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Neighbours Notified by Hand Delivered Letter

pTOT £1BnIga

uo18ay oFuos ‘punwdoyems ‘Fses 15 uo A1fe,] Suljpuel] pue 338I0IS [RLRIRJA 2IN0G JANILOIPEY
SIFOOUYIA ], UOHN]|O 0ID)

4/\I/\(|_ ﬁ;\)“ \/H..J\.!)J.vb./l Arll).)lo.)\wm JJ)/.)d.
M %0019 AoeAlld B} B LA e (R s
’ D2 L=t | SN SRR
P e SRR
adnjeusig | pewy | ANQOIA / PL | SSaIppy/uonesiuesi() | aweuwang y owey

uorday ofuorg ‘punwdoyems ‘pSe¢€ J4T Uo Aupror,] Surjpuel] pue 25810)§ [RUAB 22IN0S IANIBOIPEY

JUAWSSISSY [BIHWUOIIAUT ‘uonwdynoN uonednnaeg anqng
=PICOIOuUNRIL
LA AR A )

[ ®

Geo Pollution Technologies (Pty) Ltd

Namaguanum Investments 2 CC - PPP - Jul 2024



Page 3 of 53

Proof of Notification: NRPA

TEL.: (F264-61) 257411 & FAX.: (+:264) 88626368
Eo CELL.: (+264-81) 1220082
_'P‘c;::.:lz:'omn ro H-:ﬂ, 11073 & WINDHOEK & NAMIBIA
E-MajL: gpt@thenamib.com
To: The Director 12 February 2024

Atomic Energy & Radiation Protection Authority
Ministry of Health and Social Services

Private Bag 13198

Windhoek

Dear Mr, Tibinyanye

Re: Environmental Assessment and Management Plan for a Radioactive Source Material
Storage and Handling Facility on Erf 3954, Swakopmund, Erongo Region

In terms of the Environmental Management Act (No 7 of 2007) and the Environmental Impact
Asscssment Regulations (Government Notice No 30 of 2012), notice is hereby given that an application
will be made with the Environmental Commissioner for the construction and operations of a radioactive
source material storage and handling facility on erf 3954, Swakopmund, Erongo Region. The Proponent
for the project is Namaquanum Investments Two CC who has an existing workshop on erf 3954, Einstein
Street, in the industrial area (Extension 10) of Swakopmund, The Proponent plans to refurbish the
workshop and to construct a dedicated storage facility for radioactive source material used to calibrate
and test drilling equipment (well logging equipment) used in the offshore oil exploration industry.
Clients from the offshore exploration industry will utilise the workshop and source materials to perform
the necessary calibrations and tests on their drilling equipment,

The facility will conform to stringent industry safety specifications. The preferred structure will be a six
meter steel shipping container, placed on a concrete or paved surface. The four interior sides of the
container will be lined by an approximately 50 cm thick, high density concrete layer. A prefabricated
concrete slab will be placed on top of the container. The container will have intruder alarms and the area
around it will be fenced and locked and entry strictly controlled. Warning signs will be placed, at
minimum, at all entrances to the fenced area. The facility will be under 24 hour closed circuit television
(CCTV) surveillance (outside and inside the container).

The existing workshop will be transformed into a state of the art workshop for the calibration and testing
of drilling equipment. The floor of the workshop will be covered with a new 15 cm thick, reinforced and
sealed concrete floor. Various workspaces will be created for the various tests and calibrations to be
performed. Utilities like telecommunications, electricity and earthing, water, drainage, ventilation and
compressed air will be upgraded or newly installed. An equipment wash bay will be constructed and
this, together with various drains, will be connected to an oil water separator. Additional emergency
infrastructure and equipment will include a fire detection system, firefighting equipment, emergency
eye wash stations, radiation detectors with audible and/or visual alarms, ete.

Geo Pollution Technologies (Pty) Ltd was appointed by the Proponent to conduct an environmental
assessment for the proposed project. As part of the assessment we notify interested and / or affected
parties. You are hereby invited to share with Geo Pollution Technologies, any comments, issues or
concerns related to the proposed project. for consideration in the environmental assessment,

Please forward your inputs to:

E-mail: ct@thenamib,com

Fax: 088-62-6368.

Comments and registrations should reach us by 21 February 2024,

Page 1 of2
P. Botha (B.5c. Hons. Hydrogeology) (Managing)

Directors: @_J\ S
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Proof of Notification: Swakopmund Municipality

TEL.: (+264-61) 257411 & FAX.: (+264) 88626368
-. CELL.: (+264-81) 1220082
Pollution PO Box 11073 é WINDHOEK & NAMIBIA

Technologles 2 4
E-MAIL: gpt@thenamib.com
To: Interested and / or Affected Party 30 January 2024
Re: Environmental Assessment and Management Plan for a Radioactive Source Material
Storage and Handling Facility on 3954, § mund, Er Region
Dear Sir / Madam

In terms of the Environmental Management Act (No 7 of 2007) and the Environmental Impact
Asscssment Regulations (Government Notice No 30 of 2012), notice is hereby given that an application
will be made with the Environmental Commissioner for the construction and operations of a radicactive
source matenial storage and handling facility on erf 3954, Swakopmund, Erongo Region, The Proponent
for the project is Namaquanum Investments Two CC who has an existing workshop on crf 3945, Einstein
Street, in the industrial arca (Extension 10) of Swakopmund. The Proponent plans to refurbish the
workshop and to construct a dedicated storage facility for radioactive source material used to calibrate
and test drilling equipment (well logging equipment) used in the offshore oil exploration industry,
Clients from the offshore exploration industry will utilise the workshop and source materials to perform
the necessary calibrations and tests on their drilling equipment.

The facility will conform to stringent industry safety specifications. The preferred structure will be a six
meter steel shipping container, placed on a concrete or paved surface. The four interior sides of the
container will be lined by an approximately 50 cm thick, high density concrete layer. A prefabricated
concrete slab will be placed on top of the container. The container will have intrader alanns and the arca
around it will be fenced and locked and entrv stnctly controlled. Warning signs will be placed, at
minimum, at all entrances to the fenced area. The facility will be under 24 hour closed circuit television
(CCTV) surveillance (outside and inside the container)

The existing workshop will be transformed mto a state of the art workshop for the calibration and testing
of drilling equipment. The floor of the workshop will be covered with a new 15 em thick, reinforced and
sealed concrete floor. Various workspaces will be created for the various tests and calibrations (o be
performed. Utilities like telecommunications, electricity and carthing, water, drainage, ventilation and
compressed air will be upgraded or newly installed. An equipment wash bay will be constructed and
this, together with various drains. will be connected to an oil water separator. Additional emergency
infrastructure and equipment will include a fire detection system, firefighting equipment. emergency
eve wash stations, radiation detectors with audible and/or visual alarms. etc.

Geo Pollution Technologies (Pty) Ltd was appointed by the Proponent to conduct an environmental
assessment for the proposed project. As part of the assessment we notify interested and / or affected
partics. You are hereby invited to share with Geo Pollution Technologies, any comments, issues or
concermns related to the proposed project, for consideration in the environmental assessment,

Please forward your inputs to:
E-mail: ct@thenamib.com

Fax: 088-62-6368

Should you require any additional information please contact Geo Pollution Technologi telephone
061257411,

vou i advance.

AndréTaul
Environmental Impact Assessment Practitioner

Directors:

Namaguanum Investments 2 CC - PPP - Jul 2024 Geo Pollution Technologies (Pty) Ltd
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Interested and Affected Parties Notified by E-Mail
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Name

Organisation

Vera Schatz

Namibia Breweries Ltd (Erven 3976 and 3977)

Quintus Erasmus

QE Construction

Bernadette Weimann

Body Corporate Investment 625

Mberipura Hifitikeko TransNamib
Bertus Eksteen TransNamib
Alynsia Platt TransNamib

Kristian H. Woker

Woker’s Trust (Pty) Ltd (Erf 3953)

Registered Parties

Title Name Organisation Date
Registered
Mr Alfeus Benjamin Chief Executive Officer, Municipality | 2024-02-27
of Swakopmund
Ms Alma Wallis Private 2024-03-08
Ms Annete Erbsléh Private 2024-03-08
Ms Berchen Kohrs Earthlife Namibia 2024-02-29
Ms Bernadette Weimann Industrial Investment 625 Body 2024-03-11
Corporate
Dr Detlof VVon Oertzen VO Consulting 2024-02-27
Mr Faried Abu-Salih Private 2024-03-07
Mr Gerhard Byleveld Advertising Displays 2024-03-08
Mr J.C Brandt Private 2024-03-09
Mr Jens Porthmann Private 2024-03-04
Mr John Hopkins Chairman, Swakopmund Residents 2024-03-18
Association
Ms Julika Becker Private 2024-03-07
Ms Katharina Geier Private 2024-03-06
Mr Kristian H Woker Woker’s Trust (Pty) Ltd 2024-03-06
Ms Margo Bassingthwaighte | Private 2024-03-10
Ms Michelle Pfaffenthaler Private 2024-03-25
Mr & Mrs | Nicholas Preller Private 2024-03-04
Mr Olof Nederlof Private 2024-02-29
Ms Paulina Engelbrecht Environmental Officer, Municipality 2024-02-27
of Swakopmund
Mr Pieter Hamman Pieter Hamman Legal Practitioners 2024-03-04
Mr & Mrs | Ralf and Birgit Linow Private 2024-03-12
Mrs Riana Brandt Private 2024-03-09
Ms Talita Nel Capricorn Estate Agency 2024-03-07
Mnr Thimo Martens Private 2024-03-08
Ms Virginia Tsele Interwaste Environmental Solutions 2024-02-28
Mr Wiebke Frey Private 2024-03-08
Ms Wiltrud Patzner Private 2024-03-07

Namaguanum Investments 2 CC - PPP - Jul 2024
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Comments Responses Table — Comments are presented as received with no changes or corrections made to text

IAP Details Comment / Concern Response
Detlof Von Oertzen Initial Query: Initial Response:
5;;82;202 4 Kindly register me as an interested and affected party for the planned Industrial | Thank you for your mail. I assume you are referring to the

Hazardous Waste Storage Site at Swakopmund.

Radioactive Source Material storage facility in
Swakopmund as per attached BID? Note that it is not
hazardous waste that will be stored, but radioactive
sources that will be used to calibrate and test drilling
equipment for the offshore oil industry. | have registered
to you for the project and will share the EIA/EMP with
you for comment. You are also welcome to send me your
initial comments/questions to be included/considered in
the EIA.

Do not hesitate to contact me for any additional
information.

Subseguent Query:

The document was well received, and yes, it is the project for which you’ve sent the
BID for which I requested to be registered as an 1&A party.

As I also mentioned to Johann Otto, the BID suggests that its purpose will be “...to
register the ECC application with the Ministry of Health and Social Services’ National
Radiation Protection Authority...”. Please note that it is not merely a matter of
registering the project, but also submitting a Radiation Management Plan (RMP) for
such a facility, prior to the commencement of operations. As my company is providing
a broad range of radiation protection services, we could develop a fit-for-purpose RMP,
if of interest.

Also, Id be keen to see the EIA/EMP, where my interest is particularly focused on the
radiation-related impacts — has a radiation impact assessment (RIA) been done for the
EIA? In my view, a RIA is essential, as there are many (often baseless) fears about the
use of radioactive materials. Again, we could do a RIA for inclusion in the EIA/EMP,
if of interest.

Thanks for establishing contact, please do not hesitate to approach us if we can be of
assistance!

Subsequent Response:

| take note of your comments and will also forward your
mail to the client.

€G Jo / abfed
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IAP Details Comment / Concern Response
Virginia Tsele Initial Query: Initial Response:
Eg;gg/:zoz 4 I would like to register as an Interested and Affected Party on the subjected project. | The email is sufficient for registration and | have now

Would you kindly share registration forms and any available documentations/reports
regarding the subjected application.

registered you. Attached is the BID for the project in case
you have not received it yet. 1 will forward you the
EIA/EMP for review once complete. In the meantime
please send any comments or questions you may have for
consideration in the EIA to me.

Do not hesitate to contact me for any additional
information.

Berchen Kohrs
Email:
29/02/2024

Initial Query

I kindly ask you to register Earthlife Namibia as I&AP for the Storage Facility for
Radioactive Source Material in Einstein Street in Swakopmund.

Contact:

Bertchen Kohrs
Chair of

Earthlife Namibia

Earthlife Namibia is a NGO concerned about environmental and social justice and
looks back on 33 years of experience on the nuclear field. We are interested in the
above mentioned project.

I would highly appreciate if you send a confirmation of registration.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your mail and registration. | have added
you on behalf of Earthlife on the stakeholders list. In case
you have not seen the BID yet, please find it attached. We
will forward all documentation to you for review prior to
submission to MEFT.

Letter Received from Earthlife Namibia :

Earthlife Namibia is an NGO concerned about social and environmental justice and as
such looks back on 34 years of experience on the nuclear field.

Thanks to Geo Pollution Technologies for the opportunity to ask questions and raise
concerns. There are plenty of both. When it comes to radioactive material, all the alarm
bells are ringing.

Many nuclear accidents happen around the world where radioactive material is
released, with devastating consequences for the people and the environment. Both,
human and technical errors are usually the cause of industrial accidents. There are no

Responses to Letter

Calibration and testing LWD tools is highly specialised
and require highly specialised equipment. It is GPT’s
understanding that there is no facility in Namibia with this
type of technology. If there is, we are not aware of it.

€6 Jo g afied
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

accident-free guarantees in any business. Many of these accidents are being swept
under the carpet.

The fact that the calibration of test drilling equipment and the physical characterisation
of borehole profiles with radioactive material is a known and accepted method
worldwide should not obscure the fact that it is associated with dangers and must
therefore be handled with greatest expertise and utmost care.

Unfortunately, in the BID of Geo Pollution Technologies the isotopes to be used in the
off-shore oil exploration are not mentioned. It is extremely important to distinguish
between alpha, beta, and gamma radiation of the isotopes and to handle and store them
accordingly.

Even though the EIA is dealing with the storage of radioactive material, it seems
necessary to educate the population about the use of this material.

Interested and concerned Namibian residents are invited to direct their objections and
questions to Geo Pollution Technologies, although it can be assumed that only insiders
understand the principle of the process.

The method intended for the project under discussion is applied in mining, mineral
exploration, oil and gas well-drilling, in fracking (which is fortunately not done in
Namibia) and even in water-well drilling.

e Can one therefore assume that this method has already been used in Namibia
without the awareness of the Namibian citizens?

What isotopes are we talking about?

In order to make comments, it is necessary to know which isotopes are to be stored on
the Einstein Street premise in the Swakopmund industrial area.

Judging by the equipment of the shipping steel container with a coating of
approximately 50 cm high density concrete layer, one can assume that this structure is
for the storage of a gamma emitter.

Generally, small quantities of caesium-137 are used for the calibration of radiation
detectors.

e  Can we assume that indeed Caesium-137 is the isotope we are talking about?

The isotopes are Caesium-137 and Americium-241
Beryllium.

Yes, gamma rays will be emitted

The SRS will be supplied by an international supplier,
QSA Global. See the RIA for MSDS and supporting
documentation

Decommissioned SRS will be returned to the supplier.

Decontamination will only be required if a leak from one
or more of the SRS occurred. Decontamination
procedures will thus occur during operations if such a leak
is detected. Decontamination will comprise of washing

€S Jo 6 afied
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

e Where will the material come from? Will it be obtained from an accredited
source?

e Where does the radioactive material go to after decommissioning of the plant?

e How will the bunker and indeed the entire effected area be decontaminated
after the plant is closed?

the contaminated area with tepid water and soap and
disposable cloths. All cleaning material and water will be
placed in an airtight container for storage in a secure
location.

Location of the storage facility
It seems that Walvis Bay was the first choice when looking for a storage site.
e Why did Walvis Bay refuse to build the plant?
e  What tipped the balance in favour of the industrial area in Swakopmund?

Considering that the oil rigs are much closer to Walvis Bay, it seems to be the better
choice.

Walvis Bay did not refuse as the Proponent never
approached them. The Proponent has an existing property
in Swakopmund which they wish to develop.

Building the bunker to store highly radioactive substances is a decision with long-term
consequences and needs to be well thought through, taking all factors into account, not
just the location but the impact of the entire project.

Residents of Kramersdorf and indeed the whole of Swakopmund are understandably
very concerned about their safety. Even the people working in an industrial area should
not be exposed to the risk of exposure and or a nuclear accident.

e Is there a chance that another location outside of any dwelling and human
activity can be chosen?

The RIA indicates that the public will not be exposed to
radiation under normal operating conditions.

A photo taken at Einstein Street 111 shows shipping containers, apparently to be used
for the storage of radioactive materials.

e Can we conclude from this that the project is already underway before an
Environmental Clearance Certificate has been issued by government?

That would be illegal and would undermine any confidence in the entire project.

No. The containers served other purposes.

€G Jo QT abed
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

Einstein Street 111

e How is the proposed site protected against flash floods?

D{."E?T: i 3 )\‘
Although flash floods are rare in Namibia, they will inevitably come. The proposed
site is in the lower reach of the Swakopmund river and sits at an estimated elevation of
28 m above normal sea level. The critical choking point of the Swakopmund river is
the section where the C28 and the railway lines cross the river, some 3.7 km upstream
at a normal river elevation of 35 meters above sea level. If that choking point would
be clogged from debris like trees as flash floods regularly carry, there would be a major

flooding risks of the proposed site.

The major risk of flooding such installations are electrical faults in safety equipment
and the buoyance of any equipment like containers. There is then also the risk of
radioactive material leaking and catastrophic spreading of the contamination in a flash
flood environment.

e What kind of emergency measures will there be in place for such an event?

o How will the site be protected against such flooding? Flash floods do not
occur regularly, but they do occur.

Refer to section Error! Reference source not found.. It
is extremely unlikely that a flash flood will impact the
facility. There is a clear watershed between the site and
the river. Two elevation profiles for two potential choke
points were created. For both scenarios the water will flow
around the obstruction and back to the river.

Heavy rainfall in Swakopmund and on the site itself may
cause localised pooling. The catchment of erf 3954 is
extremely small as indicated in Error! Reference source
not found.. As such significant flood damage that will
result in the scenarios mentioned is highly unlikely.

€G Jo TT abed
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

e Are the Swakopmund emergency services equipped and trained to deal with
a flooded nuclear facility? We doubt that.

Transport

The transport of highly radioactive material is one of the major safety factors. The
transport vehicles must be equipped appropriately, the drivers must be qualified and
informed. In the event of an accident involving the transport vehicle, the driver must
know what emergency measures need to be taken immediately.

Namibia is a country with nuclear experience and as such should be equipped for the
safe transport of radioactive materials, although accidents happen.

The radioactive substance is normally stored in specially equipped metal containers.
The nuclear material is extremely expensive and therefore a target for thieves and
criminals. However, if the perpetrators are not aware of the danger of the loot and open
the cans, this is their death sentence and possibly that of many others. It is known that
tins have been violently broken because they were thought to contain something very
valuable. This ended fatally.

Last year, a container of highly radioactive material fell off a pick-up truck in Australia.
After a long search, it was recovered unscathed in the bush. It would have been
catastrophic if it had fallen into the wrong hands. This event is evidence of greatest
negligence.

e What measures will be taken to prevent all forms of accidents (road accidents,
handling and loading of the material, etc.).

e What measures will be taken to prevent criminal action?

There is currently only one transport company in Namibia
that is authorised by the NRPA to transport radioactive
material. They have already been engaged and have
indicated what steps need to be taken to obtain the
necessary additional approvals for transport of the SRS,
should the project realise.

The legal issue

e Is the necessary legislation, including regulations, in place for this business
in Namibia?

e What are the recommendations of the National Radiation Protection
Authority?

o What is the opinion of the Swakopmund City Council and other decision-
makers in the city?

The EIA, RIA and ERMP is the first step in the obtaining
all necessary permissions and approvals. The NRPA was
notified of the EIA process and responded. They indicated
that consent is required and that a final decision will be
made pending the outcome of the EIA, RIA and issuance
of an ECC.

All concerns received from IAPs are included and
addressed in this comments and responses table. The EIA,
RIA and ERMP will be circulated to all registered parties
for review and comment prior to submission.

€G Jo ZT abed
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

e Are the concerns of Swakopmund residents being considered and properly
reflected in the EIA?

Operational phase

The BID states: Only suitably trained, qualified and authorised personnel will have
access to the radioactive source material area, as well as handle and work with such
material.

e When is the start of construction expected (depending on when the ECC is
issued, of course)?

It is unlikely that there will be sufficient persons in Namibia with the required
qualifications.

o Will there be sufficient time to train a suitably qualified team of employees?

e Or will foreigners be employed due to a lack of skilled local manpower?

The Proponent intends to start construction once and if the
ECC is approved and the approvals from the NRPA and
Swakopmund Municipality are obtained. Actual dates are
not known.

Due to the highly specialised nature of the work, skilled
persons will have to be sourced from elsewhere. Unskilled
and semi-skilled employees will be sourced locally (e.g
security, administration, etc.)

Safety Requirements

The BID states: Regular leak tests will be performed as per individual sources’
requirements, to ensure it remains within the threshold limits.

e How will the tests be carried out?
e What are the threshold limits for the individual sources?

e What measures will be taken to prevent contamination of surface water,
groundwater, soil and air?

Standardised wipe tests. Refer to section Error!
Reference source not found. and section Error!
Reference source not found. for procedures to prevent
contamination.

The BID states further: The existing workshop will be transformed into a state of the
art for the calibration and testing of drilling equipment.

In addition to the storage, this involves much more practical handling of highly
radioactive material, more vulnerability to accidents and escape of radiation.

The entire area must be shielded from the outside world like a high-security zone,
similar to a nuclear reactor.

e How can this be achieved?

e Can you confirm that the Specific Safety Requirements No. SSR-1 of the
IAEA (“SITE EVALUATION FOR NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS”, in

SSR-1 is not applicable to the proposed facility of the
Proponent. SSR-1 states:

The requirements in this publication apply to all nuclear
installations [10], as follows:

e Nuclear power plants;

e Research reactors (including subcritical and critical
assemblies) and any adjoining radioisotope
production facilities;

e Storage facilities for spent fuel;

€G Jo £T abfed
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

particular Requirement 12: Potential effects of the nuclear installation on
people and the environment”) will be followed through with scientific and
technical vigor?

e Facilities for the enrichment of uranium;

e Nuclear fuel fabrication facilities;

e  Conversion facilities;

o Facilities for the reprocessing of spent fuel;

e Facilities for the predisposal management of
radioactive waste arising from

e nuclear fuel cycle facilities;

e Nuclear fuel cycle related research and development
facilities.

However, despite it not being applicable, significant effort
was made to ensure proper evaluation of the site and risks.

Can you confirm that the IAEA rules contained in the Safety Report Series No. 16:
CALIBRATION OF RADIATION PROTECTION MONITORING INSTRUMENTS
of 2000, in particular the requirements for calibration facilities will be fully observed?

Safety Report Series No. 16: CALIBRATION OF
RADIATION PROTECTION MONITORING
INSTRUMENTS of 2000 is not applicable to the facility.
Its scope is as follows:

This report is intended to serve those who are establishing
or operating calibration facilities for radiation
monitoring instruments. The sources of radiation and
associated apparatus and calibration techniques
presented are examples of what established calibration
laboratories have deemed adequate.

It therefor serves facilities that calibrate the radiation
monitoring equipment that will be used by the Proponent
to, amongst others, monitor radiation exposure of workers
on site (i.e. dosimeters or similar).

Health of the employees
o  How regularly will the employees be medically examined?

e  Which medical check-ups are carried out regularly?

A health and safety policy in accordance with local laws,
and regulated by IAEA, will be put in place and strictly
followed. The objectives of which will be to protect the
health of the general public and the employees, and to
prevent debilitating accidents resulting from the use of

€G JO 7T abed
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IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

e Is the medical staff trained to evaluate the health status of exposed
employees?

o Are employees provided with adequate medical and financial care if their
health is affected by occupational circumstances, keeping in mind that gamma
radiation is dealt with?

o Are employees informed about the risks of their work before they sign an
employment contract?

e What kind of personal protection will employees receive in the form of
clothing, masks, etc.?

e And finally, what is the expected lifetime of the entire project?
e Who will monitor the plant from A to Z?

e Who will take responsibility for any accidents?

e Will any victims be provided with medical and financial care?
e What is the plan for decommissioning?

In view of the planned dangerous operation, Earthlife Namibia finds the many
questions and comments justified. We trust that they will be taken into consideration
when preparing the EIA and EMP.

radioactive materials. All employees will be informed of
the risks involved with working with radioactive material.

Olof Nederlof
Email:
29/02/2024

Initial Query:
TO WHOM THIS MAY CONCERN

Re: Consent for a Noxious Industry/Hazardous Storage (Radioactive Source Material
Storage And Handling Facility) on Erf 3954 Swakopmund Extension 10

I am writing this letter in regards to the consent referenced above. | am writing this
letter as a concerned and angry resident of Swakopmund.

Swakopmund has been my home for over 30 years, | was basically raised here. | am
so blessed to call Swakopmund my home. In all of those years, there has been no events
that ever shocked me until recently. On the social media platform Facebook, | saw a
post that horrified me to the core. The post in question was about a consent to build a
storage and handling facility for hazardous, radioactive source materials.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your mail. | take note of your objection
letter. Just to be clear, we are dealing with the
environmental impact assessment process for the
proposed facility. Objections against consent should be
directed towards Stewart Planning/the Municipality who
deals with the consent application. Nevertheless, | will,
based on your email, add you to the stakeholders list of
the environmental assessment process and also include
your letter in the environmental assessment report which
will be submitted to the National Radiation Authority and
the Ministry of Environment, Forestry and Tourism for
review. Prior to submission of the reports we will circulate
it to all registered stakeholders, such as yourself, for
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I am totally against the idea of a facility holding hazardous and radioactive materials
in a populated town. | have read through the background information document (which
was attached to the Facebook post) and even though it mentions about safety of the
structure and storage of the radioactive materials, | am not convinced. This is a huge
risk to the health of every citizen and animals in Swakopmund and to the environment.
It doesn't matter how well the structure is built or how safe and secure the radioactive
materials are stored, there will always be a chance of an accident happening with
perhaps deadly consequences. But what if there was an accident? What impact will it
have on the health of every living person and animal living in Swakopmund? What
impact will it have on the environment? With all due respect, but you are playing with
fire with the lives of every living person and animal in Swakopmund.

Swakopmund is a beautiful coastal town surrounded by the beauty of the Namib Desert
and the mighty Atlantic Ocean. It is a very popular holiday destination for not only for
Namibians but also for international visitors. You cannot build such facilities in such
a popular town. | reiterate that you are playing with fire with not only the lives of
every person living in Swakopmund, but also with the lives of persons from other
countries as well. Facilities such as this, should be build where it will not harm people
and animals and the environment.

Even though it will be up to the Council to either approve or disapprove the consent
for the building of the storage facility to store radioactive materials, but | strongly
believe that the citizens in Swakopmund should have a vote to approve or disapprove,
because this proposal is risking our health and lives and we should have a say in it as
well. This will have an impact on the future generations to come.

This letter is not a formal objection letter, but I will still OBJECT to the highest level
to the consent for a noxious industry/hazardous storage (radioactive source material
storage and handling facility) on ERF 3954 Swakopmund, Extension 10.

If you could kindly note of my objection and receipt of this letter, | would be grateful.

review and comment. Please rest assured that we will
conduct an in-depth scientific assessment of the proposed
project and make our recommendations based on this
assessment.

Please do not hesitate to contact us for any additional
information.

Jens Porthmann
Email:
28/02/2024

Initial Query: 28 February 2024 08:51 (addressed to CEO of the Swakopmund

Initial Response: 28 February 2024 at 13:10:31 by the

Municipality and to the town planners dealing with the consent application

Dear Mr. Benjamin,

My family and | are residents of Swakopmund and are deeply concerned about the
potential extreme danger of the above-mentioned planned facility, especially in view
of the very close proximity to high-density DRC, as well as Mondesa and Kramersdorf.

town planner

Thanks for your email and written objection. In reading
Article 95(1), | get the impression that you were made to
believe that this facility will permit the dumping of
foreign nuclear waste and toxic waste on Namibian
territory which is not the case.
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I shall not dwell on the obvious inherent noxiousness, hazardousness and danger of the
planned facility, but suffice to point out that, in the letter and spirit of Article 95(1) of
our Constitution, it is clearly outlawed by both the Environmental Management Act 7
of 2007 and the Atomic Energy and Protection Act 5 of 2005.

Trusting in your and Swakopmund Municipal Council's due consideration and
consequent outright rejection of ANY related application.

Thanking you in advance.

Subseguent Response (addressed to the town planner): 29 February 2024 06:55

Thank you for your response, advice and attached information.

Concerns remain, however.

For instance, why can the facility not be built more remotely where it is not populated?
And, what about the harsh and corrosive conditions at the coast?

Trusting in your due consideration.

Subseguent Response (addressed to the town planner and Geo Pollution Technologies)
04 March 2024 13:30

Good day Mr. Otto,

Thank you for your advice.

It would be appreciated if my concerns/questions could be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Assessment report.

I am copying our correspondence to the e-mail address you provided. .

Instead, the radioactive substances will be used to
calibrate and test drilling equipment for the oil exploration
industry — nothing to do with any nuclear waste or the
nuclear industry.  Please find attached, for your
information, the public background information
document on the project. You are welcome to share the
BID document with anyone for their information as well.
More information will follow from the developer.

In any case, your objection has been recorded with our
office.

Subsegquent response by the town planner: 1 March 2024
at 16:52:12

Dear Mr Prothmann,

Thank you for the questions and noting your remaining
concerns. We hope your concerns and questions will be
considered and addressed in the EIA report from Geo
Pollution Technologies (GPT).

GPT invites all interested and affected parties (IAPs) to
provide in writing, any issues and suggestions regarding
the project. Any comments, suggestions, concerns and/or
objections will be considered by GPT in their EIA report:
to register please email: ct@thenamib.com

The results of the EIA will determine whether the project
can be executed on this erf and will make
recommendations to such an effect. The report will be
submitted to all registered parties for review before final
submission to the Ministry of Environment, Forestry and
Tourism. The Ministry and the applicable competent
authority, Ministry of Health and Social Services’
National Radiation Protection Authority will review and
decide on the issuance of an environmental clearance for
the project.
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Thank you for input and participation.

Subsequent response by Geo Pollution Technologies:
Mon 04/03/2024 2:24 pm

I confirm receipt of your email and registration as an
interested and affected party for the project. Your
concerns as outlined below is noted and will be addressed
in the EIA. | understand you have received the BID from
Johann. We will forward the EIA and EMP
documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.

Pieter Hamman
Marina Loubser
Email:
04/03/2024

via

Initial Query:
Good Day

Enclosed hereto please find our letterhead, which is self-explanatory, for your further
attention.

Kind regards

Letter:
Dear Sir/Madam

Subject: Formal Objection to Proposed Application for Consent Use for Noxious
Industry and Hazardous Material Handling

We are writing to you on behalf of various members of the business community in
Swakopmund to express their deep concern and urgency regarding the proposed
application for consent use of property situated in our industrial area for a noxious
industry and the storage and handling of hazardous materials.

Our clients, as residents and businesspersons in Swakopmund, are deeply invested in
the well-being of the Swakopmund community and environment. Our clients strongly
object to this proposal on numerous grounds, including but not limited to the significant
risks of:

Initial Response:

Your email of 4 March 2024 refers. | confirm receipt of
your email with objection and have registered you as an
interested and affected party on the environmental impact
assessment (EIA) side of the project. We are busy with the
environmental impact assessment (EIA) and will include
and address your objection in the EIA. We will forward
the EIA and EMP documentation for your review and
comment once complete. In the meantime please feel free
to contact me for any additional information pertaining to
the EIA process or any other comments you may have.
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1. Environmental Concerns: Our clients are deeply concerned about the potential
environmental risks posed by this proposed development. The storage and handling of
hazardous materials on the property could lead to soil contamination, groundwater
pollution, air quality degradation, and adverse impacts on local ecosystems. It is
imperative to protect our natural resources and biodiversity.

2. Health and Safety Risks: The storage of hazardous materials presents severe
health and safety risks to nearby residents, workers, and wildlife. Potential hazards
such as toxic fumes, chemical spills, fires, explosions, and long-term health effects
must be carefully considered and mitigated.

3. Public Health Impacts: Our clients are alarmed by the potential public health
impacts associated with exposure to hazardous substances. Increased rates of
respiratory illnesses, cancer, birth defects, and other health problems could result from
proximity to the proposed facility.

4, Property Values: The presence of a hazardous waste storage facility could
significantly diminish property values in the surrounding area. This would have
adverse effects on homeowners, businesses, and local tax revenues, undermining the
economic stability of the community.

5. Legal Compliance: Our clients urge you to thoroughly review whether the
proposed development complies with zoning laws, land use regulations, environmental
protection statutes, and other applicable laws and ordinances. Any violations or
inconsistencies must be addressed before moving forward with the application.

6. Community Opposition: There is widespread opposition within the
community to this proposed development. Our clients have gathered evidence of this
opposition through petitions, letters of concern, public meetings, and statements from
residents, businesses, and community organizations that can be made available on
request.

7. Alternative Locations: Our clients recommend exploring alternative sites for
hazardous waste storage that may be more suitable in terms of environmental, health,
and safety considerations. Industrial zones, remote areas, or facilities with advanced
safety measures should be considered viable alternatives.

8. Lack of Adequate Mitigation Measures: Our clients challenge the adequacy
of proposed mitigation measures to address potential risks adequately. Evidence of
emergency response plans, containment systems, monitoring protocols, and liability
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insurance coverage must be provided to ensure the protection of public health, safety,
and the environment.

9. Precedent Setting: Approving this proposal could set a dangerous precedent
for future development projects in the area, potentially leading to further
industrialization or hazardous waste storage. Our clients express serious concerns
about the long-term implications of such a decision.

10. Community Rights: Our clients assert the community's rights to participate in
the decision-making process regarding land use and development projects that could
impact their health, safety, and quality of life. Transparency, accountability, and
meaningful public consultation are essential aspects of democratic governance.

11. The proposed consent use of this property does not align with the approved
2020/2040 structure plan.
12. Tourism: This application will hurt the Swakopmund Tourism industry in

various ways:

@) Prosperous Tourism relies on the natural beauty and cleanliness of an area.
Visitors will be deterred by the presence of industrial facilities and the associated
pollution.

(b) Concerns about exposure to hazardous chemicals could lead to decreased
visitation and economic losses for tourism-dependent businesses.

(© Negative publicity surrounding the establishment of hazardous waste
facilities can tarnish the reputation of Swakopmund as a tourist destination. Media
coverage of environmental accidents, regulatory violations, or health concerns may
deter potential visitors and impact the long-term viability of tourism-based economies.

(d) Tourism is a significant source of revenue and employment in the Erongo and

in particular the Swakopmund region. The presence of hazardous waste facilities may
lead to decreased property values, loss of jobs in tourism-related industries, and
reduced spending by tourists due to concerns about safety and environmental quality.

(e Tourism stakeholders often advocate for sustainable development practices
that balance economic growth with environmental protection and social equity.
Hazardous waste facilities may conflict with the principles of sustainable tourism by
jeopardizing the natural and cultural resources that attract visitors in the first place.
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13.Insurance: This application will impact the insurance of surrounding properties to
the following extent:

@) Risk Assessment: Insurance companies assess risks associated with properties
when determining premiums. If a property in the immediate vicinity is rezoned to a
designation that is deemed hazardous or noxious, insurance companies may perceive
higher risks associated with the surrounding properties. This could be due to potential
environmental hazards, increased crime rates, or other factors associated with the new
zoning.

(b) Premium Increases: Rezoning to a hazardous or noxious designation can lead
to increased insurance premiums for surrounding property owners. Higher premiums
can be a financial burden for property owners and may also affect property values.

(© Availability of Coverage: In some cases, insurance companies may be
hesitant to provide coverage for properties located in areas with hazardous zoning due
to the increased risks involved. This lack of insurance availability can make it difficult
for property owners to protect their assets and may deter potential buyers or investors
from acquiring property in the area.

(d) Liability Concerns: Property owners will also for good reason become
concerned about liability issues associated with owning property in a hazardous or
noxious zoning area. If accidents or incidents occur on the property, liability claims
could result in signific financial losses. Insurance coverage helps mitigate these risks,
but if coverage is limited or unavailable, property owners may be more inclined to
object to rezoning.

(e) Impact on Businesses: Businesses operating in the rezoned area may face
challenges obtaining insurance coverage for their operations. This can affect their
ability to operate effectively and may lead to increased operating costs or even closure.

14, Structural damage to surrounding properties: The property in question is
situated on granite rock. This will require extensive blasting in the construction of the
"bunker". As council, you are well aware of the extensive damage that has been caused
to other properties in town due to construction blasting operations.

@) The potential for structural damage to surrounding properties cannot be
overstated. Given that the proposed site is situated on granite rock, any construction
involving extensive blasting poses a significant risk to the stability and integrity of
nearby structures. The force generated by such blasting activities can cause vibrations

€G Jo Tz abed



202 INC - ddd - D0 2 SUBWISaAU | winuenbeweN

P11 (Aid) s8160j0uyds | uonN|jod 099

IAP Details

Comment / Concern

Response

that may lead to cracks, subsidence, and other forms of structural damage to adjacent
buildings.

(b) As a council, you are undoubtedly familiar with the detrimental effects that
construction blasting operations have had on properties in our town. Instances of
cracked walls, damaged foundations, and compromised structural integrity have been
reported in areas where blasting has been conducted for various construction projects.
Allowing similar activities to take place in such proximity to residential and
commercial properties would undoubtedly exacerbate these risks and could result in
costly repairs and potential safety hazards for occupant's.

(© Furthermore, the potential for structural damage extends beyond immediate
neighbouring properties. The ripple effects of blasting-induced damage could spread
throughout the community, impacting property values, insurance premiums, and
overall quality of life for residents. This is a risk that our community simply cannot
afford to take. d) Therefore, our clients strongly urge the council to consider the threat
of structural damage to surrounding properties as a compelling reason to reject the
proposed application for consent use. The potential consequences of such activities far
outweigh any perceived benefits, and the safety and well-being of our community must
be prioritized above all else.

In light of the serious risks and concerns outlined above, our clients urge you to reject
the proposed application for consent to the use of property for a noxious industry and
hazardous material handling facility. The potential consequences of this project are too
great to ignore, and the health and safety of our community must be prioritized above
all else. Instead, we implore you to promote sustainable development practices that
minimize harm to human health and the environment and prioritize the well-being of
current and future generations.

Thank you for considering our objections to this proposed development. Our clients
trust that you will give careful consideration to the concerns raised by them and other
concerned residents and make the decision that is in the best interests of our community
and the environment.

Nicholas Preller
Email:
04/03/2024

Initial Query:

1. Health and Safety Risks: Radioactive materials can pose significant health risks if
improperly handled. We are concerned about the potential for accidents, leaks, or spills
that could release radiation into the surrounding environment, leading to long-term
health consequences for ourselves and future generations.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your email. | confirm receipt of your email
and registration as an interested and affected party for the
project. Your concerns as outlined below is noted and will
be addressed in the EIA. In case you have not received the
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2. Environmental Impact: Radioactive materials can have a detrimental impact on the
environment. We are worried about the potential contamination of soil, groundwater,
and water reservoirs, which could harm residents as well as local ecosystems and
wildlife.

3. Property Values: The presence of a radioactive storage facility can lead to a decline
in property values in the surrounding area. We as Homeowners are concerned about
potential financial losses and difficulties in selling our properties if such a facility is
established nearby.

4. Stigma and Perception: The presence of a radioactive storage facility will create
negative perceptions about the town and its desirability as a place to live or visit. This
could have adverse effects on tourism, economic development, and the overall
reputation of the town.

5. Emergency Preparedness: As Residents, we have concerns about the town's
preparedness to handle emergencies related to the storage facility, such as fires, natural
disasters, or terrorist threats. We question whether local emergency services are
adequately equipped and trained to respond to such incidents.

6. Lack of Public Input: As residents, we feel that the decision-making process
regarding the facility's development has been opaque and lacking in public
participation, and we hereby voice our dissatisfaction and demand a more transparent
and inclusive approach to decision-making.

BID yet, please find it attached. We will forward the EIA
and EMP documentation for your review and comment
once complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact
me for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.

Kristian H Woker
Email:
06/03/2024

Thank you very much for your mail of 15 February 2024.

Unfortunately we have to advise that we completely OBJECT to the establishment of
a radioactive source material storage and handling facility on our neighboring Erf No.
3954 (Swakopmund), Einstein Street, Erongo Region.

Besides all the usual concerns of having such an outright dangerous facility right next
door, we are especially concerned about the future status of this facility. What happens,
if this facility gets older and deteriorates ? What happens, if the Owners and / or
Managers depart one day from Namibia or go into liquidation ? What happens, if the
facility is damaged by outside factors or an accident happens, whilst the material is
being handled on the premises ? We have seen too many bad examples in Namibia (for
example many abandoned mines) and also worldwide (Chernobyl being the best
example), where such dangerous facilities are simply left by the original operators and

Initial Communication:

Please receive attached notification for an environmental
impact assessment we are conducting for erf 3954, Ext 10,
Swakopmund.

Do not hesitate to contact us for more information.

Subsequent Response:

| have registered you on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project which we are conducting.
Your concerns as outlined below is noted and will be
addressed in the EIA. We will forward the EIA and EMP
documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
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the local population has to suffer the consequences. The suddenly no one is any more
accountable or taking care of the aftermath.

The storage of the material is dangerous enough (whilst in storage) but the handling
thereof poses an even bigger risk for us. How will the bunker be accessed for use of
the stored radioactive material, how long will it stay open for access, how will
radioactive material be removed from the store, where will testing and calibration be
done, how will the radioactive material be transported to and from the store & site ?
Anything can / could go wrong during one of the above processes.

Our biggest concern is also that this facility will instantly diminish the value of our
own property (Erf 3953). Nobody would want to rent from us anymore. The stigma
attached to this area will then always be negative.

We realize that there is a need for such a facility but then this should be located well
outside a municipal area like near the Rubbish dumps (in a large enough well fenced
off area) or behind Dune 7 (Walvis Bay). The granite ground near Dune 7 would be
especially ideal for the establishment of such a facility (underground). To locate such
a potentially dangerous facility in the midst of a residential town in our view would be
extremely reckless and irresponsible (towards the local inhabitants and visitors of this
town). It simply does not make sense to us to locate such a facility in the midst of a
Town, which specializes on Tourism and has Residential Areas nearby (Mondesa and
Kramersdorf).

for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.

To summarize: We absolutely OBJECT to this envisaged project and trust
& hope that Council rejects it outright.
Katharina Geier Initial Query: Initial Response:

Email:
06/03/2024

To whom it may concern

I herewith would like to hand in my objection against the storage and handling of
radioactive material on ERF 3954 Swakopmund

I am a resident of Swakopmund living in Kramersdorf. Transport and handling of
radioactive material in the surrounding of a town is dangerous and for several reasons
put the residents in risk.

I would like to register for discussion and questions. Please send confirmation of this
registration to me via email.

I have registered you on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project which we are conducting.
Your concerns as outlined below is noted and will be
addressed in the EIA. In case you have not received the
BID yet, please find it attached. We will forward the EIA
and EMP documentation for your review and comment
once complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact
me for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.
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Julika Becker
Email:
07/03/2024

Initial Query:

I would like to voice my concern regarding the plan to change the use of land in order
to build a bunker for radioactive waste in Einstein Street, Swakopmund. Please register
my name among those in opposition to the plan to build any kind of storage or bunker
in or near Swakopmund for the long-term storage of radioactive waste, because:

1. I am a resident of Swakopmund and am concerned about the health risks
involved for myself and future generations of residents of Swakopmund. The location
is too close to residential areas, the risks posed to people and the environment is huge
and unpredictable.

2. There is no guarantee for control of what happens at such a facility over time
when people, governors, governments and companies (responsibilities) change.
Radioactive waste will be life threatening and toxic for over thousands of years for
people, ground water, soil and air.

3. The Municipality of Swakopmund and Stewart Planning have not taken
adequate steps to inform, educate and involve all residents of Swakopmund as
interested and affected parties about this vital and life changing plan. There should at
least be a well-advertised public information meeting in the Town Hall and a public
petition for all the residents to voice their opinion and/or opposition to such a
dangerous, life threatening change in land use.

Please inform me of all further steps in handling this matter.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your email. I confirm receipt of your email
and registration as an interested and affected party on the
environmental impact assessment side of the project.
Please note that the facility is not planned for the storage
of radioactive waste. In case you have not received the
BID yet, please find it attached. Your concerns as outlined
below is nevertheless noted and will be addressed in the
EIA. We will forward the EIA and EMP documentation
for your review and comment once complete. In the
meantime please feel free to contact me for any additional
information pertaining to the EIA process or any other
comments you may have.

Talita Nel
Email:
07/03/2024

Initial Query (addressed to the Town Planners and the Swakopund Municipality): 27

Initial Response (by the Town Planner):

February 2024 4:17 PM

Please find attached hereto the letter being self-explanatory.
Letter:

Dear Sir/Madam,

SUBJECT: OBJECTION T APPLICATION FOR CONSENT — NAMAQUANUM
INVESTMENTS TWO CC (ERF 3954, EINSTEIN STREET, SWAKOPMUND)

We write with earnest concern and formal objection to the proposed development
submitted by Namaquanum Investments Two CC, seeking consent for the
establishment of an above or underground bunker facility on Erf 3954 in Swakopmund
Extension 10. The intended utilization of this facility, encompassing the storage and
handling of hazardous radioactive substances, as well as calibration tests for offshore

Thank you for lodging your collective concern and/or
objection to the proposed radioactive source material
storage and handling facility on Erf 3954, Einstein Street,
Swakopmund. Your concern/objection will be recorded
in the consent use application.

Note that the Namaquanum Investments Two CC has
appointed Geo Pollution Technologies (GPT) to
undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA). GPT invites all interested and affected parties
(IAPs) to provide in writing, any issues and suggestions
regarding the project. Any comments, suggestions,
concerns and/or objections will be considered by GPT in
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oil exploration drilling equipment, presents a multitude of intricate issues warranting
meticulous consideration and scrutiny.

Our objection is framed by several paramount considerations, which include, but are
not limited to:

Proximity to Residential and Industrial Areas:

The proposed site's hazardous nature, located in close proximity to both residential and
industrial zones, notably our Madison Business Park on Erf 3949, Einstein Street,
Swakopmund, raises considerable apprehensions.

This situation prompts grave concerns regarding potential adverse impacts on the
safety, health, and well-being of the local community and surrounding businesses.

Cumulative Hazards in the Industrial Area:

The inherent risks associated with any industrial area are further compounded by the
introduction of a facility designed for the storage of radioactive materials. This
convergence amplifies risks exponentially, creating an unacceptable level of danger
that may extend beyond the proposed facility's perimeters.

Lack of Clarity in the Application:

The application is deficient in crucial details pertaining to the nature of the hazardous
materials, such as their physical state (liquid, gas, or solid). This lack of clarity
undermines our ability to comprehensively assess potential risks and the adequacy of
proposed safety measures.

Need for Water Resources for Radiation Control:

Inadequacies in addressing the water requirements for radiation control are apparent in
the application. Given the nature of neutrons and their particles, which necessitate
significant water use to decelerate radiation, clarity on this aspect is imperative to
ensure the safe handling of radioactive materials.

Inadequate Packaging Information:

Insufficient information regarding the packaging of radioactive materials is a critical
concern. The absence of clear identification and safety protocols for packaging raises
serious apprehensions about the potential for mishandling, accidents, and the resultant
impact on both human health and the environment.

their EIA report. Please find attached the background
information document (BID) which explains how to
register as an 1AP and to submit further comments.

The results of the EIA will determine whether the project
can be executed on this erf and will make
recommendations to such an effect. The report will be
submitted to all registered parties for review before final
submission to the Ministry of Environment, Forestry and
Tourism. The Ministry and the applicable competent
authority, Ministry of Health and Social Services’
National Radiation Protection Authority will review and
decide on the issuance of an environmental clearance for
the project.

Subseguent Response: (by Geo Pollution technologies)

Thank you for your email. I confirm receipt of your email
and registration on behalf of Madison Business Park as an
interested and affected party on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project. In case you have not
received the BID yet, please find it attached. Your
concerns as outlined in the letter are noted and will be
addressed in the EIA. We will forward the EIA and EMP
documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.
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Additional Equipment and Costs:

The proposed facility imposes an additional burden on the municipality, necessitating
the acquisition of specialized equipment such as survey meters, contamination meters,
and personal dosimeters for individuals in close proximity.

The associated costs and resources required for the maintenance and operation of such
equipment should be thoroughly considered.

Inherent Risks of Radioactive Materials:

Radioactive materials, being inherently hazardous and imperceptible to human senses,
present a significant challenge in terms of containment, detection, and response in the
event of mishandling or accidents.

The potential consequences of such incidents are severe and could have lasting impacts
on the health of the community and the integrity of the environment.

Insufficient Public Communication and Engagement:

The absence of a transparent and comprehensive communication strategy regarding the
proposed development raises significant concerns. Adequate public engagement is
paramount, and residents and businesses in the vicinity should be provided with
detailed information and opportunities to voice their concerns.

Health Risks:

Exposure to hazardous materials poses severe health risks to both working individuals
and residents in the surrounding area. Airborne pollutants, water contamination, and
soil pollution can lead to respiratory issues, skin problems, and other health
complications.

Environmental Pollution:

Accidental spills, leaks, or releases of hazardous substances can result in
environmental pollution, affecting local ecosystems, water sources, and soil quality.
The facility may contribute to long-term environmental degradation, impacting
biodiversity and natural habitats.

Safety Concerns:

Proximity to train tracks increases the risk of accidents during transportation, such as
derailments or spills, potentially leading to immediate dangers for nearby
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communities. The facility itself may be at risk of accidents, fires, or explosions, posing
a threat to both property and lives.

Property Values and Liveability:

The presence of a hazardous facility can negatively impact property values in the
surrounding area, making it less attractive for potential buyers or tenants. Reduced
liveability due to concerns about safety and pollution can lead to a decline in the overall
quality of life for residents as well as property value.

Negative Impact on Tourism:

Despite its location in a light industrial area, Swakopmund, being a tourist destination,
may suffer from a decline in tourism if the perception of the area is associated with
industrial hazards and environmental risks.

Long-term Sustainability Impact:

The long-term sustainability of the region may be compromised, affecting the ability
of the community to thrive economically, socially, and environmentally.

In light of the aforementioned concerns, we implore you to meticulously evaluate the
potential risks and implications associated with the proposed development. The safety
and well-being of the Swakopmund community should be paramount in the decision-
making process.

We respectfully request that you reject the application by Namaquanum Investments
Two CC for the proposed noxious industry/hazardous storage facility on Erf 3954
Swakopmund Extension 10.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We trust that you will approach this issue
with the seriousness it deserves and prioritize the long-term safety and prosperity of
our community.

Subseqguent Query (to Geo Pollution Technologies): 07 March 2024 13:53

Our Trustees at Madison Business Park, situated in Swakopmund, requested that we
should register with you as an interested and affected party with regards to the attached.

Please advise if there is a process applicable in this regard, since it would be great if
we could be informed of any information regarding this application/development in
the future.
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Wiltrud Patzner Initial Query: Initial Response:
Email. To whom it may concern Thank you for your email. I confirm receipt of your email
07/03/2024 e .
. and registration as an interested and affected party on the
Dear Sir/ Madam

Herewith | would like to hand in my objection against the storage and handling of
radioactive material on Erf 3954 Swakopmund, Extension 10.

I am a resident of Swakopmund, Kramersdorf.

Transport and handling of radioactive material in the surrounding area of a town is
dangerous, and for several reasons put the residents on risk

I would like to register for discussion and questions.

environmental impact assessment (EIA) side of the
project. In case you have not received the BID yet, please
find it attached. Your concerns as outlined below are
noted and will be addressed in the EIA. We will forward
the EIA and EMP documentation for your review and
comment once complete. In the meantime please feel free
to contact me for any additional information pertaining to
the EIA process or any other comments you may have.

Faried Abu-Salih
Email:
07/03/2024

Initial Query (addressed to the Town Planners and the Swakopund Municipality):

Initial Response (by the Town Planner):

I would like to voice my concern regarding the plan to change the use of land in order
to build a bunker for radioactive waste in Einstein Street, Swakopmund. Please register
my name among those in opposition to the plan to build any kind of storage or bunker
in or near Swakopmund for the long-term storage of radioactive waste, because:

I am a resident of Swakopmund and am concerned about the health risks involved for
myself and future generations of residents of Swakopmund. The location is too close
to residential areas, the risks posed to people and the environment is huge and
unpredictable

There is no guarantee for control of what happens at such a facility over time when
people, governors, governments and companies (responsibilities) change. Radioactive
waste will be life threatening and toxic for over thousands of years for people, ground
water, soil and air

The Municipality of Swakopmund and Stewart Planning have not taken adequate steps
to inform, educate and involve all residents of Swakopmund as interested and affected
parties about this vital and life changing plan. There should at least be a well-advertised
public information meeting in the Town Hall and a public petition for all the residents
to voice their opinion and/or opposition to such a dangerous, life threatening change in
land use.

Please inform me of all further steps in handling this matter.

Your objection and concerns have been recorded with my
office, thank you.

Dear Geo Pollution Technologies, could you please
register Faried Abu-Salih as an interested and affected
party for the EIA process?

Subseguent Response (by Geo Polltion Technologies):

With reference to the below, please note that | have
registered you for the EIA side of the project. Your
concerns as outlined below is noted and will be addressed
in the EIA. We will forward the EIA and EMP
documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.
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Annette Erbsléh Email: | Initial Query (addressed to the Town Planner) Initial Response (by the Town Planner):
08/03/2024

In this letter | would like to make it very clear that | am against this planned project in
Swakopmund in every aspect.

I have informed myself about this project in various announcements, statements and
articles and also listened to the report on your project in the HITRADIO Namibia report
by Ms. Brigitte Weidlich.

If you compare the official statements and those of the journalist, I think there is a
world of difference. Offshore drilling or not, Namibia staying on the ball etc. is
absolutely irrelevant in my eyes, because such a storage, even if supposedly secured,
does not belong in a residential area, in the statements called "industrial area™ - it is
also ridiculous. Lined containers 6 m long with 50 cm thick compacted concrete walls
in the interior etc. may sound reassuring, but they are not, as they are clearly not stored
underground. Where do you want to install airlocks? The interior of a container is
certainly not sufficient for this.

What happens when the containers are "full", supposedly not waste, which is obviously
not correct. They must be stored and therefore presumably moved or the contents must
be transported. Here we are talking about "hazardous goods transportation”. Who
ensures safety? Who supervises it? Where is the radioactive waste then stored? These
must be very special storage facilities. Are they really secure or do they even exist?
And from the sound of it, there isno experience in Namibia and "you have to specialize
in it now" is the statement. In addition, Cesium 137 is to be used for this. That's all that
needs to be said! (The accident occurred in Chernobyl in 1986. Even today, mushrooms
and game meat in the Bavarian Forest are still highly contaminated with radiation).
The very tools used at that time are probably particularly radioactive and therefore the
protective clothing etc. will also be contaminated. And this "waste" must or should be
temporarily stored in the containers in Swakop. There is allegedly a low risk .... In the
description by GEO Pollution Technologies, the material is described as hazardous, in
a statement by Mr. Otto only as minimally hazardous ... That is already far too much.

There are reports in the press of "underground storage”, but in the description by GEO
Pollution Technologies this is just another possibility. With the safety measures
described, above-ground storage is far too unsafe. Water is used, which will then be
contaminated .... This also poses a high risk. Can we still allow ourselves to
contaminate water in our country? NO!

Thank you for raising your objection to the radioactive
facility which will be recorded. Your careful evaluation
of available information, and valuable input on the project
is much appreciated.

Dear Geo Pollution Technologies team,

Will you please consider and address the comments,
concerns, and objections raised by Annette Erbsliéh in
your Environmental Impact Assessment?

Subseguent Response (by Geo Pollution Technologies):

I confirm receipt of your email sent to the Town Planners.
I have taken the liberty of registering you as an interested
and affected party on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project. Your concerns as outlined
below is noted and will be addressed in the EIA. We will
forward the EIA and EMP documentation for your review
and comment once complete. It is indeed unfortunate that
in the modern technological age of smartphones and social
media the sharing of information becomes muddled. |
trust that ultimately the EIA/EMP will present the facts in
a way that is clear to everyone, and make
recommendations that is based on scientific data taking
into consideration of the local environment. In the
meantime please feel free to contact me for any additional
information pertaining to the EIA process or any other
comments you may have.
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If Namibia thinks it has to get involved here, ONLY under the supervision of
companies from abroad that have been practicing this for years, but never in a
residential area of any size. If you really think you need to implement such a
project/process etc. in Namibia, then plan it at the Réssing Mine.

You must remember that we are exposed to a high level of insecurity in our country
due to the unfortunately existing high level of corruption, companies operating in this
country for whom the environment, safety, etc. mean absolutely nothing, but only their
profit or greed and we are therefore exposed to a much higher risk than in countries
such as the USA, UK, Germany.

Gerhard Byleveld
Email:
08/03/2024

Initial Query (addressed to the Town Planner):
Dear sirs

With the sketchy information provided re “radioactive source material storage and
handling” I wish to point out that the location of this facility is surrounded by other
factories and with the Mondesa town around 200 m from there.

In Swakopmund we have 80% of the time a SW wind which blows in the direction of
Mondesa. The placement of such facility is therefore critical taking into account the
content and radioactivity of the “CONTENT” of such bunker.

Much more information re products/source materials etc should be made available for
residents especially Mondesa and surrounding areas to actively participate and make a
more informed contribution.

| trust that the Municipality will delve deeper into this matter and as usual put the safety
and livelihood of residents first.

Initial Response (by the Town Planner):

Thank you for your written concern, input and objection
to the radioactive facility. If you have not done so already,
you can also register as an interested and affected party
with Geo Pollution Technologies who have been
appointed to undertake the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) process. The attached background
information document explains how to register. There is
no specific deadline but the sooner the better.

Dear Geo Pollution Technologies,

Please see below the comment on the southwesterly wind
which I think is important to consider and address in your
EIA.

Subsequent Response (by Geo Pollution Technologies):

I confirm receipt of your email sent to the Town Planners.
I have taken the liberty of registering you as an interested
and affected party on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project. Your concerns as outlined
are noted and will be addressed in the EIA. We will
forward the EIA and EMP documentation for your review
and comment once complete. In the meantime please feel
free to contact me for any additional information
pertaining to the EIA process or any other comments you
may have.
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Radioactive material can only become airborne if it leaks
from the capsule of the SRS. This is not likely to occur
and the SRS will not be removed from the pig outside of
the bunker or calibration room.

Thimo Martens
Alma Wallis
Email:
08/03/2024

Initial Query (addressed to the Town Planner): Thursday, 8 March 2024 4:24 pm

Please find attached objection letter.

Letter:
To whom this may concern
Re: Hazardous Storage Facility on Erf 3954 Swakopmund Extension 10

We would herewith like to hand in our objection to the Hazardous Storage Facility on
Erf 3954 Swakopmund.

Reasons for objection:

The proposed facility is directly in Swakopmund, with high traffic volumes passing
the storage facility daily.

Radioactive waste can leak into our underground water channels or escape into the air
— with the facility being so close to human population, this poses a high risk to human
health and the environment.

Would it not be better to create a storage facility outside of town?

Radioactive waste only decays naturally over hundreds of years. How can the
Municipality of Swakopmund guarantee the safe-guarding and proper upkeep of the
storage facility for that duration of time?

The proposal states that personnel will be monitored to make sure their radioactive
exposure is within legal limits. What about the public or the personnel of business in
close proximity? How will the health and safety of those individuals be guaranteed /
monitored?

In the proposal it is being stated that the concrete walls of the storage facility will only
be 50cm thick. Overseas, similar radioactive storage facilities are being stored 500m
underground. How can mere 50cm thick walls be thick enough? The proposed
thickness of the walls does not correspond with the depth the canisters are be stored

Initial Response (by the Town Planner):

I herewith confirm receipt of the objection letter from
Thimo, thank you.

Dear Geo Pollution Technologies, could you also consider
the questions, comments, and objections raised by Thimo?

Subseguent Response by Geo Pollution Technologies):

I confirm receipt of your objection sent to the Town
Planners. I have taken the liberty of registering you as an
interested and affected party on the environmental impact
assessment side of the project. Please note that the facility
is not planned for the storage of radioactive waste. In case
you have not received the BID yet, please find it attached.
Your concerns as outlined below is nevertheless noted and
will be addressed in the EIA. We will forward the EIA and
EMP documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.
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overseas. Added to that, that the proposed facility will be above ground, instead of
underground.

It is not being said what kind of radioactive waste will be stored — is it high-level or
low-level waste? This makes a huge difference in the correct disposal procedure.

The exact disposal procedure and nature of the waste storage is not clearly explained
in the proposal — ie. Sentences such as “as an alternative option, the facility to store
radioactive source material can also be partially underground” make the proposal
sound like only ideas are being shared. If something can also be done, it is not said that
it will be done. Where is the guarantee that all correct procedures are being followed —
and which procedures are being implemented, as per law, pertaining the level of waste?
None of this is being indicated in the proposal, thus we find the proposal not very clear
and transparent.

Wiebke Frey
Email:
08/03/2024

Initial Query:

I herewith hand in my concern against handling and storage of any radioactive material
on Erf 3954 Swakopmund.

I am a Swakopmund resident in the City and feel nothing in connection with
radioactive things should be handle in a town due to the fact it is dangerous.

I d like to register for discussions and questions . Could you please confirm registration.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your email. I confirm receipt of your email
and registration as an interested and affected party on the
environmental impact assessment (EIA) side of the
project. In case you have not received the BID yet, please
find it attached. Your concerns as outlined below are
noted and will be addressed in the EIA. We will forward
the EIA and EMP documentation for your review and
comment once complete. In the meantime please feel free
to contact me for any additional information pertaining to
the EIA process or any other comments you may have.

J.C Brandt
Riana Brandt
Email:
09/03/2024

Initial Query:

Proposed Storage and handling facility for radioactive source material at Namaquanum
Investments two CC, Erf 3954, Einstein Street, Swakopmund

We are writing to register on behalf of myself and my wife, Riana Brandt, our objection
to the applicants’ application.

While we understand the necessity of safe storage facilities for radioactive materials,
we also have concerns about the safety of the inhabitants of Swakopmund, given the
proximity of the proposed facility to residential areas. Radioactive materials, if
mishandled or improperly stored, pose significant health and environmental risks.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your email. | confirm receipt of your email
and registration as an interested and affected party on the
environmental impact assessment (EIA) side of the
project. In case you have not received the BID yet, please
find it attached. We are busy with the environmental
impact assessment (EIA) as per point four of your
information request list and trust that your other questions
will be answered in the EIA. We will forward the EIA and
EMP documentation for your review and comment once
complete. In the meantime please feel free to contact me
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Therefore, we believe it is essential for the community to be informed about the safety
measures that will be implemented to mitigate these risks.

Additionally, we would like to enquire whether the feasibility of locating such a facility
in a more remote area, away from densely populated areas, has been considered.
Building the facility in the desert, away from residential zones, could potentially reduce
the risk to human health and the environment while still serving its intended purpose.

We kindly request that you provide more detailed information regarding the proposed
facility, including but not limited to:

1. The types and quantities of radioactive materials that will be stored at the facility.

2. The safety measures and protocols that will be in place to prevent accidents and
mitigate risks.

3. The emergency response plans in case of incidents or accidents.
4. Any environmental impact assessments that have been conducted.

5. Consideration given to alternative locations for the facility and the rationale for
selecting the current site.

6. Training of the staff taking care of the operations and monitoring thereof and where
the training takes place (which institutions) and for whose expense.

It baffles the mind of the public and every reasonable citizen that while Swakopmund
is surrounded by hundreds of thousands of vacant land that the proponent elects to
convert the property in question for purposes of storage and handling facility of
radioactive source material.

Thank you for your elaborate and eloquent assurance of how the proponent/the
council/and all the other authoritarian institutions referred to by you will monitor the
operation of the facility in order to protect the public at large. It is a well-known fact
that our country is inundated with corruption and incompetence however these aspects
are not addressed against the background of monitoring and safeguarding the public.

Should the council approve the proponents’ application will the council be prepared to
indemnify affected persons against the risks of any negative potential
risks/effects/losses/expenses by such person? Any such indemnification should be
supported by appropriate guarantees/suretyships commensurate to potential losses.

We are looking forward to hearing from you.

for any additional information pertaining to the EIA
process or any other comments you may have.
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Margo Initial Query: Initial Response:

Bassingthwaighte
Email:
10/03/2024

As a resident of Swakopmund | totally OBJECT to the above mentioned being carried
out in the town of Swakopmund, in the industrial area along Einstein Street on Erf
3954 Ext 10. It does not take into consideration the lives of innocent people should
there be a leak or any such thing happening. It will impact on people’s health when
things go wrong and you cannot guarantee that it won’t.

Need | say anymore.

Thank you for your email. I confirm receipt of your email
and registration as an interested and affected party on the
environmental impact assessment (EIA) side of the
project. In case you have not received the BID yet, please
find it attached. Your concerns as outlined below are
noted and will be addressed in the EIA. We will forward
the EIA and EMP documentation for your review and
comment once complete. In the meantime, please feel free
to contact me for any additional information pertaining to
the EIA process or any other comments you may have.

Bernadette Weimann
Email:
11/03/2024

Initial Query:

Attached, please find a letter from the owners of Industrial Investment 625 Body
Corporate.

Letter: Reference: 3954S

RE: Consent for a noxious industry/ hazardous storage (radioactive source material
storage and handling facility) on Erf 3954 Swakopmund, Extension 10

This letter serves to inform you that the owners of Erf 625 Swakopmund, Extension
10, object to the above planning application for the following reasons:

*Why must such facilities be operated inside town? Would it not be better
accommodated at a mine or a more remote industrial site that would have the correct
zoning?

*What are the real dangers that might be imposed daily on humans operating and
working within the relevant closer vicinity (inclusive of Erf 625)?

*With the fact that this Erf is located directly at the railway, the derailment of a train,
smashing into the relevant premises, and releasing "nuclear waste" is a big problem.

*Such installations might impact the value of the surrounding Erfs and workshops. It
might also make it difficult, if not impossible, to source future tenants or buyers for
neighboring Erfs.

Initial Response:

Your email and letter is well received. | have registered
you on behalf of Investment 625 Body Corporate. Your
concerns as outlined in the letter are noted and these
together with your questions will be addressed in the EIA.
We will forward the EIA and EMP documentation for
your review and comment once complete. In the
meantime please feel free to contact me for any additional
information pertaining to the EIA process or any other
comments you may have.
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*We would like to get more information about the applicant: Namaquanum
Investments Two CC. We couldn't find any webpages or any other information about
this company.

*Additionally, we would like to receive more information about the work that is
planned to be done on Erf 3954. Will there be radioactive waste? If so, will all
requirements for the management and removal of radioactive waste be met? What
radioactive material and how much will be stored?

*Toxic materials remain highly radioactive for tens of thousands of years, posing a
threat to the land, soil, freshwater sources, underground water, and humans.

*We think that the above-ground storage facility is more dangerous than the alternative
option of storing the radioactive material underground.

We oppose these plans and would like to receive further and more detailed information
about the application. Please keep us updated on the situation.

Ralf and Birgit Linow
Email:
12/03/2024

Initial Query:

We are residents of Swakopmund and have a few questions as to GPT’s project in
Einstein street:

1. Kindly inform us as Swakopmund residents about the type of radioactive material
you intend to store in Einstein street?

2. Where does the radioactive material come from?
3. How does it get transported to Swakopmund?

4. Why place such a unit in a fairly dense area instead of somewhere in the mining area
near Réssing etc.?

5. How radioactive is the material and please give us a comparison if possible to the
degree of radioactivity.

6. Will the company be paid for storing radioactive material?

We have major concerns about this project as to handling faults, pollution during
operation(and afterwards - we all know that radioactive radiation cannot be destroyed
and damage done to any genetic material/soil/water is permanent with potential
detrimental outcome.

Initial Response:

Thank you for your email and interest in the project. Your
questions and concerns are well noted and will be
answered/addressed in the environmental impact
assessment (EIA) we are conducting for our client. | have
also now registered you as interested and affected parties
for the project. Just to confirm, it is not our project, but we
were appointed as independent environmental consultants
to conduct the EIA. | am not sure if you have seen the
background information document yet, | therefore attach
it again. It will answer some of your questions. The rest
will be answered in the EIA which will be shared with you
for review once complete. You will then get another
chance to provide comments or questions which will be
included in the final report to be submitted to the Ministry
of Environment, Forestry and Tourism and the National
Radiation Protection Authority of Namibia for their
consideration and review. In the mean time you are
welcome to provide more input / questions.
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We live in a tourist attraction area providing income to about 50 - 80% of the people.
This should not be at risk by something serving such a small community which can
potentially be so harmful and cause longstanding effects. We are not a rubbish dump
for other country’s radioactive material - if this should be the case.

Nobody is perfect and here no-one has experience in handling such material. The
incidence rate would be quite high from human errors.

Thus we generally dont agree to storage of such hazardous material in our town.

Gerhard Byleveld
Email:
28/03/2024

Initial Query:

With reference to our telephone conversation this morning and my written
submission at the bottom of the email, | wish to state the following:

1. At present there appears to be a lot of confusion regarding the proposed
“Radioactive Bunker” in Einstein Street, adjacent to Mondesa and other
food related businesses.

2. Johan Otto requested inputs by 8 March 24 but many concerned citizens
(e.g. residents from Mondesa and their Councillors) were not even aware of
the time line.

3. Yesterday a meeting was advertised to be held at the Tamariskia Town Hall
where around 50 persons were under the impression it was a formal session
by either yourselves or Town Panning. Nobody took a lead in this fruitless
gathering. Apparently a concerned citizen Mr Hertzberg wanted to
encourage people to attend the “Municipal strategic briefing” to elevate
these concerns (wrong place/wrong agenda”). As confirmed by you it was
not arranged by either of you as leading parties. Be that as it may, this was is
a clear indication that there are far more concerned citizens than the 21
registered which you received up to now.

4. Due to the vague description of “radioactive source material” I would
suggest that a much wider and more in depth communique be put out (also
via community leaders) so that citizens are well informed before making
submissions. At present it might even include serious radioactive waste in a
“bunker” adjacent to a town extension. What perception will this leave in
the minds of potential Tourists once the “Greenies” get hold of it.

Initial Response:

Thank you for the call and email. It is quite unfortunate
that someone advertised a public meeting and that
expectations were that we / the town planners are hosting
the meeting. Thank you also for putting me into contact
with the SRA chairman. | hope that through the SRA we
can better disseminate information regarding the project
and the way forward. | urge all concerned residents and
parties to register with me in order to be included in the
environmental assessment process. | am currently
engaging with the client in order to address the current
confusion and “panic” (if that is the correct word to use).
I will write a short communication in which | will try and
better explain the process we are following for the EIA,
and hopefully this will put residents at ease in so far as the
EIA process is concerned — i.e. that the correct processes
will be followed and that all parties’ will get an
opportunity to review and comment on the EIA prior to it
being submitted. | will forward said communication to
you, the SRA, all parties registered with us in due course.
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This EIA has the potential to probably stir up a lot of emotions, whether true or false,
yet the best way to combat negative perceptions is adequate detailed information to
the wider community for their inputs.

I trust that you see my concerns as pro-active and meant in a positive light.

Michelle Pfaffenthaler
Email
22/03/2024

Initial Query

I have been doing a bit of research myself and would like to raise concerns that | would
like to see addressed:

1) LIST OF MATERIALS. We need a comprehensive list of all the radioactive
substances that will be used, e.e.radon, beryllium, plutonium.

2) APPROPRIATE ACTIVITY Whilst calibration of equipment is standard in the oil
drilling industry, this kind of work really needs to be done by experts as they are
working with a variety of radioactive materials and both safe storage, and working with
the materials will be important. In addition, disposal of contaminated wastes
(including water) will be an issue. We need to identify if Namaquanum Investment
Two CC has the expertise to do this kind of work and if it is not better to send the
equipment to existing labs. We also need to know more about this company.. | do not
find any mention of them on the internet, other than in relation to their commissioning
you to do the EIA.

3)ALTERNATIVE LOCATIONS. | do not think that it is appropriate for this facility
to be in Swakopmund light industrialist are. | think that alternate locations should be
investigated, more specifically in the heavy industrial sections of Luderitz and Walvis
Bay.

Initial Response:

Apologies, | was out of office end of last week. | hereby
confirm you registration with Geo Pollution
Technologies for the EIA side of the project. | also take
note of your concerns as raised below and these are
concerns that we will definitely look at and address in
the EIA. I will later today circulate information that
answers some of the questions you and the other
stakeholders raised, for example pertaining to the types
of radioactive isotopes to be stored on site.

€5 Jo g¢ affed
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Widely Distributed Clarification Letter

TEL: (+264-61) 257411 & FAX.: (+264) 88626368

SO CELL.: (+264-81) 1220082
it A PO BOX 11073 & WINDHOEK & NAMIBIA

E-MAiL: gpt@thenamib.com

25 March 2024
To The Chairman of the Swakopmund Residents Association,
Registered Interested and Affected Partics,
Concerned Citizens of Swakopmund
Interested and Affected Parties

Dear Sir/Madam

Geo Pollution Technologies, as appointed independent environmental assessment practitioner (EAP) for
the above project, hereby acknowledges that there are currently concerns and confusion regarding the
proposed project. Please allow us the opportunity to provide some clarifications regarding the project
and the authorisation process for the project.

The Project

Firstly, let us consider the project itselfl The proposed fucility will under po circumstances receive,
handle or store any radioactive waste. What will be stored, 15 commonly referred to as “radiocactive
sources”. For this project, it will specifically be sealed radioactive sources where the radicactive
material (radioisotope) i1s permanently sealed in a capsule or closely bonded and in 2 solid form The
capsules are often made of stainless steel and a search for “sealed radioactive sources™ on the internet
will show you what they look like, and how small they typically are.

The radioisotopes contained in the sealed sources planned to be stored and used on erf” 3954, are
indicated in the following table

Radioisotope Examples of where this radioisotope is commonly used

Amencium-241/Beryllium® | Smoke detectors in homes and businesses
Tool used to measure lead m paint samples

Steel and paper production to measure and ensure uniform thickness
of steel and paper sheets

Industrial radiography, gauging applications. mineral analysis, and
geological prospecting devices

Soil moisture gauging (measurement)

Cesium-137 Radiology to treat cancerous tumours

To measure and ensure the right fill level for packages of food, drugs,
and other products

Soil moisture-density gauges

Flow meters

* The beryllium component 1s not radroactive

The sources that will be stored on erf 3954 will be used to cahibrate and test drilling and well logging
equipment used in the offshore o1l exploration industry. Apart from their primary containment, 1.¢. the
capsule, they will remain stored inside secondary containment (called a pig), in the proposed bunker
The pig 15 a container made of a matenial such as lead, which blocks radiation. The bunker thus being
the third “layer” of contament and also acting as a security bunker to prevent theft. Some sources have
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such low radiation activity that there 15 no need to store them inside pigs. These sources are typically
stored in a bunker only. The sources will be removed from the bunker for the duration of its use in
calibration or testing of the drilling equipment which will occur on site. Upon decommissioning of the
source, they will be returned to the manufacturer for safe disposal. More details on these aspects will be
available in the environmental assessment report (see “The Authorisation Process™ below),

The Authorisation Process

The Environmental Management Act of Namibia lists certain activities that may not be undertaken
without environmental clearance. In order to apply for an environmental clearance certificate (ECC), an
environmental impact assessment (EIA) must be conducted and an environmental management
plan (EMP) prepared. These documents must be submitted to the competent authority and the Ministry
of Environment, Forestry and Tounism (MEFT) for review and approval/rejection. For the current
project, the reports, and an application for an ECC, will thus be submitted to the National Radiation
Protection Authority (NRPA), as competent authority, and the MEFT The NRPA will provide their
recommendations to the MEFT regarding the project’s approval/rejection.

The environmental assessment process has, in short, the following phases:

I, Notification Phase: EAP notifies direct neighbours, authonities and interested and affected parties
of the proposed project and invites them to provide an mnitial round comments/concerns to be
considered in the environmental assessment. In order to give input, comments, CONCerns, or receive
any further information beyond the notification phase, all parties must register with the EAP.

2. Assessment Phase: The EAP prepares the EIA and EMP in which all the project details are clarified
The environment 15 also described, impacts identified and management measures proposed. All
comments and concerns received to date, are included and responded to, in the report, specifically
included the comments and responses report, which will become public, as s the EIA and EMP
Based on the outcome of the EIA, the EAP will recommend that the project may or may not go
ahead

3 IAP Document Review Phase: The EIA and EMP are shared with all registered interested and
uffected parties for review. Interested and affected parties are again invited to, based on the review
of the documents, provide comments,

4. Submission Phase: The comments received afler the public review period, are included and

addressed in the final E1A and EMP, which is then submutted to the NRPA and MEFT. All registered

interested and affected parties are notified of the submission, and the final documents as submitted,
are made available to interested and affected parties.

Public Review Phase. The MEFT provides another opportunity for the public to review and

comment on the EIAs, this time directly to them via their online EIA Portal system.

6. Record of Decision Phase; The MEFT will. after receipt of the NRPA’s recommendations and their
own review, reject or approve the ECC, or, if the reports are lacking information, request additional
work to be conducted. Should an ECC be granted, the EAP will notify all registered IAP's about the
decision, only once an approved certificate was issued

}Iu

Currently we are still busy with the first two phases of this process. We usually do not give a deadline
for comments and registrations and will accept these up to preparation of the final reports for submission
to MEFT. However, to prevent further confusion, we decided to set a deadline for the initial round of
registration and comments (Phase 1 as indicated above). The deadline is 12 April 2024. Remember that
you do not have to submit comments by the 5 but you should at least register in order to ensure receipt
of the EIA and EMP for review. At that stage, you can still submit your comments based on the contents
of the EIA and EMP. The EIA will, in addition to the technical explanations and discussions, provide a
non-technical explanation of the project, in order o make sure everybody has a reasonable
understanding of the project and its potential impacts.

Please note the following in terms of the relationship between the environmental assessment process
and the town planning process. These are two separate processes, each with its own registration and
reporting requirements, conducted by separate consulting firms. Thus, if you registered for the town
planning process, you are not automatically registered for the environmental assessment process, and
vice versa. Thus, once again, please make sure you register with Geo Pollution Technologies for the
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environmental assessment process. Also note that the Municipality of Swakopmund's consent for the
project (which is the town planning process) will be dependent on the outcome of the EIA and the
issuance of an ECC,

We understand that someone advertised a public meeting addressed to “concerned citizens” in the Namih
Times and on social media. 1t 15 also our understanding that the person(s) who advertised the meeting
did not show up to chair the meeting. [ can confirm that this meeting was not advertised or arranged by
Geo Pollution Technologies, the town planners or the client. I am not sure if this was a deliberate,
malicious attempt by someone to cause further turmoil. or whether it was somehow a simple
misunderstanding We understand the frustration this caused and wish to, for future reference, confirm
that we will always have our company name, a contact person, our company logo, and contact details,
on any advertisements for EIAs and public mectings we intend to host

Lastly, it was also mentioned on some platforms that it 1s Geo Pollution Technologies who will lease
the property for purposes of storing the radioactive sources, This i1s not the case and we remain an
independent consultant tasked with conducting the environmental assessment for the project

In summary:

¢ Please register with Geo Pollution Technologies, by 03 Apnil 2024, to be included in the
environmental assessment process

& Al registered parties will receive aceess to an electronic copy of the EIA and EMP documentation
for review prior to submission to MEFT

¢ Feel free to share this letter with any party or member of the commumty who may benefit from the
explanations above, or who may still wish to register.

¢ The background information document ( BID) for the project, which s only a very short introduction
to the proposed plans, remains available for download at
www.thenamib.com/projects/projects.html under the heading - BID: Namaquanum
Radioactive Source Material Storage and Handling Facility, Swakopmund

Do not hesitate to contact us for any additional information.
Sincerely

J {;Cx "\z’

B J

Dr André Faul
Conservation Ecologsst
Phi> Medical Bioscience

Geo Pollutson Technologies {Ptv) Lid
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* NEW RAILWAY TO BOOST TRADE
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Botswana Trans-Kalahar
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project a reality.

TAF REPOIRTED

SWAKDPMUND

peks and Umansport minkster
Jahn Mutorws s officially
vigned am agrecment for the

"Irans- Kalahari Raiiway Line Progect dur-
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Maggie verksop appels ten bate van die Bask Windhoek
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"INs ‘n groot stag, maar
ans pasiote neem gewel-
dig toe. Die staatspasiate
roak pou sobale det halle
op Saterdae en Sosdse
ook mowt belandeling
kry = %o ons moet daarty
vl 1N b mrrwe aanpas -
singsen nuwe dinge, masr
ek gho ons sl dit reghory”
oy

Maggtio moodig die ge-
meenskag. om botrok-
ke te raak waar hulle kan

Strast. Swakspmund. Namihia

Hekke oop: 18:00 | Vertoning begin: 19:30
Kaartjleprys: NS250

“ BITTERLIEF

et nt mwy.ne of

Woansdag 7 Februarie 2024

irene@republikein.com.na

rou met ’n hart vir haar medemens

) Reeds 15 jaar by Huis Acacia

Maggie Kotze het vroeér jare skoolgehou en 'n
ffiewinke! bestuur, maar sy het uiteindelik
roeping by CAN se tussentydse tuiste vir

*Nou dat ons meer
pasiEnte het, rank oms
kostes ook meer. Jy dink
Aadk nie so nie, maar selfs
‘n pukKiv ryx wan help
Warmnee o omns geddmsme
lings hoa koop die appele
onderstean ons projeks
te, koop die kolwynt)les
Tien dollar s Salk nie bake
wir jou e, masar'n Klamp
tien dollars bymekaar kan
ans help om ‘n verskil te
maak. As semand hier
verbyry en kom usnklop
en s balle bet vie oos s
subdde anrtappels, & ans
iyl s clankhaar,” wd xy

Divsgrrme wirt sty nest hul
tyd kan afstan om gesel-
skap aan die passdnte by
Huts Acacha tebied, s ook
welkom,

“Kom kuiwer vie oms
mwnse = engtivmand kan
kom aanklop en ¢ hulle
het kedwyntjies gebeing
kom ome maak koffe -
diz Is var hulle so leklcer
i Semand van buite of
L oy ek wy.

“Fiadw passitmie kam hoer
aan dan vra bulle wat is
dir besocktyr, want hulle
het 50 base messe wat vir
huile wil koo kuser. Ons
s dan dat oms nie sulke
dings bet wie - Wierdie iv
nie ‘o loshwis om0 hospe-
taal nie - joo mense kin

vir jou kom kuier. Dan|
gaan e tyd verby en)
alemund kom kuler oie|
&b Mage,

“Ek mooes al talle kury|
hiendio menss se gelivfides|
vt hoekom hulle nie kom)
kuser nse, dan is hull
woorde: “Wat moet ony|
vie hully w7 Draardiy
premecon hit mie vorandie|
nie, dis prewes dicselfde)
roveers, Wt e v vir huling
sé us hulle nie kanker
gehnd bet mie? Jy kan
dit vir halle & Kanke|
I% nle aapstecklk wie o
kam Rssier vir bulle, kam|
ondersteun halle. Al kam|
1y net een dag hier kom)
kattie drink en pet vary|
geselskup bring, kom)|
Kuler vir halle”

Muggiv vertel van ‘n|
pasidnt wal op sy Tty
verjsardag geen besoe|
kers gekry het nle.

“Hier was o com wat 77
geword het en e kon shen)
die oam was dié dag nig|
el i, B Bt vy s
pebed e gowd by mowt oo
middellik = koek koop en|
Acacia toe kom. Hy bet|
tor 50 gemaak en akmal
het die com ¢ verjaar
dag xasm ot boes govier,
Hy ht wire Jank gosels en
almsal het saam koo k gode|
en pekuser,” onthou sy

Pensionarisse: N§200 | Kinders: NS100
e kaortpies beshmbaar

di Eronge Kaotoes
ground floce Platz Am Meer, Swahopnund
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NEWS|[\SHORT

Man wanted for
assault

Pullee 1t the Kapontygo West R
oo niw appealing for public
udmiumn;amn—
who allegedly assaulted &

kenlk

The viczio bs from Sondorakeni
villug,

Anvune with information oo

HEANOR SANGLO

FlyNamibia
celebrates first
all-female crew

FlyNumibin v

el

Construction industry:
e adjustments delayed

The process has to

start all over again,
the labour minis-
try's executive di-
rector said.

ALGETTO GRAKG
WINOHOEX

ke the Can-

‘;‘; strectinn Todus-
trivs  Federation

of Namibis (CIF) and the
Metal and Allied Namib-
ian Warkers Unbon (Man

wo) m:rhml Al fEreomEnt
on s to the min-

uwvﬂmﬂlﬁnu«hm
all-fomale crewe Captain Elsa
Martin and co-piket Li Russouw
flew with Y¢ Guwass

& passbon Toe Hylig, soahing will
mnmlmkwﬂh*u-
seo e girks in the industry,

m.ldlnu;'lﬁwﬂlh

basluess,

with beer frivod asd Sllow
Beltida Howbess,
Cherkys extlusive, sustaioable

swimwear aims 30 make women
o all shapes and stees fer] com:
furtuble in thelr owis skin.
Farch ploce s s from recy-
el Domtbes, sadvaged
Tishing twets wrl ethur ooesn

wste,

“It has alwiars been important

10 us ta be inclasive and to

ensure that every womas can

fow) ocamfurtadie wod besautitul,

laumnudmnnuﬂwrm-
+~STAFF REPOATER

i wige Tor workess in
b comstruction industry
Tast October, it-lns yet to
tuke effect.

The C1¥ and the union
huave hlamed the laboor
misistry for the delay, while
the ministry haw pointed
fingees right back at the two
bodies.

Accarding to execative di-
rector Lydia Indumd, the
dhelay & duw 10 ats incorreet
version of the agrevament bo-
ing eubsmittod edectrmically
try the CIE

The federation’s CEO Bar-
bel Kirchner admisted that
an imcverect yerslon was
wl (o the ministey on ¥
Ovtober 2023 However, it
was sent after the correct,
orginal agreement bad al-
ready been sabmitted to the
misksters olfice on ¢ Octo-
Boer 2025, sbe expluined.

The ministry submmisteal

= WRONG RATES IN GOVERNMENT GAZETTE

WAITING Crsasrnonion mirkers Fa
Junathan Gul will 2ave 2 walt mers Than
4 aneath o adisstiomirty b the witeury
Wape 1 Sk affart MEITE WA ML

the wremg docunent to e
Justice counterpart, which
was subseguently pulsiished
In the Government Guzette
on 19 December 2023,
Kirchoer skl

“The version of the joimt
ngreement the minastry re-
ceived from the parties was
wrong. This was the exact
virsion that the ministry
wsasdd thromgheont the proces
and was Soslly pablistsed in
the Govermment Gasette,”
Indombo said

After publication in the
Government Gazette, 44
days nuast lapee for the re-
carding ol any oljections
und before the minsmem
wage comes intn foroe

Human error
Accnnding to Kirchner, sy

inqubey by w building con-

the CTTI s attention
“Fortunntely, we picked
up the error shartly before
the grace period ended.
There was lndeed &0 envor
I e st copy emailod s
the mimistry It was sn hon-
ot, hwaman error and there
was nothing deliberate
shomt 1 she stressed.
Acoordleg o 1odonsho,
Ihe prrocess now bas Lo start
ol over ngain. She swid the
Iadwernr minsetey has alrvady
subrmitted the cormect agroe-
ment to the justice min-
Istry. Howeves, it must be
published sgals ls the Gov-
srmment Gaeette, while the
preriod of 44 days will slso
apply again
Indombo further denied
that the minlstry wants to
deday the rutification uf the

tractoe beought the ervor to

T Wi,
"The nmuinkstry wants o

GOVT CALLS ON CITIZENRY TO SUPPORT RADIO

QGOHL TLHAGE
WINDMOEK

Deputy communicn-
tions mini Mod,

canemunities globally. As
we mark 100 years sinee
Hr inoeption, we moflect
on radm; evolution, its

Amutse says radio ks an
impoetant means of in-
f-tmhi" the masses aml
& profousd ins-
on
Ho made the remarks in
commemoration of World
Kadio Day vesterday.
“We pelebaate the scgntfl.
cant role pulio continues
1o play in informing, edn-
cuting and emtertaiming

d impact on so-
cletses and its promising
future,” Amuntse aaid.

He further called an the
citizenry te continoe
sapparting the osedinm
therough advortising.
“We urge both the pob-
bie and private sectons

to malntain thelr sup-
part for vadio stations
through mbvertising, ena-
bling them to fulfil their

| wandate of utoemlng,
wducating and enter-

| taining while upholding

[ fact-based, hl;h-qualny

| ‘:mmulnm sustainably,”

| he sald

1 "Lt us recognise and

| howour the enduring

‘ legacy of mdso by ap-

| peeciating its influeno

‘; and Jooking forward with

| optimism to the future.
Let s continee embrac
Ing the power of radio,

| Wlluwing it 0 caplure our

| imagination snd keop us

| tuning in”

ke it clear that it has no
reason 1o delay such an ap-
plication oc any other ap-
plication,” sbe sald, She
alsn destanced berself from
allegntions made hy Manwy
agaanst the ministry,

Delay tactic

The anton’s secretary.gen-
ersl Justina Jonas sadd the
misistery is simgpdy shifting
the bleme. A g to hor,

the ministry has been wing
this delay tnctic for years.

“Every year, they de]
lay thisgs until we have uf
fight for thess, then the
wihe up, Pudilication in thf
Government Gaeette i al)
vy delaywd - somotine
for =tv months, sometime
up to & year! This is thy
same thiog are dabng|
now and now they want u|
blame ws for it The docu)
et is verifiod and wesail
they then come h;d( to us|
bot ot ths time*

Jomas added: “They unk)
respand when you follow
ofn. We contacted the e
voative direvtor b Jasuan
nned only got a reply & woel)
later. When asdoed whothe
the error would canse & de|
lay, &t took three weeks be|
fore teey could snswer ws®

Why dos't they maks
surv from the beginning|
Why dom'’t they do their jol
from day ooe? The labou)|
mingstry delays the peocesy
year o and year oot b
fumed.
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Anton Lubowski se familie het
hoop president Hage Gein-
b kon lig werp oor sy laaste
tmoeting met hom die aand

sy sluipmooed,

Ogore Thage

o weduwes vin die yermuoandy

politikns Anton Lubowski,

Gabrielle, sé dye dood vun pres-
dent Hage Geangob het alle boop loat
perdwyn dat sy familie geregtigheid
pir sy shaipmoord sal kry.

Lubowski wol ‘i proaunente rog-
reaktisym en Swapo-lid was, is dio
September 1989 wirmmor,
Jarige Lubowski is voor sy s
2 Windhoek met 'n AK-47 outooma-
ese geweer doodgeskict.

Sy familie hot geboop dat hulle
Jeingob vangsar kan ontmost om
[meer uit te vind vor die besonder-
hede von sy lasste ontmoeting met
sbowski die aand van sy slulpmoced.

SO wits 3o sekor dat s hom in
RO24 gaen omtmoet en dat by ult.
andulik et or soo Jeef wat so be-
angrik was dot Sy wn Anton sonder
wiwagte indie dostydse Kaiserstraat

D) Lubowski-familie hard getref

‘Antwoorde sterf saam met Geingoh’

(nou Onafhanklikheldstylaan) moes
gann stap sodat niemand doe geaprek
kon athsister nie.” 52 Gabrselte

Gabrielle Lubowskl

WYLE ANTON LUBIWSKL SE vROY

"Die nuus van president
Geingob se dood het
ons hard getref. Dit

was s00s ' hou in die
maag, ons was diep
ontsteld en tranerig.”

Lubowski het Gedngob die aand van
sy dood virete antmoet. [n'n ope el
san din omvisbape prosident in 2099 ht
sy aan howm govrwat so mensitiofl was
dat hulle mie cers in 'n veilige rusmte
Kot gnas sit nie

“2y was die Laste pursoon met wie
Anton gepraat het, Hy bet Inbigting
et jou gedoo] wal s sessitiof was
dat div twee van jullo nie evms kon
wann wit vir ‘o koppie koffe nie. nPar
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Die ontslape president Nm Geingob sasm med die Swapo-politibes Anten
Lubowshl wat i ' slulpmosedaanval dood is. 179 s

war later was Anton dood,” skryf sy
in die betef.

Vilgens Gahtielle bot die suus van
Geingob se dood op 4 Fobruario die
familio hard getref,

“[Me naus van president Gelngob
se dood bet oo hand petred. Dit was
hoos 1 Do L dhe musay, ons was lop
ootsek! en trunerig”

Die langvorwagte gasprok usot
Geingob sou 'n vinde bring san die
geheimemnighesd et Anton se dood

omhul, s& Gabelelle

“Oes wou ie net die inhood van
daardie gesprell woot nie, wsaur hot
ook die begeorte gehiad vie die san-
viarding enerkonning vanal die pyn,
trauma, testering en verwerping wol
ons moes yerduur het. Net Geangob
SO0 Ofrs guimoedsrus kon gee en ons
waardighedd herstel en die nalatens
Map met trots den ™

Die fumilie svoet nos eyler asmuar
dat hulle i Geingob s dood nooit

Nuus [

die woarbewd sal weet nie.

"Net God kan ans nou troos. Ony|
moet annvaur dat ‘n ontimoeting vag|
vroede, vergife o Wersoeiing vis
altyd huste bareik |l

Geingob het oor din jare enige be

trokkenheld by Lubowski se moor]
ontken. In'nbelefuan sy vrou het dig
ontslspe stsatshnal by nsonde vun )|
prrofurvar Sisa Namandje laar bewe |
ring: e

-
-

hsurd heskeyf,

“Jou bewerings s absurd e yreemul
Ten spyte van die feit dat die koel
bloedige moond van Anton Lubow
ski die fokes van 'n polissecadersoc)|
(on waartydens vereks is dot almal|
insduitend jy, die polisie met inlig)
ting help) en "o apenbary hodrhof)
ontersock was, maak fv eors byma M
Joar later rockelose bewerings,” he
hy gese

Die Jerse burger Donald Achesoy|
wat oorwoldigende be ey
hom as die beweerde sluspmoonde
naar gebad het, s nd st muande i3]
wanhoudiong s Suid Al vrygelust
Goen poging bs 0olt aangewond o)
Acheson san Namie ult te lewer om|
Nber verisooe be word mie. Hy isin H0)|
ns berland gedopurteer
repmevrs s dd s cee o)

f—

FlyNamibia -
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geskiedenis
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The Fopoeent has an eostog wosscp on of 359 Braee
Sowd. 01 B réndel s of Sedcpmund The Proporent see to
Teltaes B Wt B 10 SOPANT 3 St sien)e Yoty Y2
ot soucs Pabirid e 1 oty sl e Msd & ling enuTvent
ot kgesg s e o B vt (F eqpdeaten ekt
Chonts Sory v Oihom ephrmios ooy Wil sl D aoblcp
nd soate etk © paren clasters wd bk on hee drilng
oqupet The hoky Wi Coums L SEYgE Nusly sally ond
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N ioesad nd efeome pores er inviind 10 segener bedoee T
Fetmany 004w tm ovmoreradsl soop et ly regedeeng you
2 povkdnd wih e oppotndy B shees any conwments, moees o
Loens feleind i S rosct & comednion it S et
yseonest Agsoony olrranon o be regresee YT

Koptein Eisa Mastin en oerstn
hEfisier LI Rossouw, wanrcor
Fepuhithvern al voorheen berlg
et het soum eet Yolaunda
Tawnsos ar ajuithemanning
pevlieg

Elsn i ‘'n ervare Viednier on
n Oktober verfede joor as sagten
by FlyNamibaa sangestel em bet
hul eerste vrosekuptein gewornd.
L3 besit ook 'n besighedd wat sy
featts ot hpar yriendion Bedinda

Snobes bedryf. 1l bessghenl,

‘heeky, verkoop swembdere en 3 PO TL S Mt 06 Asérd Fad

22 ten doed om vroue vin veeskil Geo Pzdrson 1 eo
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IAP Details Comment / Concern Response
Detlof Von Oertzen | Thank you for your mail and sharing the

Email: EIA/RIA/ERMP doc.

19/06/2024

There are numerous issues in the document, some of
which include the following:

The exposure dose levels provided in table 5-2 are not
complying with Namibian regulatory requirements,
and the units are spelled incorrectly. I cannot believe
that these matters were vetted by Dr van Blerk, noting
the contents of section 3.2.3? Basic quality assurance
should have addressed such discrepancies.

The following is an exact copy of Government Notice No. 221 Radiation Protection and
Waste Disposal Regulations: Atomic Energy and Radiation Protection Act, 2005 (Act
No. 5 of 2005)

Occupational dose limits

1. (1)  Subject to subitem (2), the occupational exposure of any worker must be so
controlled that the following limits are not exceeded —

(a) an effective dose of 20 mSv per year averaged over five consecutive years;
(b) an effective dose of 50 mSv in any single year;
(c) an equivalent dose to the lens of the eye of 150 mSv in a year; and

(d) an equivalent dose to the extremities (hands and feet) or the skin of 500 mSv in a
year.

(2) For apprentices of 16 to 18 years of age who are training for employment involving
exposure to radiation and for students of age 16 to 18 who are required to use sources
in the course of their studies, the occupational exposure must be so controlled that the
following limits are not exceeded —

(a) an effective dose of 6 mSv in a year;

(b) an equivalent dose to the lens of the eye of 50 mSv in a year; and

(c) an equivalent dose to the extremities or the skin of 150 mSv in a year.
Special circumstances

2. When, in special circumstances, a temporary change in the dose limit requirements is
approved under regulation 11 —

(a) the dose averaging period referred to in paragraph (a) of subitem 1(1) may
exceptionally be up to 10 consecutive years as specified by the Authority, and the
effective dose for any worker may not exceed 20 mSv per year averaged over this period
and may not exceed 50 mSv in any single year, and the circumstances must be reviewed

€5 Jo gy affled
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when the dose accumulated by any worker since the start of the extended averaging
period reaches 100 mSv; or

(b) the temporary change in dose limit must be as specified by the Authority, but may not
exceed 50 mSv in any year and the period of the temporary change may not exceed 5
years.

Dose limits for the public

3. The estimated average doses to the relevant critical groups of members of the public
that are attributable to practices may not exceed the following limits —

(a) an effective dose of 1 mSv in a year: Provided that in special circumstances, an
effective dose of up to 5 mSv in a single year may be approved: Provided further that the
average dose over five consecutive years does not exceed 1 mSv: per year;

(b) an equivalent dose to the lens of the eye of 15 mSv in a year; and (c) an equivalent
dose to the skin of 50 mSv in a year.

Error! Reference source not found. is consistent with the above.

Dr van Blerk only prepared the RIA.

mSV was changed to mSv in the table.

Section 6.1 does not address whether a facility as
envisaged is not better located elsewhere, for example
in Lideritz. This should have been assessed and
discussed.

The Proponent has taken various factors in consideration, including the needs of
potential future clients. These, together with the fact that the Proponent already owns the
erf in question, do not warrant assessment of alternative locations, as the Proponent is
not considering alternative locations.

Chapter 7 should include a summary of the provisions
under the Atomic Energy and Radiation Protection Act
5 of 2005, and the Regulations under the Act.

A detailed summary of the Act and its regulations is provided in the RIA.

Chapter 9 completely misses the point that the facility
was advertised as being a “noxious/industry storage
site”. It is not what members of the public construed,
but is a direct consequence of the adverts places by the
project proponent or their “consultants”. In my view,

“Noxious/industry storage site” is the official wording that had to be used by the Town
Planners in order to apply for consent from the Municipality. The EIA advertisements
clearly indicated “radioactive source material”. Regardless of this, “Noxious/industry
storage site” still does not imply that radioactive waste will be stored. The general public
however persisted with sharing the notion that it will be a storage site for radioactive

€G Jo g7 afed
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the statements in paragraph 3 in particular are neither
helpful nor addressing the subject matter in a factual
and balanced way.

waste. Paragraph 3 addresses the misinformation and also confirm that their concerns
are understood, even though their concerns may be based on the wrong information. As
such, it is helpful in providing the Environmental Commissioner’s office with
background to the public consultation process that may ultimately assist them in reaching
a decision on the ECC approval/rejection.

Section 10.5 lacks a description on how radioactive
contamination can potentially arise and spread from
the proposed premises.

This is discussed in the RIA.

Section 10.5 would benefit from some serious fact
checking and corrections.

Added references to section 10.5.

Section 11.1 and its subsections are qualitative and do
not present objective indicators that can be used to
rank the various risks that were identified.

A standard environmental assessment method was used for the impact assessment.

Many of the statements in section 11.1 are irrelevant
(example: “A common example is the radioactive
isotopes used to treat cancer patients.”) and not related
to the project under consideration, not sure for whose
benefit they were included?

The opinion on this is noted.

Page 103, section 5.5.2, lacks quantification and
would benefit (and be more credible) if it were to
include actual gamma dose rates during on-site
calibration, as well as off-site gamma dose rates during
calibration. In the absence of specific exposure
scenarios, the qualitative description provided in
section 5.5.2 is too simplistic to enable a balanced
judgement on the actual on- and off-site risk of
exposure associated with on-site calibrations.

The facility is not operational yet and, therefore, is considered prospective in nature. It
is recommended in the report that gamma dose rate surveys be conducted before
commissioning of the facility to establish baseline conditions at the facilities, at the site
and around the site. Once commissioned, this should be repeated under actual operating
conditions.

The sections on potential exposure to the public were revised and now include several
scenarios under normal operating conditions and exposure conditions. It is recommended
that these scenarios be revisited once commissioned to ensure that they represent
operational conditions. The prospective assessment should be updated with an
operational safety assessment and incorporate any site and facility-specific changes.

Page 104, section 5.5.3, a few exposure scenarios
would assist in quantifying the potential risk of
exposure — the qualitative argumentation used not not
adequately convey the measure of actual and potential

The sections on potential exposure to the public were revised and now include several
scenarios under normal operating conditions and exposure conditions. It is recommended
that these scenarios be revisited once commissioned to ensure that they represent
operational conditions. The prospective assessment should be updated with an
operational safety assessment and incorporate any site and facility-specific changes.
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risk of exposure of staff as well as members of the
public.

Section 5.6 has the same deficiencies as identified in
the previous bullets in that it lacks a measure for the
actual risk of exposure.

The facility is not operational yet and, therefore, is considered prospective in nature. It
is recommended that these scenarios be revisited once commissioned to ensure that they
represent operational conditions. The prospective assessment should be updated with an
operational safety assessment and incorporate any site and facility-specific changes.

6.3.2.1 mentions Radiation Protection Officers
(RPOs). In Namibia, RPOs are NRPA staff. What this
section should refer to are the duties of the Radiation
Safety Officer (RSO). Had you hired a competent
Namibian specialist, such mistakes would not have
happened!

This “error” does not change any of the findings of the study and the ultimate
responsibility, regardless of what the position is called, remains the same. A local
specialist was engaged, but, due to an excessively expensive quote by the specialist,
could not be contracted. Nevertheless the comment is noted and it was changed to
Radiation Safety Officers (RSO).

Table 6.1 — the exposure periods assumed are most
likely too short in an operational setting. This implies
that the associated exposure dose estimate is likely too
low.

Section 6.2.2.6 discusses the effect of the shorter or longer exposure period.

Attention needs to be given to the number significant
figures that is used to express the exposure dose
estimates in the report, one cannot use an input of one
significant figure and express a result using three
significant figures — Maths 101.

Noted. The tables were revised to be consistent and the values quoted in the text are
presented in a consistent manner.

A Radiation Management Plan was not included in the
document, although this is suggested in your email.
The RMP forms the basis of radiation protection
measures contained in the EMP.

A radiation management plan and overall operational overview is provided in the final
submitted document.

Kristian Woker
Email:
19/06/2024

Thank you very much for your mail of 18 June 2024
and the detailed Report. It certainly makes for
interesting reading.

We have full understanding that such a facility is
necessary but not in the middle of a town. We have
several residential area’s nearby and Swakopmund is
a well-known holiday destination.

Initial Response

Your email and objection is noted and will be included in the EIA. You will also be
notified upon final submission of the documentation, with the final document also shared
with all registered parties.

Subsequent Response

The RIA as presented in Error! Reference source not found. was reworked and
expected exposure for nearby residents, neighbours and passers-by was calculated. Refer
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This facility will also devalue our property, as no one
would like to rent next to such a facility (no matter
how good the precautions are). It is just how human
nature works.

We thus still OBJECT to this facility. It needs to be
located in a safer and more remote area like the
Industrial properties near the airport of Walvis Bay.

to section 6.3 in the RIA. As can be seen, exposure to nearby neighbours and passers-by
is extremely low.
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