, Eros, WINDHOEK

Tel: +264 61 231 287
E-mail: elouw@slrconsulting.com

19
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING – EARTHLIFE NAMIBIA  

 

DATE  29 April 2021 

VENUE: Teams Platform  

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach Project - EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment to Earthlife Namibia   

ATTENDANCE: Betchen Kohrs (BK) EarthLife Namibia   

Jordan Dengeinge (JD) Swakop Uranium  

Leonard Eiman (LE) Swakop Uranium  

Werner Petrick (WP)  SLR Consulting  

Sharon Meyer (SM) SLR Consulting  

 
Appendix 1 provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  
 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 
background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 DISCUSSION  

 

Comment  Response 

Ms Kohrs indicated that she will raise a few comments / 
questions during the meeting but will send further 
comments / questions per email to Edwynn. Does it have to 
be submitted by 30 April? 

The closing date for comments is 30 April 2021. However, 
additional time will be provided for comments to be 
submitted to SLR Consulting by 7th May 2021. (Werner 
Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Earthlife has not had good experiences in terms of 
communication with Swakop Uranium. Previously (couple of 
years ago) Ms Kohrs tried to obtain relevant information 
regarding the mine, but she never received responses in a 
satisfactory way. She spoke with the Swakop Uranium PR 
person who asked her to put comments in writing. After 
submitting comment in writing, she was asked to rather visit 
the Swakop Uranium offices, which was challenging at the 
time. 

Mr Petrick stated that Ms Kohrs is welcome to raise other 
(general) comments / questions relating to the Husab mine 
operations though this EIA process. However, please note 
that these will be shared with Swakop Uranium, but the 
Environmental Team needs to keep the issues focussed on 
the proposed amendment application. (Werner Petrick, SLR 
Consulting).  

Mr Dengeinge indicated that if Ms Kohrs has other (general) 
questions / comments, to please feel free to liaise directly 
with him. Swakop Uranium is required to record all issues 
raised by Stakeholders and (where relevant and possible) to 
respond to them, as part of the ISO 14001 system and as 



  

 
 

Comment  Response 

required by Shareholders. (Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop 
Uranium).  

WP will share JD’s contact details with Ms Kohrs. 

Ms Kohrs asked what the concentration of the uranium in 
the low grade ore will be for processing at the HLF. 

The average is 200 PPM (Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop 
Uranium). 

Ms Kohrs asked whether the low grade ore was not 
previously classified with lower grade /  PPM. 

The cut-off grade for ore is 150 PPM. Any material with < 150 
PPM is waste rock. (Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop Uranium). 

Ms Kohrs asked if the TLF and HLF be operated concurrently? Yes, the HL activities will be conducted in addition to the 
current processing activities. (Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop 
Uranium). 

Ms Kohrs queried what other chemicals will be used for the 
leaching process.  

Similar reagents to the TL activities will be used, however, 
the Sulphuric acid is the key reagent for the HL process. 
(Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop Uranium). 

Ms Kohrs asked whether there will be an effluent stream 
from the HLF containing the acid? 

 

The leached solution will be pumped back to the process 
plant for further processing. There will not be an effluent 
stream. The only waste stream will the waste rock after the 
leaching process. (Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop Uranium). 

Ms Kohrs confirmed that there will be crushed ore 
transferred to the pads. Typically, it is understood that the 
ore (before being mined out) is inert and becomes an issue 
when mined out and crushed. The concern is what the 
radiation impacts will be to the workers. 

The material will only be 200 PPM which would be a low risk. 
(Jordan Dengeinge, Swakop Uranium). 

VO Consulting is part of the Environmental Team that will 
consider the radiological impacts of the activities. The EIA 
will however focus on the environmental impacts, including 
third parties and not workers’ health and safety.  However, 
Swakop Uranium does have a Radiation Management Plan 
(RMP) in place that addresses worker H&S, which will also 
have to be updated to take the proposed HLF activities into 
account. (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting) 

Ms Kohrs will share further comments with Edwynn Louw of 
SLR Consulting, however, most issues have been addressed 
in the presentation. Thank you for a good and clear 
presentation. 

 

 

 CLOSE 

Ms Kohrs will be submitting further comments in writing and the SLR Consulting team will consider and address 
these comments within the report.  
 
The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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Meeting Procedures

• Meeting roles
• Opportunity to ask questions / give comments.
• Meeting is being recorded.
• Please identify yourself and which organisation you 

represent (if applicable).
• To reduce disruption, please remain muted unless you wish 

to ask a question.

Objectives of Meeting

• Inform IAPs about the EIA legislative process that Swakop Uranium is 
required to comply with.

• Provide a description of the proposed amendments and associated 
activities.

• Provide a description of the EIA process.
• Provide IAPs with an initial opportunity to be involved in the EIA.
• Identify any potential environmental issues and impacts.
• Describe the way forward, highlighting further opportunities to be 

involved in the EIA process.
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General Introduction
Swakop Uranium (Pty) Ltd holds the mining license (ML) 171 and
Environmental Clearance Certificates (ECCs) for the Husab uranium
Mine and associated infrastructure.

The mine and processing plant are situated in the northern most part of
the Namib Naukluft National park, 12km South West of Arandis.

Mining started in March 2014 and the commissioning of the processing
plant commenced in December 2016.
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility
Swakop Uranium proposes to further extract available uranium by utilising
low-grade run-of-mine material.

This material is uneconomical for treatment through the existing Tank Leach
Facility (TLF).

The lower cost of processing the material through the Heap Leach Facility
(HLF) was identified as an opportunity to treat the low-grade material.

Pre-feasibility and Environmental Screening was carried out for the proposed
Heap Leach Facility.

Heap Leach Pads, ponds and post leach residue locations will be determined
through specialist site investigation

Proposed Heap Leach Facility
The overall proposed heap leach processing facilities are summarised as 
follows: Crushing, Screening and 

Agglomeration

Reagent Storage

Heap Leach, Solution Handling 
and Reclamation 

Leach waste storage

Service Utilities 

Tank Leach Facility Interface 

Use of existing associated 
infrastructure 

7
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility: Option A
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility (cont.)
Parameter Units Value
Heap Life Years 20

Pad Dimensions
Width m 580
Length m 450

Lift m 9
Angle of Repose ⁰ 38

Cell Dimensions
# of Cells - 6
Length m 200
Width m 180

Area per Cell m2 36,000
Water Use Parameters Mm3 1.9 Mm3/a  (currently 8Mm3)

Total Acid Consumption Kg/t 23.8

The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline
Swakop Uranium has been planning for the removal of the temporary 
pipeline that provides water to the mine. 

With the Heap Leach project, this pipeline will need to remain for the 
remaining life of the mine to supply water to the mine. 

The pipeline is 25,7km long with a diameter of 250 mm.  

The pipeline runs form the Rossing reservoir to Husab mine. 
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The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline (Cont.)

EIA Process

April ‘21

•Screening & 
initiation

April‘21

•Stakeholder 
registration 
period.

April ‘21

•Focus 
Group 
meetings

April – May 21

•Specialist 
investigations

April-May ‘21

•Prepare 
Scoping 
Report (incl
Impact 
Assessment)

May – June 
‘21

•Stakeholder 
review of 
Report

June ‘21

•Finalise 
report with 
stakeholder 
comments & 
submit to  
MET

•Authority 
review and 
decision-
making
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Potential Environmental Issues –HLF
Potential Issues Related to the HLF and Associated Infrastructure

• Surface Water Impacts
o Potential impact to natural drainage patterns and pollution: The HLF

has the potential to alter surface drainage patterns through the
placement of infrastructure and to pollute surface water resources.

• Groundwater impacts
o Groundwater contamination: The operation of the HLF has the potential

to contaminate groundwater resources.
• Biodiversity Impacts

o Loss of biodiversity: The HLF has the potential to disturb and/or destroy
vegetation, terrestrial habitat units and related ecosystem functionality.

Potential Environmental Issues - HLF

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The development of the HLF has the potential to

create additional visual impacts / disturb sense of place.
• Air Quality Impacts

o Air quality: The operation of the HLF has the potential to have a
negative impact on ambient air quality, i.e. Dust generation from
relevant activities & facilities.

• Heritage impacts
o Loss of heritage and cultural resources: the HLF has the potential to

affect heritage or cultural resources.
• Radiation Impacts

o Exposure to radiation: Potential impact on health and safety of third
parties.

15
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Potential Environmental Issues - Pipeline
Potential Issues Related to the Temporary Overland Pipeline

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The existing water pipeline has the potential to

create visual impacts and disturb sense of place.

Potential Environmental Issues - Project

• Socio-Economic Impacts – Positive
o Investment – US$ 291 million will be invested into the project and local

economy.
o Job creation – 258 additional permanent personnel will be required for

the operation of the Heap Leach Facility.
o Job creation – about 500-800 temporary jobs will be created for the

construction phase of this project.

17
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Specialist studies 

• Air Quality Impact Assessment - Airshed Planning Professionals 
• Surface Water Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Groundwater Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Biodiversity Assessment - Prof Theo Wassenaar
• Heritage Impact Assessment – Dr John Kinahan
• Radiation Assessment - VO Consulting
• Visual Assessment - Green Tree

Way Forward and Next Opportunity to Comment

• Initial comments must reach SLR by 30 April 2021.

• Comments received will be included in the Draft Scoping Report.
• Draft Scoping Report will be distributed for 20-day comment period: end 

May 2021.

Attention: Edwynn Louw
Address: 8 General Murtala Muhammed Street, Eros, WINDHOEK

Tel: +264 61 231 287
E-mail: elouw@slrconsulting.com
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - MUNICIPALITIES 

 

DATE  29 April 2021 

VENUE: Teams Platform  

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project to Municipalities   

ATTENDANCE: Silvanus Makili  Arandis Municipality  

Annelize Swart  Swakop Municipality  

Jordan Dengeinge Swakop Uranium  

Leonard Eiman  Swakop Uranium  

Werner Petrick  SLR Consulting  

Sharon Meyer  SLR Consulting  

 
Appendix 1 provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  
 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 
background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 APOLOGIES 

Annelize Swart of Swakop Municipality was battling with conductivity. The minutes of the meeting will be sent to 
all invitees. Additional meetings can be arranged as necessary. Paulina Engelbrecht of Swakop Municipality had 
accepted the meeting but did not attend. 

 

 DISCUSSION  

Once the presentation had been completed, Silvanus Makili asked about the water supply pipeline that will need 
to remain in operation. He asked whether there is expected to be a significant impact generated by the continued 
supply of water via this pipeline.  

Werner Petrick responded that the pipeline was constructed at the start of the mining operation and the request 
now is to continue utilising that pipeline for the period of the Heap Leach project, which is about 20 years. There 
will be additional assessments of the pipeline by the Environmental team, but since it is existing infrastructure, it 
was well assessed prior to the construction. It is expected that the maintenance of the current water supply pipeline 
will not pose any significant impacts to the environment.  



  

 
 

 

 CLOSE 

Silvanus Makili confirmed that he was happy with the presentation and that he had no further questions at this 
time. Mr Petrick encouraged Silvanus Makili to provide written comment that will be considered during the 
assessment and report compilation that will take place over the next 6 weeks.  
 
The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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Meeting Procedures

• Meeting roles
• Opportunity to ask questions / give comments.
• Meeting is being recorded.
• Please identify yourself and which organisation you 

represent (if applicable).
• To reduce disruption, please remain muted unless you wish 

to ask a question.

Objectives of Meeting

• Inform IAPs about the EIA legislative process that Swakop Uranium is 
required to comply with.

• Provide a description of the proposed amendments and associated 
activities.

• Provide a description of the EIA process.
• Provide IAPs with an initial opportunity to be involved in the EIA.
• Identify any potential environmental issues and impacts.
• Describe the way forward, highlighting further opportunities to be 

involved in the EIA process.
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General Introduction
Swakop Uranium (Pty) Ltd holds the mining license (ML) 171 and
Environmental Clearance Certificates (ECCs) for the Husab uranium
Mine and associated infrastructure.

The mine and processing plant are situated in the northern most part of
the Namib Naukluft National park, 12km South West of Arandis.

Mining started in March 2014 and the commissioning of the processing
plant commenced in December 2016.
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility
Swakop Uranium proposes to further extract available uranium by utilising
low-grade run-of-mine material.

This material is uneconomical for treatment through the existing Tank Leach
Facility (TLF).

The lower cost of processing the material through the Heap Leach Facility
(HLF) was identified as an opportunity to treat the low-grade material.

Pre-feasibility and Environmental Screening was carried out for the proposed
Heap Leach Facility.

Heap Leach Pads, ponds and post leach residue locations will be determined
through specialist site investigation

Proposed Heap Leach Facility
The overall proposed heap leach processing facilities are summarised as 
follows: Crushing, Screening and 

Agglomeration

Reagent Storage

Heap Leach, Solution Handling 
and Reclamation 

Leach waste storage

Service Utilities 

Tank Leach Facility Interface 

Use of existing associated 
infrastructure 
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility: Option A

9
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Proposed Heap Leach Facility (cont.)
Parameter Units Value
Heap Life Years 20

Pad Dimensions
Width m 580
Length m 450

Lift m 9
Angle of Repose ⁰ 38

Cell Dimensions
# of Cells - 6
Length m 200
Width m 180

Area per Cell m2 36,000
Water Use Parameters Mm3 1.9 Mm3/a  (currently 8Mm3)

Total Acid Consumption Kg/t 23.8

The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline
Swakop Uranium has been planning for the removal of the temporary 
pipeline that provides water to the mine. 

With the Heap Leach project, this pipeline will need to remain for the 
remaining life of the mine to supply water to the mine. 

The pipeline is 25,7km long with a diameter of 250 mm.  

The pipeline runs form the Rossing reservoir to Husab mine. 

11
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The Existing Temporary Overland Pipeline (Cont.)

EIA Process

April ‘21

•Screening & 
initiation

April‘21

•Stakeholder 
registration 
period.

April ‘21

•Focus 
Group 
meetings

April – May 21

•Specialist 
investigations

April-May ‘21

•Prepare 
Scoping 
Report (incl
Impact 
Assessment)

May – June 
‘21

•Stakeholder 
review of 
Report

June ‘21

•Finalise 
report with 
stakeholder 
comments & 
submit to  
MET

•Authority 
review and 
decision-
making

13

14



2021/04/30

8

Potential Environmental Issues –HLF
Potential Issues Related to the HLF and Associated Infrastructure

• Surface Water Impacts
o Potential impact to natural drainage patterns and pollution: The HLF

has the potential to alter surface drainage patterns through the
placement of infrastructure and to pollute surface water resources.

• Groundwater impacts
o Groundwater contamination: The operation of the HLF has the potential

to contaminate groundwater resources.
• Biodiversity Impacts

o Loss of biodiversity: The HLF has the potential to disturb and/or destroy
vegetation, terrestrial habitat units and related ecosystem functionality.

Potential Environmental Issues - HLF

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The development of the HLF has the potential to

create additional visual impacts / disturb sense of place.
• Air Quality Impacts

o Air quality: The operation of the HLF has the potential to have a
negative impact on ambient air quality, i.e. Dust generation from
relevant activities & facilities.

• Heritage impacts
o Loss of heritage and cultural resources: the HLF has the potential to

affect heritage or cultural resources.
• Radiation Impacts

o Exposure to radiation: Potential impact on health and safety of third
parties.

15
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Potential Environmental Issues - Pipeline
Potential Issues Related to the Temporary Overland Pipeline

• Visual Impacts
o Negative visual views: The existing water pipeline has the potential to

create visual impacts and disturb sense of place.

Potential Environmental Issues - Project

• Socio-Economic Impacts – Positive
o Investment – US$ 291 million will be invested into the project and local

economy.
o Job creation – 258 additional permanent personnel will be required for

the operation of the Heap Leach Facility.
o Job creation – about 500-800 temporary jobs will be created for the

construction phase of this project.

17
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Specialist studies 

• Air Quality Impact Assessment - Airshed Planning Professionals 
• Surface Water Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Groundwater Risk Assessment - SLR Consulting Namibia
• Biodiversity Assessment - Prof Theo Wassenaar
• Heritage Impact Assessment – Dr John Kinahan
• Radiation Assessment - VO Consulting
• Visual Assessment - Green Tree

Way Forward and Next Opportunity to Comment

• Initial comments must reach SLR by 30 April 2021.

• Comments received will be included in the Draft Scoping Report.
• Draft Scoping Report will be distributed for 20-day comment period: end 

May 2021.

Attention: Edwynn Louw
Address: 8 General Murtala Muhammed Street, Eros, WINDHOEK

Tel: +264 61 231 287
E-mail: elouw@slrconsulting.com

19
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - NAMIBIAN URANIUM ASSOCIATION – 

SUSTANAIBLE DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

 

DATE  6 May 2021 

VENUE: Namibian Uranium Institute 

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment Process to the 

Namibian Uranium Institute – Sustainable Development Committee 

ATTENDANCE: See attached Appendix 2 

Attendees  Leonard Eiman – Swakop Uranium 

Werner Petrick – SLR Consulting 

Edwynn Louw – SLR Consulting 

Dr. Gabi Schneider - NUA 

Monika Ruppel - NUA 

Ignatius Shaduka - RUL 

Cathy Paxton - Deep Yellow  

Darryl Butcher - Deep Yellow  

Gillian Swaby - Deep Yellow  

Francis Anderson - LHU 

Werner Ewald v- Bannerman 

Martin Hirsch – Reptile Mineral Resources 

Rainer Schneeweiss – RS Environmental 

Sandra Mucler - Orano 

 

Appendix A provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  

 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 

background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 



  

 
 

 DISCUSSION  

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

You mention additional water consumption. This is an issue 
for all the mines in the region, as well as the Swakopmund 
municipality. Regarding the total water supply available, will 
there be further discussion with surrounding mines and 
other relevant stakeholders. I think of when Langer Heinrich 
comes online.  

The real issue is the “security of water supply”. This should 
also be reflected as a key issue (i.e. use of resources).  

Separate meetings will be arranged with Orano Mining and 
NamWater.  

This issue will be included in the reports, however it is a 
matter outside the scope of the EIA to be addressed by SU 
and various relevant stakeholders. 

(Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

SU has started discussions with NamWater in this regard, 
outside the EIA process (Leonard Eiman, Swakop Uranium). 

My second issue is the management of waste. You 
mentioned a cumulative assessment will be undertaken. 
How will the new infrastructure affect the Husab closure 
plan?  

Closure related issues will be addressed, at a high level in the 
EIA Amendment Report. SU has developed a Draft Mine 
Closure Plan and frequently update their Closure Cost 
calculations. 

The Mine Closure Plan will again have to be updated, taking 
the proposed new infrastructure and commitments from the 
EIA (amendment) process into account.  

Have you met with the Swakopmund Municipality?  We previously had a focus group meeting where they were 
invited, however they could not attend. We will try to 
arrange another one-on-one meeting with them (Werner 
Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Is there a reason you do not mention resource use as a key 
issue? From a Langer Heinrich perspective, water and 
electricity are key issues.  

We will add it in the report. The key resources for this project 
are water, power and reagents (Werner Petrick, SLR 
Consulting). 

NamWater can only provide a limited amount of water. Will 
they be able to supply water if Langer Heinrich mine comes 
online? 

SU to ensure security of water thought further discussions 
with NamWater and other relevant stakeholders.  (Leonard 
Eiman, Swakop Uranium). 

I think it is important to show where you are placing 
infrastructure along with other existing infrastructure and 
the other proposed amendments. 

The layout shows the original and amended WRD design. We 
will show these details of existing and planned infrastructure 
all in maps in the report (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Please explain the sequence of events. What will happen 
first – the WRD amendment or the HLF? 

This will be explained in the report. (WP) 

The HLF will be implemented before the WRD amendment 
(LE)  

THas the drainage line to the east of the WRD been diverted 
yet? 

No (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). The Detail design is still 
being finalised. SU has not implemented this or the 
placement of waste rock beyond the original approved 
footprint yet.  

What measures are you putting in place to protect 
groundwater? 

The Groundwater specialists will assess, amongst others the 
potential seepage issues. As part of their study, they will 
provide design requirements and relevant measure to be 
implemented to avoid / minimize impacts.  

These will be included in the amended EMP.  

SU already indicated that the new waste rock area will be 
lined. (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 



  

 
 

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

What about the dust plume? Airshed Planning Professionals will assess the cumulative 
dust impacts (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Have you consulted with the Environmental Commissioner? The Application was registered on the MEFT portal and a BID 
attached. We will only get feedback when they review the 
EIA amendment report. They did screen the Application as 
part of the online submission of the Application and BID 
(Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Was there anything they wanted to see? No, only standard requirements (Werner Petrick, SLR 
Consulting). 

Does this project extend the current Life of Mine? No, it will run concurrently (Leonard Eiman, Swakop 
Uranium). 

During the construction period, you will house people and 
there will be an impact on the B2 road. Also, there will be 
more people employed during operations, which will impact 
road use (i.e. more traffic).  

How many additional buses will be required? 

Please look into that as the road is crowded.  

The current facilities are sufficient for housing 250 additional 
employees during the construction phase.  

During operations all new employees will be transported to 
site via buses. Approximately more 5 buses (Leonard Eiman, 
Swakop Uranium). 

Transport of additional reagents also to be considered.   Yes, noted.  

What is the impact of the acid plant? Is it enough for your 
operations?  

You should add that scope of the current application to avoid 
another Amendment process. 

We would need to upgrade the current plant, build another 
plant or import sulphuric acid. The preferred option will be 
to upgrade (Leonard Eiman, Swakop Uranium). 

Have you considered additional crushing requirements? Yes, primary and secondary crushing will occur. (Leonard 
Eiman, Swakop Uranium). 

We will include crushing details in the report and the impacts 
(i.e. dust) associated with this assessed. (Werner Petrick, SLR 
Consulting). 

How many tons per year throughput? Seven million tons per annum (Leonard Eiman, Swakop 
Uranium). 

Do you already stockpile the low-grade ore to be heap 
leached? 

Yes, a large stockpile exists (Leonard Eiman, Swakop 
Uranium). 

For the EIA Amendment, how will you consider the drainage 
lines? 

That is a key issue being assessed by the specialists (Werner 
Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

Did you consider co-disposal on the tailings facility? We will need to show detailed options analysis and how the 
preferred option were chosen. (Werner Petrick, SLR 
Consulting). 

Key for sustainable development is water. If you can show 
minimal seepage, it is fine. 

Yes, water security is key for the project. Also to ensure 
potential impacts relating to the flow of surface water in 
significant drainage lines are avoided, i.e. the correct 
location for infrastructure.  (Werner Petrick, SLR Consulting). 

 



  

 
 

 CLOSE 

Any further comments can be submitted in writing and the SLR Consulting team will consider and address these 

comments within the report.  

 

The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - NAMWATER  

 

DATE  20 May 2021 

VENUE: Teams Meeting with NamWater 

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment Process to NamWater 

ATTENDANCE: See attached Appendix 2 

Attendees  Leonard Eiman – Swakop Uranium 

Werner Petrick – SLR Consulting 

NP Du Plessis – NamWater  

Jordan Dengeinge - Swakop Uranium  

Michele Kilbourn Louw – SLR Consulting  

 

 

 

Appendix A provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  

 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 

background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 DISCUSSION  

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

WP indicated that the EIA report would indicate that there 
is an assumption that an agreement will be negotiated with 
NamWater. 

NP. No concerns  

NP has discussed the temporary water pipeline with the 
area manager in Swakopmund and assumes that there has 
been contact made between the area manager and 
Swakop Uranium representatives. 

JD confirmed that he has been in discussions, albeit over a year 
ago, with the area manager Ervin Shilwama and Coenie 
Koegelenberg. 

NP. The main pipeline belongs to Rössing. There should be 
some agreements in place between Swakop Uranium and 
Rössing. 

JD intends to discuss with Rössing, which is now a sister 
company to SU – so engagement takes place at different levels 



  

 
 

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

between the companies, even in China.  The detailed 
discussion will be held at the appropriate time. 

WP indicated that Rössing was also represented at SD 
Committee Focus Group meeting, and so Rössing is aware of 
the plan to retain the temporary pipeline.  However, no 
meeting has been held with Rössing technical team.  

JD indicated that when it’s determined that SU needs the 
pipeline water, discussions will be held with the technical 
teams.  Rössing is using less than 3,9Mm3, therefore there is 
plenty of capacity in that pipeline. 

NP. Another concern of the area manager, Ervin 
Shilwanma, was raised about the permanence of the 
current installation at the reservoir. This connection must 
be changed to ensure water supply to the Husab Mine is 
before the Rössing reservoirs and not thereafter, as is 
currently the situation.  

JD has had this discussion with NamWater. The pipeline will in 
future T off from the Rössing pipeline. The Rössing reservoir 
will therefore no longer be used, and the pipeline length to SU 
site will be shorter. 

NP.  Rössing reservoir will be exclusively for Rössing.  JD. SU water will be taken from the pipeline before the 
reservoir – this discussion was held at least a year ago with the 
technical people.  

NP. As JD says, there is sufficient water and capacity in the 
system to provide the water required.  

 

NP. Pollution to the ground water is an issue, as is surface 
runoff.  I believe SLR has the potential impacts covered.  
NamWater will comment on the draft reports. No serious 
concerns at the moment. 

 

NP. Tt is important to keep discussions with all relevant 
parties (i.e. NamWater, Rössing and Orano), so everyone is 
informed. 

JD. Well noted. 

NP has never been disappointed with the SLR reports – will 
review and send comments.  

 

 

 CLOSE 

Any further comments can be submitted in writing and the SLR Consulting team will consider and address these 

comments within the report.  

 

The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - ORANO RESOURCES, NAMIBIA 

 

DATE  20 May 2021 

VENUE: Orano 

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment Process to Orano 

ATTENDANCE: See attached Appendix 2 

Attendees  Leonard Eiman – Swakop Uranium 

Werner Petrick – SLR Consulting 

Sharon Meyer – SLR Consulting 

Tommie Gouws– Orano  

Jordan Dengeinge - Swakop Uranium  

Michele Kilbourn Louw – SLR Consulting  

 

Appendix A provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  

 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 

background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 DISCUSSION  

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

TG (Orano) – 1.9 Mm3/a seems like a small volume. Will 
more water be required than the 1.9Mm3/a?  

Due to the process that will be used there will be very little 
water lost and it is confirmed that only 1.9Ml will be required 
for the Heap Leach process. There is minimal evaporation 
through the process. (LE, SU)  

JD (SU) explained the reason for keeping the temporary 
pipeline.  

TG (Orano) indicated that he appreciated the reason for this 
and has no objections.  

TG (Orano) indicated that the temporary pipeline used to 
belong to Orano and was originally installed to the 
Trekkopje mine. It is over 14 years old, and some 
refurbishments may be required on the pipeline.  

JD - About 4km of the pipeline has been loaned to NamWater. 

JD (SU)confirmed that inspections on the pipeline will be 
carried out and maintenance undertaken where required.  



  

 
 

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

WP (SLR) how much water is currently supplied by the 
desalination plant? 

TG (Orano) about 1 Mm3 per month. The plant can supply up 
to 20 Mm3 per annum but the medium-term demand is based 
on 15 Mm3/a. The plant capacity can be increased to 26M3 and 
with significant additional capital input up to 45 Mm3/a, which 
would entail building a second plant. The intake, outlet and 
power infrastructure is designed for this bigger volume. 

Current demand is much smaller than the capacity.  

WP (SLR) asked whether there is capacity to cater for more 
industrial development within the area.  

TG (Orano) confirmed that this is the case. The power 
infrastructure is also able to cater to a much larger treatment 
capacity so there should not be a risk that water supply would 
be stressed over the medium to long term.  

Limitation to desalination plant currently is the demand is 
quite low and there is not enough storage capacity to increase 
treatment volumes.  

JD (SU) indicated that Swakop Uranium plan to construct 
the (approved) additional water storage pond on site.  

 

WP (SLR) asked what the response would be if the uranium 
price goes up and there is significant development within 
the area in terms of water supply.  

TG (Orano) indicated that a strategic decision would be made 
around the construction and operation of a second 
desalination plant. This is already considered (with 
NamWater) with respect to the long-term water supply for the 
region.  

TG (Orano) asked about timeframes for the Heap Leach 
Project.  

JD (SU) has indicated that the critical path is the EIA 
Amendment and as soon as the authorisation has been 
received the pilot project will go ahead. By 2023 SU expect full 
scale production to be initiated.  

WP (SLR) asked about the current sulphuric acid 
production and if it can accommodate the pilot phase of 
the project.  

JD (SU) indicated that the sulphuric acid supply will be 
sufficient for the pilot stage, however, the supply relating to 
the full scale Heap Leach Project needs to be addressed as a 
separate and associated process. JD indicated that additional 
infrastructure may be required, and will form part of a 
separate feasibility study.  

TG (Orano) asked for a copy of the presentation. WP (SLR) will provide the presentation as well as the BID after 
the meeting.  

 

 CLOSE 

Any further comments can be submitted in writing and the SLR Consulting team will consider and address these 

comments within the report.  

 

The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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SWAKOP URANIUM HEAP LEACH EIA AMENDMENT 

MINUTES OF FOCUS GROUP MEETING - ORANO RESOURCES, NAMIBIA 

 

DATE  20 May 2021 

VENUE: Swakopmund Municipality  

PROJECT: SU Heap Leach EIA Amendment  

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting Namibia (Ltd) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 7NA.19008.00077 

PURPOSE: Announcement of the Project and EIA Amendment Process  

Attendees: Paulina Engelbrecht – Swakopmund Municipality: Environmental Officer 

Rosalia Neshuku – Swakopmund Municipality: Environmental Health 
Practitioner  

Leonard Eiman – Swakop Uranium 

Werner Petrick – SLR Consulting 

Jordan Dengeinge - Swakop Uranium  

Apologies: Clerence McClune – Swakopmund Municipality General Manager  

 
Appendix A provides the slides that were presented at this meeting.  
 

 OPEN AND INTRODUCTION 

All delegates introduced themselves to the meeting. Werner Petrick introduced the project and provided some 
background to the objectives of the meeting. Mr Petrick presented the project information on power point slides.  

 

 DISCUSSION  

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

PE (SM) asked whether more volumes of Sulphuric Acid will 
be required and how this will impact on the transportation 
requirements and road transport.  

Bulk Sulphur is transported to site (per road) and sulphuric 
acid is produced at the Sulphuric Acid Plant on site. This is the 
acid used in the Tank Leach operations.  SU is considering the 
construction of a new sulphuric Acid Plant or to upgrade the 
current one for the additional volumes of acid required for the 
proposed HL project. However, these details are still being 
developed and the information is not yet available for 
inclusion in this EIA Amendment process. SU will conduct a 
separate EIA Amendment Application process for the activities 
associated with the increased demand in sulphuric acid, once 
the Engineering work has been completed (JD, SU) 

This project will create additional jobs, which is positive. 
However, the inward migration issue is a growing concern 
and this project could further enhance this impact. Inward 

Yes, SU will use locals as far as possible and the jobs will not 
be too complex, meaning skills would largely be available from 
locals to perform the work. The original EIAs for the Husab 



  

 
 

Comment by the Sustainable Development Committee  Response 

migration already causes various impacts in Swakopmund 
(including the DRC informal settlement, which keeps on 
expanding), i.e. pressure on infrastructure. Preference 
needs to be given to use locals (PE, SM). 

mine and associated linear infrastructure assessed the inward 
migration impacts and various management and mitigation 
measures are included in the EMP. These commitments will be 
reviewed. The inward migration issues are typically more 
significant when new mining projects (green fields projects) 
are being planned and being implemented (WP, SLR and JD, 
SU).  

Are there any reports available on the Radiation exposure  
and monitoring. The Municipality would like to see these 
results please (PE, SM). 

This information is provided in the Bi-Annual Environmental 
Report. SU (LE) will share the latest report with the 
Municipality (PE). 

How does SU monitor the impacts on Groundwater and 
soil pollution? (PE, SM) 

A detailed monitoring plan, including numerous Groundwater 
monitoring boreholes, forms part of the EMP, which is carried 
out on site. These results are included in the above mentioned 
Bi-Annual Reports. We need to confirm the soil monitoring 
requirements (JD, SU). 

Is the current WRD covered or is it open. Will the waste 
rock from the HL activities also be dumbed in a similar 
fashion than the current Waste rock (on the natural 
ground)? (PE, SM) 

The current WRD is open (not covered). The waste rock from 
the Heap Leach activities will be placed on a liner.  The 
potential impacts from leaching from these facilities will, 
amongst other, be assessed as part of the EIA Amendment 
process (WP, SLR). 

 

 CLOSE 

Any further comments can be submitted in writing and the SLR Consulting team will consider and address these 
comments within the report.  
 
The meeting was closed by Werner Petrick. 
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