
 

Thursday, 28 June 2012 

 

 

Mr Sivuyile Mpakane     Sivuyile.mpakane@dmr.gov.za 

Western Cape Regional Manager 

Department of Mineral Resources 
 

 Dear Mr Mpakane 

 
GREEN FLASH TRADING 251 (PTY) LTD AND GREEN FLASH TRADING 257 (PTY) 

LTD APPLICATIONS FOR PROSPECTING RIGHTS IN THE OCEAN - CAPE 

COLUMBINE TO CAPE INFANTA 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN Amended 28 February 2012 

 

This Association has obtained sight of certain correspondence between World Wildlife 

Fund and Green Flash Trading 251 and 257 in connection with the above applications for 

prospecting rights for marine phosphates.  In the light of this new information, we are 

constrained to object in the strongest possible terms to the EMP process as conducted by 

the said company (or companies) along with the relevant EMP document.  In particular 

we are offended that the above named EMP misrepresents our viewpoints. 

 

We wish to register the following objections in general: 

1. The so called public participation process that took place in Cape Town on 27
th
 

February 2012 was farcical in the extreme.  The “process”, comprised a single 

occasion held at a venue so obscure and confusing (Jan van Riebeeck Junior 

School Sports Grounds) that only three persons from this Association and 

another party even found the place.  Even those that found it concurred that it 

was only by the merest luck that they did so.  We are aware of others who “drove 

around for a long time and then went home”  

2. The alleged public participation process consisted of a hastily prepared power 

point demonstration followed by a question and answer session – no other 

substantive documentation was produced.  We were handicapped by this lack of 

informational material and were left with very little with which to procure further 

expert advice and particulars.   
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3. Green Flash Trading’s only expert consultant present at the meeting was unable to 

answer our queries satisfactorily --- particularly those about the technology and 

environmental effects of the envisaged mining processes. 

4. The Green Flash Trading EMP Reports (seen by us for the first time on 26
th

 June 

2012) are non professional; imply nonexistent environmental research and are 

lacking in evidence - indeed the EMP commentary consists largely of 

opportunistic, unattributed, incoherent, cut-and-paste non sequiturs. (the serial 

misnaming in the leading paragraph under heading of “Public Participation” is 

indicative) 

5. The said documents are silent on the environmental aspects of the ultimate 

objective  

6. The information in the above said documents contradicts and differs from that 

conveyed to us in the meeting (two examples --- we do not recall that trenching 

was actually proposed on the “Public Participation” occasion nor that the 

exploratory phase could take as much as five years) 

7. The supporting documents falsely impute to the “fishing industry” a neutral or 

even favourable view of the exploration proposals whereas we were opposed – 

for reasons set out below and explained at the time.  

8. We were informed for the first time of the project itself at the said meeting on 

Monday 27
th

 February 2012 and told that objections closed the very next day, 

Tuesday.   Admittedly, we only have layman’s knowledge of the relevant 

Regulations and processes but we found this breathtaking assertion of a two day 

time frame so inappropriate that we still have difficulty believing that it could 

really be so.     

We concede that our objection of 27 February 2012 may appear cursory but it is 

substantive.  Not being able to ascertain whether the Department of Mineral Resources 

would countenance further inputs from stakeholders after the immediate Tuesday, we 

proceeded with a summary, pro forma objection on a prescribed form.  We did this not 

only to register our contrary attitude but with a view to ensuring that we would be 

recognised as a primary stakeholder and /or interested party and thus be able to receive 

further communications and participate in ongoing processes – no communication of any 

kind has since been received. 

 

For the record this Association objected to the proposals on the following basis:- 

Although the Association declared that it could not in good conscience object to the 

phosphate exploration proposals on grounds of the ostensible impact of a few small 

boreholes and grab samples and, although it also declared that it favoured research as a 

general rule, it did not support the proposal because it was evident to us, even then, that 

the hake trawl grounds and prospective phosphate beds appeared to coincide (overlap) 

almost exactly. (to elaborate; the relevant fishing and mining technologies exploit  the 

same kind of “soft bottom” in the same areas --- the big difference being that phosphate 

mining does it in ways generally known to be harmful to the biological habitat while 

bottom fishing uses the identical ecosystem sustainably)   



Knowing what we did about the extensive and invasive nature of marine phosphate 

extraction processes, it remains obvious to us that the mining operations flowing from the 

prospecting phase will devastate a substantial proportion of South Africa’s prime 

trawling grounds.  In the light of Green Flash Trading’s declared ultimate purpose it is 

manifestly apparent that expenditure on phosphate exploration in the area would turn out 

fruitless --- and therefore insupportable.   

 

We state for the record that other sectors of the fishing industry would almost certainly 

also be affected by the bottom effects and/or the  plume effects on the water column of 

suction or dredge mining and these sectors have not been given any meaningful 

opportunity to comment on the plans of Green Flash Trading. 

  

We reiterate, our expressed view was contrary to the impression conveyed by Green 

Flash Trading 251 and 257 (Pty) Ltd in its/their EMP documentation.  It remains 

unthinkable that the Government would allow marine phosphate exploitation in the 

nominal area to the great detriment of South Africa’s future food security and 

employment.  We therefore assert that there would be no substantive point to exploration 

in the area.  

 

Yours faithfully 

 
C A R Bross 

SECRETARY 

 
 

cc Loyiso Magwebu (Loyiso.Magwebu@dmr.gov.za).  
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