
 

 

 

CHASA Response to Portfolio Committee on Environmental Affairs’ Condemnation of 

SANParks Coperative Agreement with Neighbors. 14 Feb 2019 

The following Parliamentary Media Release refers: 

Parliament, Wednesday, 6 February 2019 – The Portfolio Committee on Environmental Affairs 

strongly condemns the actions of South African National Parks (SANParks) in proceeding to sign 

the cooperative agreement between the Kruger National Park and the Association of Private 

Nature Reserves despite the directives of Parliament.  

In September last year, the committee requested SANParks to compile a concept paper on the 

sharing of benefits arising from the collapse of the fence in the western boundary of the Kruger 

National Park in the interest of broader society to be presented to the committee in 

October/November 2018. The committee wanted to engage with SANParks and subsequently hold 

public hearings to determine the best way forward. Despite this clear committee resolution which 

was subsequently publicly communicated through a media statement, SANParks defied 

Parliament and went ahead with the signing of the cooperative agreement even after it was 

brought to their attention by the chairperson of the committee that by proceeding with that 

action, they will be in breach of both the committee and the National Assembly resolutions on this 

matter. 

The committee is appalled by the conduct of SANParks and believes that there should be 

consequences for defying Parliament. The committee will engage with the Minister of 

Environmental Affairs to ensure that an appropriate sanction is taken in this regard. 

The committee has also requested SANParks to once more prepare a comprehensive presentation 

on the benefit sharing to the communities, arising from the collapse of the fence in the western 

boundary of the Kruger National Park. The presentation must also include the current hunting 

protocols that allow hunting of animals in the Greater Kruger National Park as a result of an open 

system. 

ISSUED BY THE PARLIAMENTARY COMMUNICATION SERVICES ON BEHALF OF THE 

CHAIRPERSON OF THE PORTFOLIO COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS, MR PHILLEMON 

MAPULANE.  



 

CHASA is concerned to read the stance taken by the Portfolio Committee for Environmental Affairs on the 

matter of SANParks going about their legitimate mandate in a proactive and creative manner. It has always 

been our understanding (clearly enunciated to us in no uncertain terms by another Parliamentary 

Committee, that for Police, whenever we deal with matters of SAPS failures) that while committees hold 

an oversight role and a responsibility to report and make recommendations, they have absolutely no 

mandate to directly interfere at the operational level. 

It is untenable to expect any functionary to try serve or appease two different masters. SANParks is 

governed by a Board, duly appointed and empowered in terms of legislation, to oversee the operational 

activities of its executive and staff. To drag that same executive and staff to answer and act at the 

operational level to the Portfolio Committee is not just illegitimate in terms of law, but also highly 

immoral. It must prove very disheartening to the capable, dedicated and passionate people who try run 

our parks. They will surely prove the legitimacy and correctness of the processes they have followed 

towards the benefit sharing and expansion of area on Kruger’s western border. 

But we must now ask, as advocates of sustainable-use, whether the Portfolio Committee has not 

somehow been captured by the doctrine of animal-rightism, which has a coordinated and devious agenda 

to replace conservation with preservation, at huge potential cost to human needs. 

Our concern is legitimised when one looks at the program applied on the 5 & 6 Feb at their inquiry into 

the Kruger & Private Reserves Benefit Sharing Agreement. At least five anti-use and anti-hunting 

presenters were invited, and these brought in turn a number of emotional sub-presenters purported to 

be the representatives of the local communities. Yet not a single organisation which stands for the 

sustainable and equitable use of natural resources was included. Many of us have walked the long and 

hard road with government to formulate the Green Economy Strategy which promises to transform and 

unlock the true potential our wildlife and biodiversity promises, yet none of us were invited. In fact, even 

legitimate, “non-use” mainstream conservation NGOs were totally absent. With all due respect it must be 

said that the Committee Members hold no specialised knowledge relating to conservation and wildlife 

stewardship. They are making decisions and statements and influencing policy based only on what is 

presented to them. If the selection of NGOs which present are going to be totally one-sided and excludes 

all of the legitimate sustainable-use side, the writing is on the wall for our Green Economy. Not only our 

CHASA members (Hunters) but all logical thinking people need to be concerned.  

This committee clearly has an anti-hunting bias generally. They must believe that wildlife cannot replenish 

itself when harvested sustainably. Do they even have the slightest notion of what a decade of work 

towards developing our Biodiversity Economy Strategy was all about? Was the late Edna Molewa the only 

politician who understood the concept of conservation through balancing people & wildlife needs? She 

must be turning in her grave… 

The CHASA Executive (Stephen Palos – CEO) 

The full PMG report, together with the presentations can be found on the following two links: 

 https://pmg.org.za/committee-meeting/27824/ 

https://pmg.org.za/committee-meeting/27826/ 
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