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APPENDIX E.1:   
I&AP DATABASE 

 
 

ORGANS OF STATE 

National Department of Environmental Affairs Ms Nyiko Nkosi 

National Department of Environmental Affairs Mr H Alberts 

Department of Environmental Affairs: Oceans and Coasts Mrs Nitasha Baijnath-Pillay 

Department of Environmental Affairs: Oceans and Coasts Mr Mulalo Tshikotshi 

Department of Energy Sandile Ntanzi 

Department of Mineral Resources KZN Ms N Khanyile 

Department of Public Works – KwaZulu-Natal Mr Nkosi Vilakazi 

Department of Transport Mr Roy Ryan 

Department of Transport Mrs J Reddy 

Department of Water Affairs and Sanitation Attention: Central Point 
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries: Land Use and Soil 
Management Ms Anneliza Collet 

Department of Land Affairs Ms Thembisile Mabaso 
KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental 
Affairs Ms Yugeshni Govender 

KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental 
Affairs Ms. Natasha Brijlal 

KZN Department of Agriculture & Rural Development Dr. Siphiwe F. Mkhize   
Head of Department 

Sub-directorate: Coastal and Biodiversity Management 
KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental 
Affairs 

Mr Omar Parak 

KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental 
Affairs Ms Liesel Beires 

KwaZulu-Natal Department of Water Affairs Ms Angela Masefield 

Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Ms Mashudu Marubini 
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries: Forestry Regulations 
and Support KZN Ms Karen Moodley 

Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries: Forestry Regulations 
and Support KZN Ms N Sontangane 

Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries: Forestry Regulations 
and Support Mr Jeffrey Maivha 

KwaZulu-Natal Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Ms Thembile Dlungwana 

Department of Transport KZN Ms Michele Schmid 
KwaZulu-Natal Department of Co-operative Governance and Traditional 
Affairs: Development Planning Mrs Mandisa Zungu 

eThekwini Municipality:  eThekwini Transport Authority  Mr Logan Moodley 

eThekwini Municipality: Municipal Manager Mr Sibusiso Sithole 

eThekwini Municipality: Ward Councillor (Ward 58) Cllr Mxolisi Kenneth Ndzimbomvu 

eThekwini Municipality: Ward Councillor Cllr Jean Lindsay 

eThekwini Municipality: Ward Councillor Cllr Geoff Pullan 
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eThekwini Municipality: Environmental Planning & Climate Protection Dr Debra Roberts 

eThekwini Municipality: Engineering Department Mr Adrian Peters 

eThekwini Municipality: Water & Sanitation Mr Ednick Msweli 

eThekwini Municipality Mr Kuben Samie 

eThekwini Municipality: EIA Hub Ms Diane Van Rensburg 

OTHER KEY STAKEHOLDERS 

KZN Conservation Association Mr Rob Crankshaw 

South African Heritage Resources Agency Tara Van Niekerk 

Amafa aKwaZulu-Natali Ms Weziwe Tsabalala 

Amafa aKwaZulu-Natali Ms Bernadet Pawandiwa 

BirdLife South Africa Mr Simon Gear 

South African National Roads Agency Ltd: Eastern Region Mr Casper Landman 

Ezemvelo KwaZulu-Natal Wildlife Ms Nerissa Pillay 

Ezemvelo KwaZulu-Natal Wildlife Ms Dinesree Thambu 

Ingonyama Trust Mr Chris Aitken 

Ingonyama Trust Mr Pravesh Manipersadh 

Eskom Mr John Geeringh 

Eskom Ms Michelle Nicol 

Eskom: Land Development Manager  Mr Neil Purdon 

Tongaat Hulett Properties Ms Tina Hattingh 

Tongaat Hulett Properties Mr Greg Veerasamy 

Tongaat Hulett Properties Mr Paul Rusell 

Tongaat Hulett Properties Mr Mohsin Shaik 

Tongaat Hulett Properties Mr Beki Hlatshwayo 

Transnet Ms Xoliswa Nhlozi 

SA Cane Growers Association Mr Aubrey Gabriel 

WESSA Ms Bianca McKelvey 

WESSA Ms Jenny Duvenage 

SA Navy Mr Edwin Dwyer 

Endangered Wildlife Trust Ms Yolan Friedmann 

Biota Southern Africa Ms Gerda Kriel 

South African National Parks Mr Paul Daphne 
SANParks Head of Communications 

Transnet National Ports Authority 
Ms Simphiwe Mazibuko 

South Durban Community Environment Alliance (SDCEA) 
Mr Desmond D’Sa 

Independent Newspapers – The Mercury 
Mr Tony Carnie 

Independent Newspapers 
Ms Nokuthula Ntuli 

Earthlife Africa 
Mr Bryan Ashe 

Durban Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
Mr Anthony Botha 

Tongaat Ratepayers/East Civic Association 
Mr Siva Narainsamy 

Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Mr Zama Dlamini 
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Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Mr Daniel Smith 

Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Ms Kate Ralfe 

Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Ms Mpume Myeni 

Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Mr Owen Mungwe 

Dube Tradeport Corporation 
Mr Anthony Gould 

ACSA 
Ms Nokuthula Mcinga 

Private 
Ms Nora Choveaux 

Private 
Mr Allan Childs 

Tekeweni Civils CC 
Mr Nick Singh 

Leads 2 Business 
Ms Bianca Torre 

Compressed Air Driers & Filters cc 
Mr Prenol Girdharie 

Private 
Mr Murray Jackson 

Vision Data Services cc 
Mr George Oliver 

Transnet National Ports Authority 
Mr Neal Naidoo 

Private 
Ms Sharmla Ramharry 

Wakefields Property Management 
Ms Lynndene Martin 

Private 
Shaylin Shunmugam 

Private 
Mr Davashkar Virasamy 

Coastwatch KZN 
Ms Carolyn Schwegman 

Coastwatch KZN 
Ms Di Jones 

Independent Journalist 
Mr Brendon Bosworth 

National Roads Agency (NRA) 
Ms Judy Marx 

Tongaat Civic Association 
Mr Jeeva Pillay 

La Mercy Residents Action Group 
Ms Betty Rawheath 

La Mercy Residents Action Group 
Mr Solly Dodabhay 

La Mercy Residents Action Group 
Mr Kam Singh 

La Mercy Residents Action Group 
Ms Sharon Shunmugan 

La Mercy Residents Action Group/ Coastwatch 
Mr Wade Holland 

La Mercy Residents Action Group 
Mr Roy Rawheath 
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Private 
Mr Les March 

Private 
Ms Tashya Giyapersad 

Private 
Mr Keagan Allan 

SRACA 
Mr Devan Singh 

Divine Life Society 
Mr Harendra Jogi 

TCA 
Mr Dennis Kullen 

Ottawa Environmental Forum 
Ms Andisha Maharaj 

CCS-UKZN 
Mr Vilasen Govender 

Seatides Ratepayers and Civic Association 
Mr P Singh 

Westbrook Development 
Mr B Naidoo 

Private 
Mr Damir Percaic 

Private 
Mr Riyashan Owen Pather 

Private 
Mr Lee Govender 

Private 
Mr Amal Ramharry 

Private 
Mr Seelan Govender 

Private 
Mr Shaylin Shunmugam 

Private 
Ms Dolly Shunmugam 

Private 
Ms Marlene Naidoo 

Private Ms Alice Thomson 

Community Policing Forum (Coastal Sector) Mr Nazir Sadack 

Wakefields Ballito Mrs. Cindy Bogan 

Private  

Parish of Umhlali 
Diocese of Natal (Anglican) 

Revd Peter Houston 

Departments of housing settlements KZN Mr Ravi Pillay 

Seatides Rate payers association  Devan Singh 

Private – Activist Allimuthu Perumal 

Lasec SA Renata Narain 

KSE Ashon Naidoo 
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Private Claire Lilford 

PRASA Paul Motsoaledi 

Local Farmer Krish Naidu 

Private Mike Wilson 

Private Veena Rajyah 

East Coast Mail Keshni Ramsamy 

Tonver (NPO) S. Sunthkenar 

Private Lucille and Justin Wendler 

Private Ilona Gounder 

CPF South Paul Gounder 

Private Naren Mahara 

SDCEA Patrick Laplace 

Archilever Ken & Frances Lever 

Student Biotech Rivaaj Rai Bhunprakash 

ANC Ward Cllr 61 Dr Michael Abraham 

Tongaat Civic Rebecca Abraham 

CMA Benjamin Coston 

eThekwini Niren Appalsamy 

North Coast Courier Jacqueline Herbst 

Private P. Govender 

Private Alven Pillay 

Activist Roy Singh 

Private D D Jeeawon 

Private Ashon Naidou 

DxxP C Govender 

Hatch Vignesh Naidoo 

MOSA Mervin Pillay 

Divine Life Society of SA Jogie Naidoo 

DPG Property Kogila Cooper 
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Belveden Civic Association Ruban Govender 

AFFECTED LANDOWNERS 

Rem of La Mercy Reservoir N0. 15692 Umgeni Water 

Rem of Erf 662 
Portion 3, 47, 48, 49, 50 of Erf 662 

RSA (Dept of Public Works) 

Portion 6 of Erf 662 M Govender 

Portion 14 of Erf 662 P Govender 

Portion 15 of Erf 662 Agan Govender/P M Govender 

Portion 18 and 19 of Erf 662 V Govender 

Portion 34 of Erf 662 Govender, Marimuthu 

Portion 41 of Erf 662 Vadivalu Moodley Family Trust - Trustees 

Portion 42 of Erf 662 Moodley, Pragalathan 

Portion 36 of Erf 776 Notefull 1257 CC 

Portion 48 of Erf 776 B Naidoo 

Portion 6 of Erf 922 RSA 

Rem of Lot 42 No 1114 
Rem of Portion 7, 13, 30 of Lot 42 No 1114 
Portion 1, 6 of Lot 42 No 1114 
Portion 1 of Lot 77 No 1523 
Rem of Portion 2 of Lot 77 No 1523 
Portion 20, 23, 236 of Lot 44 No 1570 
Rem of Portion 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 167, 168, 178, 189, 192, 196, 199, 
200, 204, 212, 245,262, 1779, 436 of Cotton Lands No 1575 
Portion 67, 244, 263, 391 of Cotton Lands No 1575. 
Erf 2, 6, 7, 8, 12, 17, 18, Portion 1 of Erf 3, Portion 1 of Erf 4, Rem of Erf 4, 
Rem of Erf 20 of Mount Moreland No. 0218) 

Tongaat-Hulett Group LTD 

Portion 1206 of Cotton Lands No 1575 L Govender 

Portion 1207 of Cotton Lands No 1575 B Govender 

Portion 1208 of Cotton Lands No 1575 Genazzano Holdings Pty LTD 

Rem of Lot 77 No 1523 
Portion 3 of Lot 77 No 1523 

Tongaat Hulett/IFA Resort Dev. Joint 
Venture Partner 

Erf 1000  Mount Moreland DUBE TRADEPORT CORPORATION 

Portion 9, 10, 14, 17 of Lot 77 No. 1523 

Unregistered – falls under parent 
property- Rem of Farm No. 1523  
Tongaat-Hulett- Zimbali Resorts Pty Ltd 
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Rem of Portion 1 of Lot 44 No. 1570 
Portion 175, 463, 2457 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 

Unregistered- parent property owned by 
Byrne Joseph Charles B-E 

Rem of Cotton Lands No. 1575 Mdloti River Byrne Joseph Charles B-E  

Rem of Portion 211 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 
Mr. M.A. Jackson 
Testamentary Trust- Trustees 

Rem of Portion 1193 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 Kanniammal, Muthusami, Ponammah, 
Thanjiammal, MoonsaMy B-E 

Portion 2456, 2566, 2558, 2557, 2464, 2465, 1940, 2462, 2463, 1938  of 
Cotton Lands No 1575 
Portion 4 of Lot 77 No 1523 

South African National Roads Agency LTD 

Portion 2466, 2461 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 
Expropriation  
 

Rem of Portion 209 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 KALWENI FARM CC 

179 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 DIVINE LIFE SOC OF SOUTH AFRICA-
TRUSTEES 

Rem of Portion 452, 180 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 ELLIAH PROP CC 
Erf 5 Canelands  
Erf 15 and Erf 16 Canelands Ext 1 

Cedar Point Trading 20 PTY LTD 

Portion 174 of  Cotton Lands No. 1575 Not Available 

Portion 17 of Erf 662 
Northern Transitional Metropolitan 
Substructure Council – eThekwini 
Municipality 

Portion 11 of Erf 662 Meadow Brook Properties 8 CC 
Portion 12 of Erf 662 Ikhwaan Trust – Trustees  
Rem of Portion 13 of Erf 662 Mr Nadasen 

SURROUNDING LANDOWNERS 
Portion 7 of Erf 662 Ten Dunes Inv. CC 
Portion 9 of Erf 662 Sonam Property Inv. CC 

Portion 10 of Erf 662 Louville Properties CC 
I Naidoo 

Portion 32 of Erf 662 Naidoo, Bala Kantha 

Portion 33 of Erf 662 R Naidoo 

Portion 35 of Erf 662 
Govender, Anju 
Kumaran Govender 

Portion 36 of Erf 662 RSA 

Rem of Erf 663 Govender, Marimuthu 

Portion 2 of Erf 663 F Meer 
Erf 664 
Erf 665 

RSA (Dept of Public Works) 

Portion 1 of Erf 666 / Rem of Erf 666 Aniroodh Dukhanty  Jeeawon 

Portion 43 of Erf 776 Ramruthan, Shalendra 

Portion 41 of Erf 776 Ismail, B.E 
Portion 40 of Erf 776 
 

Naidoo, Jugathumba 

Portion 37 of Erf 776 Dreyer, Jason Alain 

Portion 34 of Erf 776 Asmal Ameena, B.E 

Portion 45 of Erf 662 Agan Govender 



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 8  

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Portion 24 of Erf 662 
Kanniamma 
(Seabelle Restaurant) 

Portion 25 of Erf 662 
Govender, Seenavasan 
(Seabelle Restaurant) 

Portion 21 of Erf 662 Blue Sands Trading 35 CC Selvan 

Portion 8 of Erf 662 Naidoo, Premla Dhavi 

Portion 35 of Erf 776 Abdulla, Zulaika Bee Bee 

1937, 1939 of Cotton Lands No. 1575 South African National Roads Agency LTD 

Portion 42 of Erf 776 Cassim Zora Bee Bee 

Portion 1 of Erf 667 Singh, Coomasim 

Portion 43 of Erf 662 Sakhikusasa Construction & Projects 

Portion 44 of Erf 662 57 Hyde Close Estate CC 
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APPENDIX E.2.    
CORRESPONDENCE TO I&APs RELATING TO FSR 

Letter 4 to I&APs  
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Proof of Correspondence with I&APs -  Registered Mail  Receipts 
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The following table a list of people whose registered mail was returned undelivered. 

 Organisation Title 

In
iti

al
s 

Surname 

National DEA Mr H Albert 

KZN Department of Agriculture and rural development Mrs M Padayachee 
KZN Department of Transport Mrs M Schmid 

 Organisation Erf No. 

In
iti

al
s 

Surname 

Landowner 14/662 P Govender 
Landowner 34/662 M Govender 

Landowner 
(VACANT) 17/662  

Northern Transitional 
Metropolitan – eThekwini 
Municipality 

Landowner 
(VACANT) 11/662  Meadow Brook Properties 

Landowner 
(VACANT) 13/662 Mr. Nadasen 

Landowner 
(VACANT) 12/662  Ikhwaan Trustees 

Surrounding 21/662  Blue Sands Trading CC 
Surrounding 24/662  Kanniama 
Surrounding 25/662 S Govender 
Surrounding 7/662  Ten Dunes Inv CC 
Surrounding 32/662 B. Naidoo 
Surrounding 8/662 p Naidoo
Surrounding 45/662 A Govender 
Surrounding  43/776  S Ramruthan 
Surrounding  41/776  B.E. Ismail 
Surrounding  40/776  J Naidoo 
Surrounding  37/776  J.A. Dreyer 
Surrounding  34/776  A.B.E. Asmal 
Surrounding 
(VACANT) 10/662  Louville Properties CC 

Surrounding 
(VACANT) 

9/662  Sonam Property Inv. CC 

Surrounding 
(VACANT) 2/663 F Meer 

Surrounding 
(VACANT) 43/662  Sakhikusasa Construction and 

Projects 
Surrounding 
(VACANT) 44/662  57 Hyde Close Estate CC 

Surrounding 
(VACANT) 1/667 C Singh 

Surrounding 
(VACANT) 42/776 C. Z. Bee Bee 
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Proof of Correspondence with I&APs -  Courier Waybills 
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Email to I&APs (Release of FSR) 
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Recipients: 123Acknowledged: 1, Response Pending: 113, Undelivered: 9  

 
108shalendra@gmail.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: 108shalendra@gmail.com 

 

advocacy@birdlife.org.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: advocacy@birdlife.org.za 

 

afromatz@telkomsa.net Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: afromatz@telkomsa.net 

 

agabriel@canegrowers.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: agabriel@canegrowers.co.za 

 

alfred.matsheke@kzndae.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: alfred.matsheke@kzndae.gov.za 

 

alicetho@ispace.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: alicetho@ispace.co.za 

 

amafa.pmb2@mweb.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: amafa.pmb2@mweb.co.za 

 

amalramharry@me.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

BC: amalramharry@me.com  
andisha.maharaj@yahoo.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: andisha.maharaj@yahoo.com 

 

anju.govender@defy.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:54
BC: anju.govender@defy.co.za 

 

Anneliza@nda.agric.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34
BC: Anneliza@nda.agric.za 

 

Annick Walsdorff Forwarded 
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:35
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Annick Walsdorff Forwarded
 

Read 18/05/2015 10:49
Downloaded 18/05/2015 11:47

19/05/2015 18:07
Forwarded 01/06/2015 08:37

BC: AWalsdorff@csir.co.za 
Anthony.Gould@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred 

 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54

BC: Anthony.Gould@dubetradeport.co.za 
 

atcon@3i.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: atcon@3i.co.za 
 

bala.co@iafrica.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: bala.co@iafrica.com 
 

Beiresl@kznded.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: Beiresl@kznded.gov.za 
 

Beki.Hlatshwayo@tongaat.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: Beki.Hlatshwayo@tongaat.com 
 

bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za 
 

BiancaT@L2B.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: BiancaT@L2B.co.za 
 

brawheath@gmail.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: brawheath@gmail.com 

 

brendon.bosworth@gmail.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: brendon.bosworth@gmail.com 

 

bryan@earthlife.org.za Undeliverable 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: bryan@earthlife.org.za 
 

conservation@wessakzn.org.za Transferred
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conservation@wessakzn.org.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: conservation@wessakzn.org.za 

 

Dan_afr@yahoo.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: Dan_afr@yahoo.com 

 

Daniel.Smith@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54
BC: Daniel.Smith@dubetradeport.co.za 

 

davash@reloaded.co.za  Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: davash@reloaded.co.za 

 

denniskullen@telkomsa.net Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: denniskullen@telkomsa.net 

 

desmond@sdceango.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: desmond@sdceango.co.za 

 

devan.singh@kzndoe.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: devan.singh@kzndoe.gov.za 

 

Diane.VanRensburg@durban.gov.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: Diane.VanRensburg@durban.gov.za 

 

dijones@iafrica.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: dijones@iafrica.com 

 

Dinesree.Thambu@kznwildlife.com Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: Dinesree.Thambu@kznwildlife.com 

 

dsookdeo@fnb.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: dsookdeo@fnb.co.za 

 

edwindwyer@webmail.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36 
Transferred 18/05/2015 12:27 2.0.0 message relayed

BC: edwindwyer@webmail.co.za 
 

frikkie.brooks@kzncogta.gov.za Undeliverable 
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frikkie.brooks@kzncogta.gov.za Undeliverable
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: frikkie.brooks@kzncogta.gov.za 
 

geeone@medis.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: geeone@medis.co.za 
 

geoffpullan@iafrica.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: geoffpullan@iafrica.com 
 

Glenda.Moloi@dmr.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: Glenda.Moloi@dmr.gov.za 
 

greg.veerasamy@tongaat.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: greg.veerasamy@tongaat.com 
 

HAlberts@environment.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: HAlberts@environment.gov.za 
 

havenofrest@iafrica.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: havenofrest@iafrica.com 
 

hjogi@illovo.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: hjogi@illovo.co.za 
 

info@energy.gov Undeliverable 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: info@energy.gov 
 

jeeva@telkomsa.net Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36

BC: jeeva@telkomsa.net 
 

JeffreyMAI@daff.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34

BC: JeffreyMAI@daff.gov.za 
 

jenny@wessakzn.org.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: jenny@wessakzn.org.za 
 

Jodi@northcoastcourier.co.za Undeliverable 
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Jodi@northcoastcourier.co.za Undeliverable
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:59
BC: Jodi@northcoastcourier.co.za 

 

john.geeringh@eskom.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: john.geeringh@eskom.co.za 

 

KarenM@daff.gov.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34
BC: KarenM@daff.gov.za 

 

Kate.Ralfe@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54
BC: Kate.Ralfe@dubetradeport.co.za 

 

keags1@gmail.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: keags1@gmail.com 

 

Kevin.Meier@umgeni.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: Kevin.Meier@umgeni.co.za 

 

kreshalenv8@gmail.com Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: kreshalenv8@gmail.com 

 

kuben.samie@me.com Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

BC: kuben.samie@me.com  
LandmanC@nra.co.za Transferred 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: LandmanC@nra.co.za 
 

lee@leevulcan.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: lee@leevulcan.co.za 

 

lesranimarch@gmail.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: lesranimarch@gmail.com 

 

lgrobler@wakeprop.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
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lgrobler@wakeprop.co.za Transferred
 

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: lgrobler@wakeprop.co.za 

lindsayjd@mweb.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36

BC: lindsayjd@mweb.co.za 
 

Marxj@nra.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: Marxj@nra.co.za 
 

masefielda@dwaf.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:51

BC: masefielda@dwaf.gov.za 
 

mashuduma@daff.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34

BC: mashuduma@daff.gov.za 
 

mavis.padayachee@kzndae.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: mavis.padayachee@kzndae.gov.za 
 

metroceo@durban.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: metroceo@durban.gov.za 
 

mgalimberti@sahra.org.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: mgalimberti@sahra.org.za 
 

michele.schmid@kzntransport.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: michele.schmid@kzntransport.gov.za 
 

MNaidoo@gb.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:53

BC: MNaidoo@gb.co.za 
 

Mohsin.Shaik@tongaat.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: Mohsin.Shaik@tongaat.com 
 

Moodleyl@durban.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: Moodleyl@durban.gov.za 
 

Mpume.Myeni@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred 
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Mpume.Myeni@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54
BC: Mpume.Myeni@dubetradeport.co.za 

 

mrabothata@environment.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: mrabothata@environment.gov.za 

 

mtshikot@environment.gov.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: mtshikot@environment.gov.za 

 

murray@sapuma.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: murray@sapuma.co.za 

 

nac@pmmbtrust.org Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: nac@pmmbtrust.org 

 

NandiphaS@daff.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34
BC: NandiphaS@daff.gov.za 

 

nazirs@incredible.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:53
BC: nazirs@incredible.co.za 

 

NBPillay@environment.gov.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: NBPillay@environment.gov.za 

 

NdzimbomvuMK@durban.gov.za Undeliverable 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: NdzimbomvuMK@durban.gov.za 

 

Neal.Naidoo@transnet.net Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:56
BC: Neal.Naidoo@transnet.net 

 

Neil.Macleod@durban.gov.za Undeliverable
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: Neil.Macleod@durban.gov.za 

 

neil.purdon@eskom.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: neil.purdon@eskom.co.za 

 

nicolm@eskom.co.za Transferred 
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nicolm@eskom.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: nicolm@eskom.co.za 
 

nirensingh@webmail.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Transferred 18/05/2015 12:27 2.0.0 message relayed

BC: nirensingh@webmail.co.za 
 

Nkosi.vilakazi@dpw.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: Nkosi.vilakazi@dpw.gov.za 
 

Nokuthula.Mcinga@airports.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36

BC: Nokuthula.Mcinga@airports.co.za 
 

Nokuthula.Ntuli@inl.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: Nokuthula.Ntuli@inl.co.za 
 

oliverg1@visiondatasystems.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: oliverg1@visiondatasystems.co.za 
 

Owen.Mungwe@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54

BC: Owen.Mungwe@dubetradeport.co.za 
 

paul.rusell@huletts.co.za Undeliverable
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: paul.rusell@huletts.co.za 
 

pauld@sanparks.org.za Undeliverable 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: pauld@sanparks.org.za 
 

petersam@durban.gov.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39

BC: petersam@durban.gov.za 
 

Phumi.Ndlovu@umgeni.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: Phumi.Ndlovu@umgeni.co.za 
 

pillaya@kznwildlife.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: pillaya@kznwildlife.com 
 

praveshm@ingonyamatrust.org.za Transferred 
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praveshm@ingonyamatrust.org.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:44
BC: praveshm@ingonyamatrust.org.za 

 

preggiev1@gmail.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: preggiev1@gmail.com 

 

prenol@mweb.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: prenol@mweb.co.za 

 

Rish.pather@yahoo.com Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: Rish.pather@yahoo.com 

 

RobertsD@durban.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: RobertsD@durban.gov.za 

 

Roy.Ryan@kzntransport.gov.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: Roy.Ryan@kzntransport.gov.za 

 

sealodge@iafrica.com Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:39
BC: sealodge@iafrica.com 

 

secretary@saasoa.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: secretary@saasoa.com 

 

Seelan.Govender@vodacom.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: Seelan.Govender@vodacom.co.za 

 

SharmlaR@wakeprop.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: SharmlaR@wakeprop.co.za 

 

sharonh@sivest.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:54
BC: sharonh@sivest.co.za 

 

shaylins@telkomsa.net Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: shaylins@telkomsa.net 
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shaylins@thekweni.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:19

BC: shaylins@thekweni.co.za 
 

Simphiwe.Mazibuko@transnet.net Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:56

BC: Simphiwe.Mazibuko@transnet.net 
 

singh.kamtha@gmail.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: singhkamtha@gmail.com 

 

singhpureni@gmail.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38
BC: singhpureni@gmail.com 

 

Solly.Dodabhay@gmail.com Undeliverable 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Undeliverable 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: Solly.Dodabhay@gmail.com 
 

tashya@tgiyapersad.co.za Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:54

BC: tashya@tgiyapersad.co.za 
 

ThembileD@daff.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 11:34

BC: ThembileD@daff.gov.za 
 

tina.hattingh@tongaat.com Transferred
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: tina.hattingh@tongaat.com 
 

Tloubatlai@dwa.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54

BC: Tloubatlai@dwa.gov.za 
 

tongaatcivicassociation@gmail.com Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:38

BC: tongaatcivicassociation@gmail.com 
 

tony.carnie@inl.co.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35
Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37

BC: tony.carnie@inl.co.za 
 

trmabaso@ruraldevelopment.gov.za Transferred 
 

Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36
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trmabaso@ruraldevelopment.gov.za Transferred
Delivered 21/05/2015 11:32

BC: trmabaso@ruraldevelopment.gov.za 
v.govender@yahoo.com Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: v.govender@yahoo.com 

 

westbrookdev@mweb.co.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:36
BC: westbrookdev@mweb.co.za 

 

Xoliswa.nhlozi@transnet.net Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:36

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:56
BC: Xoliswa.nhlozi@transnet.net 

 

yolanf@ewt.org.za Transferred 
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35 

Delivered 18/05/2015 11:04 2.0.0 recipients expanded
BC: yolanf@ewt.org.za 

 

yugeshni.govender@kzndard.gov.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:37
BC: yugeshni.govender@kzndard.gov.za 

 

Zama.Dlamini@dubetradeport.co.za Transferred
Transferred 18/05/2015 10:35

Delivered 18/05/2015 10:54
BC: Zama.Dlamini@dubetradeport.co.za 

 

Attachments: User: 2,System: 2  
 

Notice letter_FSR_Tongaat_18May.docx 177 KB (181824 
Bytes) 

18/05/2015 
10:27 

Response Form_Tongaat_Eng&Zulu-
may2015.docx 

128 KB (131851 
Bytes) 

18/05/2015 
10:30 

MESSAGE 2 KB (2436 Bytes) 18/05/2015 
10:35 

TEXT.htm 9 KB (9333 Bytes) 18/05/2015 
10:35 

 
 
 

Dear Stakeholder 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND 
DECOMMISSIONING OF A 150 ML/DAY SEA WATER REVERSE OSMOSIS (SWRO) PLANT AND 
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE PROPOSED BY UMGENI WATER AT TONGAAT ON THE KWAZULU-
NATAL NORTH COAST 
DEA REFERENCE NUMBER: 14/12/16/3/3/2/652 

Please see attached letter serving as notice of the public comment period on the Final Scoping 
Report for the above-mentioned project. 

All comments are to be submitted via the attached comment form to the CSIR Project Manager by 
no later than 8 June 2015. 
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Hard copies of the Final Scoping Report are also available for public viewing at the Tongaat Beach 
Public Library, and can also be downloaded from the CSIR’s EIA project website at: 

www.csir.co.za/eia/TongaatDesalination/  
Kind Regards, 

 
Kelly Stroebel 

Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) Intern, Cand.Sci.Nat. 
CSIR Environmental Management Services (EMS) Stellenbosch 

kstroebel@csir.co.za 
Tel. : 021 888 2432 
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APPENDIX E.3:  
CORRESPONDENCE FROM I&APS PRIOR TO RELEASE 

OF DRAFT EIA REPORT (AFTER RELEASE OF FSR) 
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APPENDIX E.4.    
CORRESPONDENCE TO I&APs – RELEASE OF DRAFT 

EIA REPORT 

Letter 5 to I&APs  
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Proof of Correspondence with I&APs -  Registered Mail  Receipts 
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Email to I&APs  
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Advertisements 
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Site Notices 
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APPENDIX E.5:  
CORRESPONDENCE FROM I&APS AFTER RELEASE OF 

DRAFT EIA REPORT  
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 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for Proposed Sea Water Reverse Osmosis Plant and 
Associated Infrastructure at Tongaat - Draft EIA Report 

 
PUBLIC MEETING 

 
13 April 2016 

Tongaat Town Hall 
Meeting Notes 

 
List of attendees 
 
Paul Lochner (CSIR) - PL 
Annick Walsdorff (CSIR) - AW 
Rohaida Abed (CSIR) - RA 
Kevin Meier (Umgeni) - KM 
Phumi Ndlovu (Umgeni) – PN 
Andrea Pulfrich (Pisces) – AP 
Duncan Kael (Acer Africa) - DK 
 
PART I: Welcome and Introductions 
 
Welcome and attendee introductions 
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PART II: Presentations 

Project introduction and Welcome & Introductions by Paul Lochner (CSIR) 
 
Presentation titled “Umgeni Water – Need and Desirability” by Kevin Meier (Umgeni Water) 
 
Presentation titled “Project Description” by Kevin Meier (Umgeni Water) 
 
Presentation titled “EIA for the proposed sea water RO plant and associated infrastructure at Tongaat 
– Public Meeting” by Annick Walsdorff (CSIR) 
 
PART III: Questions and issues 

BR: Betty Rawheath 
DD: Desmond D’sa 
VG: Vee Govender 
JW: Justin Wendler 
JP: Jeeva Pillay 
MW: Mike Wilson 
AP: Alimuthu Perumal 
PG: Priya Govender 
MA: Michael Abrahams 
WH: Wade Holland 
RS: Roy Singh 
VN: Vignesh Naidu 
LM: Les March 
NA: Niren Appalsamy 
GP: Geoff Pullan 
LW: Lucille Wendler 
SR: Sharmla Ramharry 
KL: Ken Leaver 
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Project introduction and Welcome & Introductions by Paul Lochner (CSIR) 
 
Professor Michael Abrahams (MA) – Good evening to all of you. Welcome to this special meeting 
here tonight. I am Professor Michael Abrahams, ANC Ward Councillor for this ward. I am glad to have 
my colleague councillor Geoff Pullan also here. And we have Paul Lochner from the CSIR who is 
going to tell us about the EIA Environmental Impact Assessment Process for the desalination plant 
that has been proposed in the La Mercy area. Paul over to you and your team, let us start. 
 
PL – Thank you very much for joining us this evening, I am just going to introduce our team quickly. I 
am Paul Lochner, and I am Environmental Scientist at the CSIR. CSIR is a science council and 
parastatal. Our team which have worked on the project is Annick Walsdorff (Project Manager), who is 
supported by Rohaida Abed. We have one of our key specialists, Dr. Andrea Pulfrich who is a Marine 
Ecologist on our team is here as well and the Social Specialist will join us later. We have done the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA); our role is to be the independent Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner (EAP). We conducted the environmental assessment on behalf of Umgeni 
Water, and let me introduce you to Kevin Meier, from the technical engineering team from Umgeni 
Water and Phumi Ndlovu from the environmental section of Umgeni Water. We value your time, do 
not want to delay and want to get started, anticipate we will need two hours, and try to keep moving. 
We have two main parts of our meeting, first of all KM talking about the desalination project, why has 
it been proposed, what is it going to achieve and that is more from a planning and need and water 
supply perspective. Then AW will present the EIA which looks at the positive and negative 
environmental impacts of the project on the environment, and we look at environment in the broad 
sense, not just the natural environment, but also the socio-economic environment. Rules of the 
meeting: the first rule of the meeting is to switch off your cell phones. 
 
BR – Paul may I say something? I just want to know we have been through meetings before; we had 
meetings on the Scoping Report and before the Scoping Report and we had several meetings, and all 
that has happened is that Umgeni Water and CSIR just sold us a desalination project. If people had 
known about this already and we have been working through the whole process, I just want to know 
why do we have to attend this all over again? Isn’t this the time now for us to decide what the people 
want? I think you released your report and the report, I know, has been disseminated, and I know 
everybody who is here probably has the report, so where is the need to actually go into the whole 
issue of what Umgeni Water wants? I think now this is about us. 
 
PL – Ok Betty, so the purpose of the meeting I will discuss shortly. The rules of the meeting, firstly we 
are not here to all agree on everything. We have different roles to play, different perspectives, 
different opinions, and that is great that is part of why we are here. So we need to agree to disagree 
and to respect each other’s opinions, please just switch off cell phones and as facilitator I will facilitate 
and chair the meeting, please express your opinions as clearly as possible rather than demonstrating 
them, and when we have discussions, please clearly state your name and who you represent 
because we are taking notes and recording the meeting as well so that we can capture the 
comments. So the objective of the meeting, and this comes to what Betty was saying, the first 
objective of this meeting, it is a meeting that is taking place as part of a regulated environmental 
assessment process, there is legal context for this meeting to take place and the purpose of the 
meeting to is provide background about the project and the need of the project, why is there a need 
for a project like this. We will not speak much about Scoping and the previous phase of the project as 
that has already been covered at previous meetings. The main purpose of the meeting is that we will 
present a summary of the Draft EIA Report which was released about 3 to 4 weeks ago. Then there 
will be an opportunity to hear any comments and discuss issues regarding the positive and negative 
impacts that have been identified around the project. Those are the objectives of the meeting. We 
have discussed our team, Umgeni Water is the project proponent. CSIR’s role is the EAPs and 
Umgeni Water has also been provided engineering support from Aurecon from engineering side. The 
purpose of the environmental assessment process is to provide information to the national 
Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) who will then make a decision whether or not they 
authorise the project. In the decision-making process, they want to know what are the concerns of the 
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people, what studies have been done, what issues have been raised and that is part of the purpose of 
this meeting here, to identify what are your concerns and issues and have they been captured and 
been understood.  
 
Question: Unknown: Is there a representative from the national department here at the meeting? 
PL: No not from the National department. They usually do not attend. There are meetings like this 
happening all over country all the time, so they do not really participate in these meetings directly. 
 
DD: The national department, what is the name? 
PL: National Department of Environmental Affairs. 
 
PL: KM will give an overview and we will have discussions on the project itself and the water supply.  
DD: Just before you move on, I have a few questions. 
PL: Linked to? 
DD: Linked to what you just presented. Please put up the slide on the rules of the meeting. Because 
you did not close it, you just said that you want us to ask questions as we want. Am I right?  
PL: The idea is that we give feedback on the project.  
DD: But the process, yes I have comments on the rules of the meeting.  
PL: Ok what are your comments on the rules of the meeting? 
DD: Number one is that you spoke about the summary; you will give a summary of the EIA report and 
process? 
PL: Yes 
DD: Is the full report available and will we get copies? 
PL: Yes, we have summaries and the reports are available in the libraries and on the website.  
DD: I will suggest that we get the reports; we need the reports for us to make any comments. We 
can’t get to the libraries. People need the reference material that will be affected on this side. 
DD: The second point on the process is that you spoke about the DEA being the decision-maker. We 
need clarity on the decision-maker. The CSIR, I want you to give us a briefing on the CSIR, I see that 
you have been appointed as consultants, what is your role as the CSIR because you play different 
roles, you are sampling water, checking everything, so can you please just explain the CSIR’s 
involvement and what you do in this project so that we can maybe determine whether you are 
independent or put question mark. We need to be able to understand what role you play with regards 
to this whole process and whether you are facilitating independently or not. Are you also from the 
CSIR? 
PL: Yes. 
DD: So you are lead consultant as well? 
PL: We are the environmental assessment practitioners. Ok fair question. 
DD: Explain that to me please because I think it is important to one of us sitting here to understand 
what role you are playing because you are playing dual roles, all different roles and I would think that 
being part of the CSIR, how close you are to that? 
BR: I think Paul, Des did not introduce himself. 
DD: I am Desmond D’Sa, South Durban Basin 
BR: So he is involved in the South Durban Basin so he is asking these questions to see where we fall 
in terms of environmental issues.  
DD: I think it is crucial that whatever decision is made and how the process unfolds that we see that it 
is credible and whatever decision is made does not fall on one side and comes into advisement. So I 
am raising these issues because I want to see that this process is fair. 
BR: But I must say I have the same concerns especially about CSIR’s perceived bias towards the 
proposal. Legally there will be a perception that you are client and patron and you can’t possibly be 
completely unbiased. Regardless of who the people are who compiled the reports, from a legal 
perspective I happen to be an environmental lawyer, from a legal perspective you will not be able to 
convince ordinary panel or some sort of jury that you are completely independent because the way 
you have actually started this process and when I look all the reports, and I did read the reports, and I 
found that many of the recommendations appear to be completely biased, they appear to be and we 
need to discuss it. 
PL: So the question is what is the role of the CSIR in the EIA and then capture the other question 
about the allegation from BW that the recommendations are biased. 
BR: I won’t say it is an allegation, I would say it is a concern. 
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PL: Ok we will note it as a concern. So let us respond to your question that you have put forward.  
DD: You have heard the question, but I don’t think the key point is coming across? 
PL: So the summary is what is the role of the CSIR? That is a key question that you have asked. Let 
me respond to that because that is a good starting point.  
DD: And your work in this province, what you do in this province as the CSIR? 
PL. That is a different question so one thing at a time. Look at this slide which shows the roles of the 
different players. Umgeni Water has a water supply role and Kevin is going to talk about that now. 
CSIR is a science council; we are involved in doing research and using science to support livelihoods 
of people in South Africa. For example, in Durban we are involved in water quality monitoring along 
the coast and part of our role is to make sure that science is used and applied to improve the quality 
of lives of people and so we get involved in new areas of science like desalination is a new 
technology that has not been used widely in South Africa on a large scale, there are a couple of small 
projects. But CSIR has been involved in desalination for larger projects in Namibia, Walvis Bay and 
Swakopmund and on the West Coast of South Africa. We have been involved in these projects 
because they are new; they involve quite a lot of science and the work required. Our role is to provide 
a balanced objective scientific assessment of what are the risks or the costs or the positive and 
negative aspects or the costs and benefits of a desalination plant and how do you change the design 
of the plant to minimise the impacts and maximise the benefits. Our role is not to make a decision 
whether it goes ahead or not, that is what the national DEA does under the Minister of Environmental 
Affairs, she makes that decision. So that is our role. Our role is to provide a balanced view which can 
stand up to scrutiny and criticism. You can take it and criticize it and can get us evidence and try and 
contradict it and that is something we will then have to take into account and look at the evidence and 
what you are presenting.  
BR: Sorry, I have to stop you; you say you have experience in Namibia, Swakopmund and Walvis 
Bay. What is the common thing about that? It is on the west coast in a desert area. You have had no 
experience with desalination in a sub-tropical area? Am I right? 
PL: Who has had experience with desalination in a sub-tropical area? If you want to raise concerns 
about our credibility then please note them down. 
BR: Yes we do have concerns. 
DD: I want to raise a follow up question to the one I raised earlier. I now understand that you are the 
lead scientist in this whole thing, and because you have experience in some desalination process, 
you have now been appointed to develop this desalination plant? 
PL: No we have not been appointed to develop the plant, we have been appointed to do the 
environmental assessment.  
DD: Ok you are appointed to do the environmental assessment, but you are also the facilitator as 
well? 
PL: No we are holding the meeting in our role as EAP. 
DD: But how does that work because if you have been appointed, you understand you are the 
scientist, number 2 you are appointed as the EAP for the project and then you are also facilitating, 
isn’t that biased? Doesn’t it show that you are not objective? I know the EIA regulations are very clear 
and require independent facilitators, appoint independent scientists (like yourself) who give you the 
critical scientific information and thirdly the developer itself. But in your case you are playing three 
roles from what you are just saying.  
 
Jeeva Pillay (JP): I have heard everything that everyone has said and in light of what I have been 
hearing I feel like I also have a duty to make a comment. In terms of the allegations to the CSIR, not 
that I am defending them, but I would refer you to the King Shaka International Dube Tradeport EIA 
Process, the company that was employed (to do the EIA) was Institute of Natural Resources, 
including Jenny Mitchell Mander, who was part of UKZN, which is part of government. I can tell you 
that I was part of the three years EIA Process and today all of the benefits that you see at the airport 
is as a result of us being present continuously in the entire EIA Process. This is a legal process, 
required by law and has to take place and from a public perspective since we represent the bulk of 
Tongaat and the Tongaat Civic Association has been in operation for 46 years. I am saying that if you 
follow an EIA Process, the concerns raised by DD must be captured and I think we need to let the 
process run and if there is no understanding of the process, then clarity can be given. The report was 
released and was a process that needed to be followed. I have looked at the newspapers and the 
public perception due to certain newspaper reports are very incorrect in referring to this as a done 
deal. This is not a done deal because the first final (scoping) report was submitted to the minister and 
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looking at the ministers report, which I went through the summary that was made available to us all 
and on the website, the minister took into account all the concerns such as noise, visual impacts 
because they appointed suitable candidates and I am glad that they appointed PL. I looked at your 
CV and seen your capabilities and it is good for us to know that the choice that was made was a good 
one, I have looked at PL, AW and Andrea’s CV. You will see that all the concerns that were raised on 
the scoping report, the minister took into account because the particular disciplines were included in 
the DEIAR process to address the concerns. Based on the King Shaka EIA Process which ran for 
three years, and everything that was raised in all fairness was attended to. Knowing the background 
of the CSIR, on a separate issue, couple years back working on a sewer plant on the Umdloti River, 
we, as an association, appointed two CSIR scientists to back us against the EThekwini Municipality 
and got it done. 
BR: Jeeva, sorry that is totally irrelevant. 
JP: No Betty, I do not want to have a challenge. 
BR: No it is not a challenge but it is irrelevant. What happened at King Shaka is irrelevant.  
MA: Let Jeeva speak. 
JP: I did not object when you were speaking. I am putting things in perspective because you (BR) are 
saying that they are biased and I am saying that based on the fact that another government 
department did the EIA for the King Shaka Airport then there is good reason to believe that this 
process may not be biased. Let us get on with the EIA Process and carry on with the meeting instead 
of debating. 
MA: Let us agree to disagree and continue with the meeting that all the role-players have attended. 
Let us hear the role-players. I respect everyone’s concern but they have been recorded and will be 
addressed at a specific time. Let us carry on with the meeting. 
PL: Thank you, we want to respect your time and invited you to a meeting to hear about the project 
and will respect that. Let us move on to Kevin’s presentation. 
 
Presentation titled “Umgeni Water – Need and Desirability” by Kevin Meier (Umgeni Water) 
 
AP: On the R617 route through Himeville, there is an entire population that does not have water, 
people are struggling for water and then you say you have bulk infrastructure in the area? 
MA: Sorry Paul, should we take questions during the presentations or later. 
AP: He can answer later. 
PL: In the interests of everyone’s time and managing everyone’s time effectively, please could we 
have questions at the end of the presentations, we will note the questions down.  
KM: That is a very useful question and the reason why I am presenting this is I want to give you an 
idea of what Umgeni Water’s role is. We are supplying water to a very very large area and it is to 
make sure we have the plans in place to make sure the water is provided even if one plan falls away.  
 
Priya Govender (PG): Besides the salts going back to the ocean, are there any other chemicals that 
will be discharged to sea? 
KM: Very good question, I will be able to respond later on at the end of the presentation. 
 
BR: What is the date of that cost? 
KM: Feasibility study was completed in July last year. That cost is a July cost; we have updated that 
because desalination plants are very linked to a lot of the equipment that we buy, especially the 
membranes which we have to buy overseas. So when the rand-dollar goes pear shaped, so does the 
cost of your desalination plant. We have updated it recently. I don’t have the updated figure because 
we have not confirmed it yet. But we have done it for the South Coast and not the North Coast. The 
South Coast, as I have mentioned, there is probably a 50:50 chance between the dam option or the 
desalination plant and we need to make a decision on that. So we are doing a financial feasibility on it 
and because of that we have taken those costs and updated that for the South Coast and we got new 
costs for the dam option. But if we are looking at 4.4 billion last year, you are probably looking at 
about 4.7/4.8 billion this year. But we haven’t updated these so I can’t give you the updated cost, that 
is last year’s cost. 
 
Justin Wendler (JW): What you are showing us there and what you have told us is that the brine will 
spray out.  
KM: Yes 
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JW: So in actual fact, right around that pipe, there should not be any salinity sitting there? So it’s 
going straight out. So you are showing us a pretty picture of what is growing on the pipe and so on 
and so forth but what is actually around it? 
KM: We are going to discuss the impacts just now; this is the last video to show you of the model of 
the dispersion. 
 
PL: Thank you Kevin, now we are going to take questions. Let’s take 10 minutes of questions on the 
technical aspects of the project. Let us respect people’s time, take these five questions and move on 
to the next presentation on the actual environmental impacts. 
 
DD: I want to ask about the rules because I think as the chair you need to protect the people who are 
asking questions. We need to ensure that you manage that process because we are going to ask a lot 
of questions and we want people to respect us. Can you manage that please? 
PL: I will manage that process. We will hear the question and we would like to hear a range of 
questions so that everybody has a chance to ask questions.  
DD: Sure.  
 
Roy Singh (RS): I used to live in 1 Park Avenue in Desainager, we were the first people to live there, I 
just have one simple question to ask. You were talking about the intake and you spoke about a level 
whereby the intake rubbish which was seaweed blocks the intake system, which would be at an 
optimum of 100 micro filter size. That is the intake only. The whole energy equation you gave us was 
based on that pressure based on a filter of 100 micro. For consumption, we need to be below 2 micro 
to eliminate all other bacteria. So we are saying that amount of energy used to desalinate that water is 
basically to get grey water and then clean it up and send it out again after 2 micro. Is that correct? 
KM: Do I respond to that now or once all questions are asked? 
PL: I think respond to that one now, as we still have five more questions. 
KM: Very briefly, the first level of filtration is the intake which is 10 cm apart on those bars, then it 
goes through a screen, then it goes through two stages of filtration, which is a gravity filter and we 
need to decide on the other one, that is why we are doing the pilot plant. After that it goes through an 
RO membrane, now an RO membrane the pores are so small that the salt can’t even go through. 
RS: Ok, I agree, at this point in time I don’t want to even discuss the pilot plant. So we don’t know the 
actual figures? 
KM: We know the quality of the water that is coming out will have zero turbidity, nothing. We actually 
have to put minerals back into the water because it takes too much out. So I can guarantee you the 
quality of the water is going to be better than anything you are going to get out of any dam here.   
 
DD: Please come back to me as I have a number of questions to ask. I hope I get the opportunity to 
discuss these.  
 
Wade Holland (WH): Just like to confirm in terms of the relationship between the lower Tugela weir 
that you are building at the moment, in comparison, why do you think this is still a viable alternative for 
the EIA as opposed to continuation of the Lower Tugela which is supplying water anyway and is 
already in the process of construction? Are there economic differences as to why you are still 
considering this as an alternative? 
KM: This is not an alternative to the Lower Tugela. The Lower Tugela will supply 110 Ml/day of water 
to the North Coast. That is our first choice. Then we can supply 75 Ml/day from Hazelmere with its 
wall raised, which is also happening at the moment. Then we got 75 Ml/day plus and 110 Ml/day that 
is 185 Ml/day but in this area and the growth around the airport is expected to even exceed that in the 
next 10 to 20 years. So our next option is to bring that water in from the Umkomaas Water project. If 
we cannot bring it in from the Umkomaas Water project, then this (desalination project) becomes the 
next option. So this is a comparison to Umkomaas, Umkomaas is our preferred option, and I will state 
that in any public forum. And it is not just me, you can go to the Water Reconciliation Studies, they will 
state that as well.  
WH: Phase 2 of the Lower Tugela would increase that capacity and have satisfied the full 
requirements? 
KM: No the first phase is 55 Ml /day and the second phase is another 55 Ml /day and that takes it to a 
total of 110 Ml /day. So on the North Coast, the first thing that is going to be done is we built the 
Lower Tugela 55 Ml /day, the next project which is going ahead is the raising of the Hazelmere Dam, 
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the next project after that would be the upgrade of the Lower Tugela Bulk Water Supply Scheme. 
After that we will bring in water from the Umkomaas Water Project or desalination if Umkomaas 
cannot go ahead.  
 
PL: Can I also add that we are noting all the questions and are going to give more proper responses 
from the team. So we try to give a synopsis response now, quick response but we will come back and 
give full responses. This is because there are a lot of questions.  
DD: Come back in what way? Public meeting? 
PL: Provide written responses. 
DD: How will we respond you? 
PL: If we got your email address, we can email it to you.  
 
Vignesh Naidu (VN): My question is focused around the concerns of the impact that this project will 
have on the coastal ecosystem. I know you did mention a bit of it but I am not entirely convinced. You 
did say that you had a buoy with yearly data. You will admit that even the 1 in 50 return period that 
you mentioned earlier at the beginning of your presentation is based on historical data. You can’t 
simply take one years’ worth of data and put together this model and base your feasibility study on 
this?  
KM: What I am saying that we did collected data as part of our feasibility study. We want to collect all 
the data we can to make sure we can account for every scenario that exists. The EIA will decide 
whether there will be an impact or not. I’m not a marine expert. Luckily there is one over there. She 
can decide, I don’t want to comment on it because I don’t have the expertise, I am an Engineer. But 
you will hear about that just now. We have taken the currents per year, now current data, yes you can 
say varies, but it’s not like rainfall data, say a 1 in 50 year drought is not the same as currents you 
measure off the coast? 
VN: But what I am saying is that the theory is based on historical data, it’s the same application. 
 
Ken Leaver (KL) Registered Architect from Ballito and also president of the Rotary Club: My questions 
really are taking a step back. I know everybody here is very concerned about what happens just down 
the road but what in your calculations of the water requirements, the water supply needs for the area, 
what consideration have you taken in for wastage and the possibility of recycling. And also what 
consideration have you taken for siltation? Tugela River is silting up very quickly, how is that going to 
affect your 55 Ml/day plus 55 Ml /day say in the next 15 years. 
 
KL: Second question is there any way in which, I mean you say you are very keen on the Umkomaas 
project and that it’s your first priority and that you will tell that to anybody, how does that compare in 
terms of the water supply, this 150 Ml/day? What is Umkomaas going to provide per day? 
KM: 600 Ml /day 
KL: 600 Ml /day, so it is 4 times the size. 
 
KL: What allowance and have you got any kind of documentation or scientific fact to factor in climate 
change in this area over the next 50 years? How is it going to affect inland collection? Is that factored 
in at all anywhere? 
 
PL: Thank you, very good questions, each of them are theses in their own right. Firstly siltation.  
 
KM: the amount of water we can take from the Tugela is based on the amount of water in the river 
and the dam is right at the top, not at the bottom, so the siltation does not affected us there. The silt 
actually goes out into a submerged estuary, which is actually what we want, so it is not affected. 
Siltation at Hazelmere Dam is a point, it has gone down from 22 % to 17 %, 5 million cubic metres. 
So we do take that into account in our planning. We take growth into account in our planning. What 
we can’t take into account, we know that there is water loss in the municipalities and we know that 
within the municipalities there is unaccounted for water. Those are two different things, so you need to 
understand that too. Unaccounted for water is not just water loss, it is also illegal connections, which 
is water being used but not legally, and it can also be meter inaccuracies as well. So that 
unaccounted for water, we have no control over as Umgeni Water. As Umgeni Water, our mandate is 
to make sure there is enough water in the system within our control to give to people so that they do 
not run out. I will use Sembcorp Siza Water as an example because they have low water loss - but if 
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Sembcorp Siza Water went pear shaped and the water loss was 70 %, we will still be required to 
supply water to them. We might not do it willingly or we might put pressure on them from other means 
to save water, but we are still required to supply water to them as that is our mandate. 
PL: Thank you, we will also respond in detail.  
 
JP:  I remember you saying that initially the cost of the project was 5 billion Rands in September 2014. 
Then I remember in May 2015 at the church, they asked the question again and you said at that time, 
I think I heard correctly, 15 billion Rands. Because I asked that if today, the Minister of Environmental 
Affairs provides the authorisation to build the project, how long will it take to construct and you said 
five years and I asked what will be the cost and you said R15 billion. So if I heard wrong and gave 
wrong information to anyone, then I apologise. But the concern here is that the cost you have given at 
the presentation is the cost as if you are going to build it today in a three month period. So that has 
not been in all purposes factored in the five year expansion cost. So from a community perspective, 
we need to know the factored cost, because if you take the King Shaka Airport as an example, the 
proposed cost was 2.7 billion and the completed cost was 8.7 billion and it impacted the rate payers, 
so that is the concern that we have.  
KM: The cost given last year was approximately 4.4 billion. 
JP: The second question that I have to ask you is that it is clear from what you have said at every 
public meeting that you do not believe that the Desainager plant would be a choice plant as such? So 
I am asking this question again so that it is recorded and again for a point of clarity, from what you are 
saying is the preferred option the Umkomaas and Smithfield project and would the booster project to 
carry us to 2024 be the Tugela Bulk Water System Phase 1 and Phase 2? Do we still stand on this? 
KM: That is correct. 
JP: We from the civic side are quite happy with that. So then I take it that this particular process that 
we are following now is only as a failsafe just in case, as you said, there is a fatal flaw in one of the 
other processes, which is when you will consider this project. 
KM: You are correct.  
JP: Then the other question is did you consider for a short term project because we are in the drought 
now and there is a water shortage now, should you not or should Umgeni Water not consider or the 
CSIR who are quite good with these things, coming up with some sort of a portable mini-purification 
plant to put on the banks of the Mdloti river or other areas as coastal areas such as Desainager, La 
Mercy. Desainager only consume about I think between 2.5 to 3 million litres a day? So technically, 
right now currently they supply that water. So the option that we are putting to you now, is have you 
considered it? 
 
BR: May I just on the cost issue, the costs shown in the presentation does not take into account the 
myriad of mitigating costs that are going to be involved  here. There are going to be many measures 
needed to mitigate the environmental impacts. So I want to know how much that is going to cost on 
top of the total cost for the actual structure.  
 
KM: Thanks for these questions. Jeeva, the R15 billion was the original price for the Umkomaas 
Water Project and that has now gone up to R 19 billion, and every single year that this project is not 
implemented, the capital is going to get escalated. We hope it will escalate to CPI, but it will probably 
escalate it more especially if the rand dollar rate changes. If the rand improves, it will come down. 
What we do when we budget in Umgeni Water is that we have a CAPEX where we implement all of 
our projects and within that CAPEX, we put in today’s cost but we budget for escalation because of 
the cash flow cost we budget for escalation and we budget for how that cost actually changes even 
during construction. We do account for that. If you want to know if we constructed this plant in five 
years’ time, it will probably cost about R8 billion but we cannot look at that, we have to look at it in 
today’s cost and that is a common procedure in all engineering when you look at costs you have to 
look at it at today’s cost.  
 
KM: The second question I think is outside of this process, I am happy to talk to you about it after this 
meeting, I don’t really want to waste time because we have lots of things that we are doing about the 
drought.  
 
DD: I hope you are not in a hurry because we might not have another meeting, please bear with us. I 
am from the South Durban Community Environmental Alliance, and I have been working on 
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environmental issues for a number of years and I would be worried with what was presented because 
there are huge gaps and we would be worried because of escalation of the water costs. I think the 
other big thing is presenting the facts and we need to be concerned and be wary of allowing a false 
sense of security because ultimately projects can be put on the table but us in Merebank, Isipingo and 
the Clairwood community, how these projects come back after years and people are losing their 
land/homes, be wary of that fact. The second thing that I think has not been placed here is that there 
has not been a comparative costs of the different units, for example the desalination costs, what does 
it cost exactly, how much has been spent on the process already, and to say that it might not go 
ahead. I’m sure it has costed really a lot of money to appoint these people such as CSIR, how much 
have you spent already, that is the question you need to ask. So suddenly you say you spent so much 
of money and now it’s not going to happen, I don’t believe that. So be wary of that fact. I think what is 
critical about this whole process and you haven’t spoken about in your presentation is the whole issue 
of the social enhancement studies that should have been done. Nothing that has been presented 
there speaks to how many people are going to be affected, how many people will benefit. All those 
sort of things should have been presented. You know I am going to Craigieburn on Monday, and I will 
be there and I am not sure if you are aware of this project, but I know that Sappi Saiccor owns the 
water. I don’t know about the community and how they are going to feel now that the water has been 
dammed, they are already fighting Sappi for the farms, all the farm are all drying up and the farm 
lands are being destroyed despite the fact that they have the river there and the water should be free. 
I don’t know, but what I want to ask is the whole issue of the study that you speak about, you 
presented as if there is going to be no harm to fisherman, you did not say how many fisherman are 
going to be affected, and if they will be affected, you only said that the fish are not going to be 
affected but you need your studies to show if the fishermen are going to be affected.  
PL: We are going to come to that now, have you got a technical question? 
DD: I have a technical question; you spoke about the seaweed, the rubbish that has been thrown out 
and all that stuff. You know that the fish at sea live off the seaweed and we have fisherman in this city 
and you made it look like seaweed is not an important food for fish, like it’s just rubbish. I don’t know 
how you came to that my understanding is that seaweed is important.  
PL: We are going to talk about the environmental impacts now. 
DD: but take those questions, they are technical questions, I am going through his presentation 
PL: Mr. D’Sa we also have to respect other people’s time and I am asking you if you have any 
technical questions. 
DD: I have questions on his presentation, is there something wrong with that? 
KL: Give the specialists a chance to speak. 
JP: Sorry, I have to make a point, I think there has been a misunderstanding, Kevin only did the 
engineering and technical side of the project in terms of needs etc. and I understand now that you are 
going to present the environmental impacts, so all the questions that Desmond asked will be 
discussed in the following presentation, so maybe we should go ahead? 
DD: Yes sure, let me just ask this technical question, the international best practice that you have 
shown us in Australia, Perth and Melbourne, what you did not state or discuss was the benefits, and 
effects and concerns of the people above all and what studies was done and that would help us to 
determine whether this desalination plant is good or not. That has not been captured and presented 
by you. 
 
PL: Ok thanks Mr. D’Sa we will note that, now last question, gentleman at the back.  
  
Les March (LM): Trustee of the King Shaka Estate. Can you tell me, what will be the height of the 
tallest building in the plant and the freshwater pipeline will it be underground or aboveground? 
KM: The freshwater pipeline will be underground, all of our pipelines will be underground unless they 
go over an area where we can’t put them underground, but there is one project that I know of where 
we might have a small section, but it will definitely be underground. The buildings will be 10 m high 
but it might be higher if you are constricted by the amount of land that we have available but that is 
the amount that we are working on.  
BR: But you say that it is underground, but that means a lot of digging has got to take place on the 
soil.  
KM: Whenever you see a pipeline being constructed by Umgeni Water pipeline, wherever you go 
along the freeway and you look and you see a pipeline being constructed, you will see big excavators 
digging holes and putting the pipelines in, that is essentially what we are going to be doing.  
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PL: Thanks for the question. 
 
Question: Unknown: Kevin’s presentation showed a single diffuser, what about a double diffuser? 
KM: So the diffuser design would happen during design, it could be single or it could be double, it will 
more than likely be single like that, you would have seen that on the pipes they stagger them so that 
one is coming out this side and the other is coming out the other side. The reason to do that is to try 
and disperse the brine over a big enough area so we don’t disperse the brine all in one spot otherwise 
you get concentration, so we disperse it over 60 m of pipe, so over 60 m you will have diffusers going 
up all along and it will diffuse like that.  
Question: Unknown: But it will still disperse in one area, what I am saying is what about double 
pipelines? 
KM: You mean two pipelines, yes we can do that. What we have looked at here is that we said what is 
over 50 m, we don’t want to be more than 1 part per thousand greater than ambient, the normal salt 
level. 50 m outside of that we don’t want to be more than 1 part per thousand higher. So we work out 
our diffuser structure based on that calculation. As it turns out, because the currents are so strong, 
over that year of simulation, outside of 30 m we already satisfy that, so we don’t have to worry that 
and we don’t have to worry about having big diffuser pipelines because it disperses.  
 
PL: We need to move onto the next presentation because now the queries are being made on the 
impacts of the project, which is the next presentation.  
Vee Govender (VG): On behalf of a network of environmental groups across the coastline, I have a 
quick question for you as Umgeni Water, eThekwini loses a lot of water to waste, do you know what 
that volume is in comparison to what volume they put out there? 
KM: Waste, as in water loss? 
Geoff Pullan (GP): 40 % 
VG: Yes, water loss. 
KM: EThekwini’s unaccounted for water can be answered by that gentleman over there.  
PL: Point taken and we will answer that question. 
KM: Niren can provide input.  
NA: It’s around 40.8% for 12 months. 
KM: 40.8% is unaccounted for water, not water lost. So the water loss component of that is probably 
around about 50 % of that. 
VG: So my question to you is if you know you have a hole in the system, what are you doing to hold 
that system accountable so that you don’t have to continually provide water to this hole when 
EThekwini is doing nothing about solving that problem? How many desalination plants are you going 
to have to build? 
KM: I will go back to my answer I gave previously; Umgeni Water is not in control of anything outside 
of its mandate. 
VG: I totally understand that, that was the response. 
KM: So that question needs to be posed to the municipality, because if the municipality will save that 
water, we won’t need to construct this additional infrastructure. 
VG: And that is my point. 
KM: So what I am saying is that you should speak to the municipality about it because it is not part of 
this study; this study is to look at desalination as an option for creating water, it is not looking at 
unaccounted for water. 
BR: Kevin, I can’t believe that you are saying that because everything works together, it does not 
work in isolation Kevin, it does not work that way. 
PL: We have got to move on to the next presentation on the actual environmental impacts; we have 
got to respect people’s time.  
JP: Can I make one quick comment as a way forward. The point that the gentleman asked it was 
asked and answered at the last meeting, where eThekwini provided an official who said that they are 
looking at reducing the water loss and also looking at 550 million litres of treated grey water, looking 
at returning it to the system. This is something that you can follow up with the municipality. 
KM: If I can just make one clarification point, I didn’t say in my presentation that the brine wouldn’t 
affect fishes and etc. I am saying that at Perth, that is what the videos and monitoring has shown. 
This lady over here and other experts in the system are there to actually make those calls. It wasn’t 
me that made those calls. 
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DD: Sorry is somebody transcribing this? Is there a take back from the presentation? 
KM: Yes 
PL: Ok, we are going to move onto the next part which is the assessment of what are the impacts of a 
project like this. Describing the positive and negative impacts and how can those be managed. As 
part of making the decision if this is the kind of project that should or should not go ahead, what are 
the benefits of the project and what are the costs? 
BR: There are no benefits. 
PL: Everyone is entitled to their own opinions. Annick is going to present the findings of the specialist 
studies. We will run through the presentation and discuss at the end. 
DD: Is she going to present all the specialist studies? 
PL: Yes 
DD: Question, who are the specialists, are they in house or external? 
AW: I will discuss this in the presentation.  
 
Presentation titled “EIA for the proposed sea water RO plant and associated infrastructure at Tongaat 
– Public Meeting” by Annick Walsdorff (CSIR) 
 
Presentation titled “EIA for the proposed sea water RO plant and associated infrastructure at Tongaat 
– Public Meeting – Marine Ecology” by Andrea Pulfrich (AP) (Pisces) 
 
Presentation titled “EIA for the proposed sea water RO plant and associated infrastructure at Tongaat 
– Public Meeting” by Annick Walsdorff (CSIR) 
 
DD: Sorry are you going to take questions after this? Because you haven’t said if those are going to 
be affected or not.  
AP: I have been through it already. 
DD: You speak about the sardines, but you don’t say whether they will be affected. 
 
DD: I am just trying to understand how many hours you have allocated for this process.  
PL: We have until 8 pm. 
DD: Should this not have been done in the day, because we can come through and engage with you, 
I think it is unfair to expect that you do a presentation of this nature and you are just skipping through 
it and you can’t ask some critical questions, and at the end of the day it looks like you are just looking 
for a record of decision and that you are just ticking the boxes to say the process has been followed. 
PL: I can talk about that afterwards with you. Let’s move on now, thanks.  
 
DD: Are the specialists available to answer questions? 
AW: the specialist will be available, if you email me the question, the specialist can answer and we 
can respond to you. 
DD: Not here? 
AW: No not here. 
 
DD: Can you go back to the other slide. Proposed (compromise) conservation of wetlands off-site in 
exchange for wholesale loss of wetlands on the site, I think that is important.  
AW: This was just mentioned - loss of transformed wetlands on the desalination plant site. And 
because it is a medium to high significance residual impact, the specialist has recommended to 
undertake offsite rehabilitation of wetlands which are currently transformed and degraded. 
DD: So It is an offset? 
AW: Yes, and it is in the report as well.  
BR: That is the most important issues here when it comes to that, and you are going through it so fast 
that people can’t even absorb what you are saying. You said a critically important thing about the 
wetlands, it can’t be rehabilitated, you need to stress that and make sure that people understand it. 
DD: Exactly, it is important for us to put the emphasis on the matter.  
PL: Ok, we want to respect people’s time so that they can hear the presentation and then we are 
going to take all the questions and concerns, even if it takes a lot longer. 
 
VN: I have a technical question on the previous slide. What is that green boundary on the map, is that 
the proposed project? 
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AW: That is the secondary vegetated area. 
VN: Secondary vegetation that will not be rehabilitated? 
AW: Well it will not be crossed, that is why we say there will be a slight shift in the pipeline. 
DD: There is a red line going through that area though? 
AW: The red line is the pipeline. 
DD: But it is going through the area. 
AW: No, this is the original route. 
VN: If you are going through it please explain in detail.  
DD: Yes, we are writing down notes here and we want to make sure we have captured it and make 
sure we understand. 
PG: But she is trying to explain and you keep interrupting her. 
DD: But she is rushing through it. 
PG: She is not rushing through it, she is trying to explain and you keep interjecting.  
VN: You should have had a legend on your plans so that all of us can understand.  
JP: Can I ask people to move closer so that you can hear better and so that we can hear you. 
PL: Let us move on. 
 
Question: Unknown: Can you show us where is Valley Road on the map? 
 
Lucille Wendler (LW): How will you screen the impact if you view if from on top of a hill? 
JW: Another thing is that all these drawings that you have been showing us of the buildings have all 
been single storey, but you are proposing a two storey building. So how are you going to do any of 
this, this is all a theory. In practice, realistically, what is actually going to be there? All that you are 
showing is theoretical, what is actually going to be the impact? What are they residents going to see? 
What is the noise that we are actually going to hear? You are painting this beautiful picture but in 
reality you are living in a country that can’t even function, and how are you expecting this to come out 
looking beautiful and green like that? I don’t think that as a community, this is anything that we should 
be even considering. Forget the water shortages. 
 
Mike Wilson (MW): You need to know that there is a lot of sensitivity in this area. People have taken 
millions of rands and taken their lives investment and built houses, and now you are taking prime real 
estate and making it into an industrial area, it doesn’t matter how you build the plant and paint the 
picture, it does not go down well with everybody. There is no denying that there is a water shortage 
but everybody knows that that piece of property is prime residential property and the area is growing 
like you cannot believe and you are now taking the area and making it into an industrial area. This is a 
very upsetting thing for a lot of people that are buying property there. 
BR: In fact it is upsetting for all of us.  
AW: Maybe let us carry on and continue with the presentation until the socio-economic aspects. 
PL: Yes, valid points let us carry on. 
LW: Will you answer my question afterwards? 
AW: Yes. 
 
BR: Ok, interpretation of heritage has also not been taken into account. What does heritage actually 
mean, and I will come back to that about how important this space is to these communities that live 
here because we were affected by the Group Areas Act and that impacts directly on this space. So 
heritage also includes that - I noticed that it wasn’t included so it is going to be an important point.  
 
BR: In other words people will be dispossessed of their land.  
 
DD: Have you got a slide on that? 
AW: No unfortunately, we can’t put all the information on the slides, we have to make it readable. 
DD: Yes, but that information is very critical.  
AW: Ok, so I can present it again to you if you like? 
DD: What you are talking about will we be given that information? 
AW: Yes, everything is in the report on the website, everything is in the economic study, Chapter 12. 
DD: Is it as you are saying it? 
AW: Yes, what I am saying is exactly the specialist study, Chapter 12. 
KL: How does that 18000 compare with the existing? 
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DD: Why is there no mitigation for the impact on commercial and recreational fishing and tourism and 
recreation and property value? There is nothing that you talk about there that addresses the impacts. 
Monitoring forum is not going to help, that’s for the project. I’m talking about mitigation that specifically 
addresses these. 
AW: It is a low to medium impact. 
JW: So you are just going to tell me that my investments are going to decrease and I must just be 
happy with it? 
AW: If you would like a more detailed response, please note your comment on a comment form, and I 
will get the specialist to respond to you on that specific question. 
DD: but the point that we are making is that your mitigation does not consider your negative impacts. 
Establishing a committee means absolutely nothing, it does not take into consideration what you are 
going to do about it and how you are going to go about it, nothing.  
AW: the implementation of all the recommended measures which are recommended for the visual 
impact study, noise impact study, and for marine ecology impact study are all recommendations which 
are going to assist in minimising those negative impacts.  
VG: That should be good, it really sounds good, no I want you to really hear me out. It sounds really 
great, but what does it do for the property value for my house that I have invested in? can you tell me 
that? Because the specialist probably didn’t even look at it. I want to know how many of you guys 
actually live in La Mercy? Which of you live in La Mercy? 
BR: Exactly you are all not from here. All of you don’t live in La Mercy, that is the problem, you can 
only see this from your point of view.  
KL: We live on the North Coast, this is a North Coast issue, not just a La Mercy issue. 
BR: You are all outsiders. That is the truth of the matter, you are all outsiders. You don’t feel for this 
piece land like we do. So you can never understand what we are talking about.  
VG: He presented that the residents just grow vegetables on this land. This has been a historic farm 
area for Indians for the last 100 years.  
AW: Ok, we have our Social Specialist here, Duncan Keal who will present the last presentation and 
you will get responses on your queries from him. 
BR: I don’t think he is going to be able to respond because I saw the report and all you say is this is 
going to be the problem and this is how we are going to attend to it. It does not answer our questions. 
PL: Ok, we will give Duncan some space to present.  
 
Presentation titled “EIA for the proposed sea water RO plant and associated infrastructure at Tongaat 
– Public Meeting – Socio-economic aspects” by Duncan Kael (DK) (Acer) 
  
BR: How many jobs? 
DK: In the order of 200 temporary jobs during the construction phase. 
BR – How many jobs will be lost when people lose their farm land?  
DK: I can’t really remember of the top of my head, but it was considered. 
BR: It doesn’t actually justify the project. 
DK: The number of jobs that will be lost was considered in the assessment.  
BR: How many jobs will be created during construction? And those are all temporary jobs right? 
DK: Yes, temporary for the construction phase. 
DD: What is the total number? 
DK: the order of 200 temporary jobs during the construction phase and that is including pipelines as 
well.  
DD – How many permanent jobs will be created during the operational phase? 
DK: No permanent jobs during the construction phase, operational phase will be discussed in the next 
slide. 
 
Question: Unknown - Did you quantify the economic property loss? 
 
BR: Value of property loss? This loss in property value cannot be quantified because of the emotional 
aspect. Even if you put a figure on it, it will not be reflecting what that land means to the people.  
 
DD – Why did you not include health and safety in terms of powerlines and associated cancer? Why 
did you also not consider safety because I also did not see safety in your social presentation? 
DK: Safety in what sense? During construction? 
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DD: Safety during construction such as road safety, trucking during construction? 
DK – Potential road safety has been included and covered. Powerlines have servitudes in which 
people are not allowed to live in. Eskom has proven that those are not a health and safety issue. 
 
JP – what the public does not know is the discussion regarding the ownership of the property of the 
desalination plant. You know because you and I were involved in the landowners meeting. The 
landowners actually wanted to sell the land and tried to get Umgeni Water to buy the land even before 
this desalination plant becomes a reality. I am including this point because of the point that you raised 
(BR) about the heritage value of the land and the value the people attach to the land. The very 
owners of this property are willing to sell the land. They are very happy to sell.  
BR: It does not matter that the landowners are willing to sell.   
VG: Did he explain why you need the community support. 
BR: It’s not about that. I don’t think you (JP) understand the issue here. 
PL: Ok, you have made your point. Let us move on with the presentation.  
 
BR: For which community will 50 % go to the Ethekwini and Illembe Municipalities? That is the 
problem isn’t it. The whole of the La Mercy zone uses a tiny fraction of the water. You are going to 
ruin our whole space in order to get this water to someone else somewhere else to water their golf 
courses.  
KL: If you got no water in La Mercy, then you are in problems. 
DK: 20 to 30 permanent positions during the operational phase. 
 
BR – The main plant and all skills is going to come from somewhere else and some other country. So 
our people here are not going to be used at all.  
DK: That is why we talk about and propose these migration and enhancement actions.  
 
LW: What are we going to see? What will it look like for residents at King Shaka estate? 
AW: There has not been any 3D modelling done to show you what the plant would look like. The 
visual study took into consideration anticipated visibility, visual exposure, sensitivity etc. to assess the 
potential visual impacts associated with the proposed project and came to the conclusion that residual 
impacts during the operational phase would be of medium to low significance providing that the 
recommended mitigation measures are implemented and is not considered a show stopper. The 
specialist does not deny that there will be an impact.  
LW: But you guys have not spoken to anyone in the area, you have not spoken to us. 
JW: When have you come and spoken to us and the people living behind us and say that you are 
proposing a project of this nature. You have not spoken to any of us. So many people are not aware – 
this is why you have such a limited crowd. Many people don’t actually know what is going on. So this 
really needs to be dealt with from my point of view, you need to inform the greater community. 
Newspaper doesn’t really mean anything. Did somebody actually knock at the doors and say we are 
planning to put up this mega structure here and it is going to affect certain areas.  
AW – I believe that Hugo van Zyl and Duncan Kael (Social specialist) have had focus group meeting 
with surrounding community members. 
 
MW: I live on South Beach Road and I have never seen anyone coming around for meetings. The first 
time I heard about it was in the North Courier - that was the first time I read about and I have been 
living around here for the past 3 years. So I have been around since this project started and this is the 
first time I am hearing about it.  
AW: I have to say that I am very surprised because Les March, who is gone now, has been at every 
single meeting and he also lives in the estate. 
JW: That’s why we are here. 
AW: So the word has been going around. 
VG: But I mean I don’t think you are getting it, that is a resident, they are both telling you what they 
experienced. Can you actually acknowledge that? 
MW: Can I just ask one question? You are talking about drilling and boring and building tunnels and 
all sorts of things and that’s quite a substantial work load that you are doing, now I ask myself the 
following question. 
AP: It was on social media and in three newspapers and the radio. You must be on it to be aware. 
With the new generation, you have to be on the page. People are still aware of it, take for example 
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Wade Holland who lives in Mdloti, he drives all the way here for meetings and he is aware of it. Take 
Jackson for example, he lives in Jackson Estate and he is aware of it yet he does not get a 
newspaper delivered to his house. Lots of people are aware of it. Whatever media you have, please 
read it, this is where the info is. It is three newspapers published in the Tongaat area, as well as the 
North Coast courier. 
BR: But that is not the point, they don’t know about it.  
VN: Whether we were informed before or now, it is not going to change how we feel. 
AP: We need to protect our interest, the water crisis. This is what we are here for. 
MW: I understand that there is a water shortage and everyone agrees that there needs to be 
something done about it. All I was trying to say is the following, I understand that there is a water 
shortage, I would be the first one to jump in and say if there is a water shortage. I agree with the 
principle that something needs to be done about it and they are certainly doing things about it. The 
biggest question that comes in here is the selection of the site. That is what the situation is about here 
because the people that are directly involved in that area, not living in Tongaat, not living in Ballito, not 
living within Mdloti, but the people that are living within that basin, are the people that would be 
directly affected and impacted on and that is why the people are getting so heated up about this. In 
the bigger picture, we are probably not going to be concerned too much because we are a couple of 
people to suffer in the bigger picture. We give a damn about the bigger picture because like I was 
trying to say to you just now was that we have a km behind us, behind that dune is the airport that 
was constructed out of any area. Behind us, behind that dune there are no buildings there, there are 
no houses there, next to and across from the N2. And I say to myself, if this is a bigger picture 
scenario, right now you are looking at 150Ml, what happens when you want to expand that and now 
you need more land and there is no land around? So shouldn’t we be thinking and looking further than 
where we are looking now and take it through and it will cost a little bit more in the short term but put it 
behind there and we can supply more water in future. Why not build it further in land and build a 
bigger plant to supply water to the whole area. 
 
JP – In terms of visual impacts, the height of buildings is supposed to be maximum 10 m. Did the 
specialists consider lowering the land and therefore the height of the buildings to decrease the visual 
impacts? It’s better to sacrifice costs than visual impacts. 
KM – Lets record that as a comment. I said at the very first meeting that IF the visual impact is the 
reason why there is so much resistance here and I have heard lots of other comments but, architects 
can look at this and do amazing things to minimize visual impacts. If you knew what is under the Bluff, 
you would be surprised. And there is no reason why they couldn’t do it here. If it warrants it and if 
there is a concern and if there is an impact, we can develop an architectural arrangement that will suit 
people but we need to understand that, that is the impact. If the issues are clouded by other things, 
then we can’t do that. If it is an impact, then it has to be assessed in the EIA and will be sent through 
as part of the EIA report. If it is a mitigation measure that it will need to be taken into account. 
 
BR – Kevin, I have to respond to that. You say this is maybe a visual impact thing, you are sorely 
mistaken. I totally disagree that this is the main issue. 
KM – We did not say that it is just a visual issue. I said IF visual impacts are the issue. 
 
RS – I think you based your projection on the costing and how much you will generate etc. I tell you 
the 0.15 m/s and 200 microns, you will not get what you want. I also think that you don’t even have a 
drawing of what it is actually going to be at Tongaat? What will it look like? 
 
DD – Has the Draft EIA report been sent to us? How can we oppose the project and join forces.  
BR – I have sent the report to everyone. 
DD – Tongaat people must bear in mind that a few years ago the Tongaat gas pipeline project was 
implemented and Tongaat has very unstable ground so putting more pipes in unstable ground will 
lead to problems. So don’t say it is fine now if you are not happy. It can affect you and it can affect 
them that are living in La Mercy. I think the disappointing thing for me is that the social impact study 
has not covered everything, and it seems like it was a tick-box approach, and from what I’m hearing is 
that there are huge gaps left out of the study. I think we really have to look at it. The final question is 
given your commenting period and that you as UW are not sure, and that probably you might not go 
ahead with this, depending on what occurs at Umkomaas. Is it not feasible to extend the timeframe to 
give us a bit more time so that we can make more meaningful contributions to the process and 
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engage with the studies? Strategically, you had a meeting at Tongaat and not at La Mercy so you 
could leave out the affected people. It would have been crucial to have their inputs. How do you 
engage the broader community of La Mercy where the plant is proposed to be put? I think it is a 
travesty of justice when you move the meeting to an area where lesser people will be affected. 
 
JP – Just a point to make. I am President of the Tongaat Civic Associations – we have the 21 civics in 
Tongaat under. Also served on La Mercy Rate civic Association (Rate payers association).  Also 
STRACA (Seatides) chairman was made aware of the project and of our position. We neither oppose 
or support it, we are following a legal process. They all know what is going on. We are just following 
the legal process. Raise your comments, concerns, let them get officially recorded and you have the 
opportunity until the 9 May to raise your comments. I am a resident in La Mercy and even have a flat 
across the proposed site and so I have a vested interest in La Mercy. 
BR – But you are contradicting yourself. When you say something different from before, you are 
contradicting yourself, and these people don’t know that. I know what you have said before. 
JP – Not at all. Certain people should not create wrong impression and if you remember that your 
action group said last year that they “successfully” stopped the plant. Bad publicity. I have been part 
of the associations and EIA process and follow the process. 
BR – We did not say that, we said that we caused it to be suspended. It doesn’t matter what the 
newspaper says and this is not about that. 
JP: I know what is going on and we are following the process. If anyone has any comments, submit 
them as part of the EIA Process and let the Minister consider it.  
JW: Are you saying you are talking to the wrong people? 
JP: No I am saying you should write your comments and submit them. 
 
JW: I had a look at the map you put up at the beginning of the presentation where you selected 
various areas for the proposed plant. There is an area near Sibaya that is flat. Why was the Sibaya 
area not chosen for the proposed desalination plant as opposed to Tongaat? There are not any 
houses on the area, may down the hill I am not too sure what is on the other side in the Mdloti area. It 
looks like it will have limited impacts in Sibaya area. Secondly, who will actually be managing the 
construction process? You may have one of the big contractors coming here, besides the 
environmental impacts of the actual project during the operational phase such as saline water being 
put out to sea, marine impacts etc. What about the litter that comes from the construction site? What 
will happen when the wind blows the waste and litter onto beach into the ocean? Who is going to 
control that waste, where is that waste going to go? How is that waste going to impact on the 
environment because I don’t think that was touched on once during the presentation.  
PL: Valid point, waste point we can respond to and it’s a question of who will run the facility? 
KM – There are a number of institutional arrangement on how a project like this would go forward. 
Because it is a technology that is not commonly used in SA and not on a large scale, we would 
probably use an overseas company, with Umgeni Water to design, build and operate the plant for 
about 7 years.  
JW: Then how accurate is your presentation that you just gave to us? 
KM: We cannot do an EIA on a design – a design would take 10% of the total cost and it would cost 
about 7 million. You do an EIA on a conceptual design and then you design it after that. Feasibility 
study done on what we believe it will look like and the engineers (Aurecon) have been involved in 
doing that.  
JW: No you are talking about aesthetics. I am talking about that management of that process of the 
limited impact to the environment in the area. 
KM: From our point of view, we would be a partner for a number of years and we would oversee 
everything. 
 
DD: What about the question about the extension of time? 
 
VN – I also have quite a few questions so just bear with me. I am also an engineering professional. 
You have not given us traffic impacts, dust impacts, pollution mitigation. You have done a basic 
assessment, this doesn’t hold any ground in terms of a true impact and full impact on that area. Who 
owns this property that you have earmarked? What is your selection criteria in choosing this site? 
Could you not have approached bigger companies to acquire land from them such as THD because 
they have a lot of land? Where are you getting access from - are you taking this off the main road, the 
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M4? Who is this EIA being submitted to for approval? Departments have their laws such as DMOSS, 
how has that been considered for a project of this nature? Those are my questions. Why Tongaat 
land? Can you give a reason? 
KM – From an engineering point of view, as I showed earlier on there is very limited land that is 
suitable for desalination. There is a lot of land around where you can build a factory but that is not 
suitable for desalination. There are specific criteria that you have to take into account when 
constructing a desalination plant. We looked at a site at Sibaya (in the vicinity of Sibaya), we had a 
site there I can show you the report, it is not suitable, although it might seem suitable when you look 
at. 
VN: At Sibaya? 
KM: No not at Sibaya, down below Sibaya (in the vicinity of Sibaya). 
VN: You know why it is not suitable because it is part of Tongaat Huletts Land. I know because I am 
involved in a project there.  
KM: No that is not the reason, take the report and read it I have it here on the computer, don’t put 
words in my mouth. That is not the reason why it is not suitable. 
JW: Can you give us a reason? 
KM: I can give you a reason, it is because of the geotech, the topography, and there is not 7 ha of 
land available there that is suitable for putting a desalination plant close to the ocean. So that is the 
point, I can show you. What I am saying is that there is engineering considerations that were taken 
into account, we didn’t just choose this (Desainager) site, why would we choose that site, it’s got 
water on it, it’s got agriculture on it, why would we just use that site.  
BR: But you did not talk to the people before you started choosing sites. 
KM: So from an engineering point of view, that is why we did that. The other questions from an 
environmental point of view, they were addressed. 
DD: Please do not say that they were addressed; there are a number of questions that you said you 
will answer after the meeting, now I listened to you, I have noted them all down. So don’t say they 
were addressed, if you want me to go to my document here I can go back. 
 
Sharmla Ramharry (SR): Just to clarify, all the assessments and studies done by your experts, the 
end results, would be low impact or medium impact or high impact ideally as you have shown. When 
do these recommendations become a reality? Who will check it will be actually be done? 
AW – EMPr (Part B of the report) would be taken into consideration by DEA and would be a condition 
of an ROD – UW/operation and construction company would be legally bound to those 
recommendations and will need to be implemented. This EMP details actions to be implemented ito 
waste management, alignments, general construction good practices etc. 
 
SR - Does this apply to all dams under operation by UW?  
AW – Yes 
SR - My concern is that UW did not follow those on a dam.  
KM – Where is this information coming from? 
SR – Watch 50/50 tomorrow, which will be specifically on water and the management thereof. 
 
WH – Transmission line ploughing through wetlands – fatal flaw on whole design. Those wetlands 
are very special. They have all sorts of nutrients. The whole process is a fatal flaw. Recycling should 
have been considered first, way before desalination should have been considered. Alternatives are 
inadequate. In the northern area, there is about 240 Million litres of grey water down to sewer – 
wastage. If we can address the water we lose every day, this would be way ahead of desalination 
and associated Carbon footprint, wetlands impacts and all impacts on that area. Why is UW not 
pushing for recycling? 
KM – Wastewater reuse is another option for supply to end users. You can take water from a 
sewerage plant – treat it directly and distribute to consumers or you can send it to Hazelmere dam 
first and then treat it in a water works and deliver to end users. They are all options, but it doesn’t 
mean that desalination is not an option. We did not compare treatment versus desalination in the EIA 
just as like we don’t compare desalination to water demand management. Alternatives are based on 
infrastructure that we are planning to develop as part of this project and not between projects.  
 
DD – But you must investigate it.  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 190  

KM – We have investigating it just as we have investigate water re-use as an option. EThekwini 
pursued a long investigation on re-use of water but it was turned down by the public. Public objected 
re-use of waste water. What we are talking about now is the EIA for this desalination project. If there 
are pipelines going through wetlands that you think have not been taken into consideration then 
please let us know about it. Wetland concerns have been taken into account– there was a wetland 
specialist on board to ensure that impacts on wetlands would be avoided or minimised and that 
mitigation actions would be recommended. Noise, odour and dust have been taken into account. If 
they have not been presented here then it is in the report. 
 
BR – People, we are talking about hundreds of effects, hundreds. The cumulative impacts are going 
to be so devastating to this stretch of land that you will never be able to rehabilitate it. Is it worth it? 
That is what I am asking because you are going to produce some water for a certain group of people. 
This desalination project is not going to help people miles away from us. It is going to have to be just 
for this community and we have no growth as such to require this plant to be put in anytime soon. 
Going to cause all of us a lot of misery for a number of years once we deal with this structure – 
safety, pollution, devastation to our environment and climate change, which we haven’t touched on 
yet. You have been putting this into nice boxes, been ticked off. Not looking at the cumulative effects. 
All of those effects will be so massive in the end that the cost of this project will be many times 
bigger.  
PL – Cumulative effects have been assessed as part of this EIA. 
 
Meeting closed. 
. 
 
  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 191  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 192  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 193  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 194  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 195  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 196  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 197  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 198  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 199  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 200  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 201  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 202  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 203  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 204  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 205  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 206  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 207  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 208  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 209  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 210  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 211  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 212  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 213  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 214  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 215  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 216  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 217  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 218  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 219  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 220  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 221  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 222  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 223  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 224  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 225  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 226  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 227  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 228  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 229  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 230  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 231  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 232  

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 233  



 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 234  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Copyright 2016 © CSIR – June 2016 

Appendix E, Public Participation, Page 235  

APPENDIX E.6.    
CORRESPONDENCE TO I&APs – RELEASE OF FINAL 

EIA REPORT 

Letter 7 to I&APs  
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