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The Wild Coast Conservation Forum  

P O Box 100

Port St Johns

costello@wildcoast.co.za
The South African Constitution is considered one of the most progressive in the world. As such, it is a document of which of which we, as the citizens of this country, can be justifiably proud. It establishes an environmental right that promotes conservation and secure ecologically sustainable development and use of natural resources, and advocates the prevention of ecological degradation through reasonable legislative measures, perhaps, most importantly, the National Environment Conservation Act (the NEMA).  
 

The NEMA prescribes how we, as the citizens of this country, are to interact with and protect our national environment & heritage. The duty of care, which it imposes, determines how best we as the citizens of South Africa can benefit by ensuring a sustainable balance between development needs and environmental needs.

 

That the proposed N2 Toll Road along the Wild Coast causes such emotional and acrimonious outburst from the citizens of this country is a strong indication of just how badly the prescribed due diligence principles and procedures laid down in NEMA have been adhered to, and how flawed the whole process has been to date.

 

We as the Wild Coast Conservation Forum are not, by inference, opposed to the development of a road of whatever nature through what was originally the old Transkei. 

We would like to state very clearly that we are NOT opposed to any form of development, such as Coega or the N2 Toll Road through the Wild Coast.  

 

What we are strongly opposed to however, are proposals and projects which seemingly fail to adhere to the principles and procedures laid in the National Environmental Management Act, as also other related acts.

 

In the case of the N2 Toll road what we are opposed to, and very strongly so, is the arbitrary manner in which a proposal of this magnitude has been initiated and presented as a fait accompli without those proposing it having complied with all necessary environmental, administrative, planning, and consultation processes as set out in inter alia the NEMA. WCCF stance is, and we believe that this is the stance of all law-abiding citizens of SA (both those proposing and those opposing this development), that the strict letter of the law be adhered to and complied with at all times with regard to all aspects of the proposed development.

 

Environmentalists, whether professional or laypersons, tend by nature to be passionate about the environment and as a result well informed about their areas of specialization. The concerns that they raise are based on an awareness of the long term environmental destruction and attendant economic losses that can result from ill-conceived and badly implemented projects. (A prime example of this is the massive flooding suffered by New Orleans as a result of wetland destruction. In South Africa recent flood damage to houses in George can be attributed directly to construction in a flood plain. The collapse of the Keiskamma pass is another costly example of not paying heed to environmental and geological factors in development planning.)

To attempt to denigrate concerned persons by addressing them in derogatory terms, such as greenies or tree huggers or whatever other names they tend to be called, or attributing to them motives such as “they care more for the flies than people” indicates nothing more than petulant immaturity on the part of the persons implementing these juvenile tactics. It is common cause in any mature debate that one should address and attack the problem and not the person.

 

Those guilty of making such statements display an astounding lack of maturity. By attempting to harass and perhaps silence (through embarrassing juvenile tactics such as name-calling and derogatory remarks) people concerned enough about our environment to actually want to protect it, those who use such tactics cast serious doubt on their motives and expose themselves to concerns that their actions might be motivated by direct or indirect vested interests in the projects that they are attempting to either protect or propagate.

 

By attacking and attempting to silence concerned persons, the attacker is directly opposing the precincts of the National Environmental Act, and the principles of Democracy, and as such, could be deemed guilty of attempting to undermine the rule of law.

 

South Africa is a democracy, and a wonderful one at that. (For those of us who tend to forget, the definition of Democracy is a system of government by the whole population.)

 

With regard to the issue of the Wild Coast N2 Toll Road, the Consortium advocating its construction has every right to propose that a road of this nature be constructed, and in so doing they are exercising their rights as Citizens in a Democratic country and society.

 

Those of us who believe that proposals such as the Wild Coast N2 Toll Road could be detrimental to the Environment are compelled, both morally as also by the onus of responsibility placed on us by the Constitution, to vocalize and register our opposition to it. 

 

In so doing we are exercising our rights as citizens in a Democratic society, and in addition are meeting obligations and duties imposed on us by the Constitution.

 

What should follow from this divergence of opinions should be a debate between Proposers and Opposers, mediated and guided by existent Laws, and culminating in a transparent and reasoned project that satisfies the needs of all aspects of society, both for now and for the foreseeable future.

 

We, as the Wild Coast Conservation Forum, would like to request that the public join us and other concerned bodies such as SWC (Sustaining the Wild Coast, previously Save the Wild Coast) in ensuring that the proposal for the construction of a Wild Coast N2 Toll road be as open and transparent as possible, and that it conforms in to the guidelines and regulations laid down by NEMA. 

 

We would like to suggest that information relating to the project, from conception and throughout the various stages involved in a project of this nature, be made available to the public in the form of freely available executive summaries, and not as voluminous tomes confined, or would it be unfair to say, hidden, in distant libraries and Municipal offices, and as such not freely available to interested and affected parties as happened in the past.

 

We would like to remind the Proposers that the land of what was the former Transkei is a Trust and is NOT State Land. It is land held in trust by the State for its aboriginal inhabitants by the terms of the Development Trust and Land act of 1936, this Act being repealed in the old South Africa but not in the Transkei.

 

We would like to request that those proposing the construction of a road through a previously undeveloped area, inhabited by a largely uneducated population, use every means possible to ensure that these persons be fully appraised of the effect, for better or for worse, that the construction of this road will have on their lives, and that these person’s, mostly members of a tribal society, be informed of their Constitutional rights relating to this issue, and that they be given every opportunity to understand and exercise these.

 

Failure on their part to do so would create the situation where the assets of the Trust could be de facto expropriated without the people’s knowledge and without proper compensation.
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