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CELEBRATING A MAJOR
CLIMATE VICTORY: COURT
SETS ASIDE APPROVAL FOR
THABAMETSI COAL POWER
PLANT

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

Last week, the High Court in Pretoria set aside the
environmental approval for the 1200 MW
Thabametsi coal-fired power station that would
have been built in its first phase at 557 MW outside
Lephalale in Limpopo province.

The court order was the result of the settlement of
a court application brought by environmental
justice groups Earthlife Africa and groundWork,
Friends of the Earth, South Africa against the
development company Thabametsi (Pty) Ltd and
the state, asking the court to set aside the
environmental approval for the plant.

Photo: WECCF members protesting outside Pretoria High Court against the
Thabametsi coal build

“Thabametsi would have been a climate and
environmental disaster that would have cost
our country R12.57 billion compared to a least
cost electricity system,” says Makoma
Lekalakala, director of Earthlife Africa.

In 2015, the year in which South Africa ratified
the Paris Climate Agreement, as many as 13
private coal power plants were being planned
under the 1000 MW coal-baseload independent
power producer procurement programme. In
2016, two coal power plants, Thabametsi and
Khanyisa, were announced as preferred bidders
under the first bid window of this programme.

Thabametsi was backed by South Korea's
KEPCO and Japan’s Marubeni. Marubeni had
stepped in as lead project developer after
French company Engie withdrew its stake,
under pressure from environmental justice
groups, in 2015. Khanyisa, planned for
Mpumalanga, is backed by Saudi company
ACWA Power.

Environmental justice group Earthlife Africa
challenged Thabametsi's environmental
approval in court in 2017, represented by the
Centre for Environmental Rights. In March 2017,
in a landmark judgment, the Pretoria High
Court set aside the environmental approval for
the plant, holding that the Environment
Minister was obliged to consider climate
impacts in her decision, but had failed to do so.
This was South Africa’s first climate change
court case.

Based on government’s own specifications,
both Thabametsi and Khanyisa were designed
to be highly greenhouse gas (GHG) emission
intensive. Thabametsi's own climate change
impact assessment showed that it would be
one of the most emission intensive plants in the
world - 60% higher than Medupi. That impact
assessment also showed that the project’s
existence was at risk due to water scarcity,
which would be exacerbated by climate
change.

Despite all this, in early 2018 the Environment
Minister again upheld Thabametsi’'s
environmental authorisation, on the basis that



https://cer.org.za/
https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Judgment-Earthlife-Thabametsi-Final-06-03-2017.pdf
https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/21559-2018-19-November-2020.pdf
https://cer.org.za/programmes/pollution-climate-change/litigation/the-proposed-thabametsi-ipp-earthlife-africa-johannesburg-v-department-of-environmental-affairs-thabametsi-power-project-pty-ltd-and-others
http://www.groundwork.org.za/
https://www.foei.org/member-groups/africa/south-africa

the 2010 Integrated Resource Plan for Electricity
(IRP) called for new coal-fired power capacity, and
had already assessed climate impacts.

Environmental justice group groundWork joined
Earthlife in launching new court proceedings,
arguing that the Minister had to exercise her own
discretion, and consider the project-specific
climate impacts of the Thabametsi project, instead
of treating the country’s electricity plan as
determinative of her decision.

Earthlife and groundWork, represented by CER,
complemented this judicial review by launching
legal challenges of all other approvals given for
Thabametsi, Khanyisa, and a series of other private
coal plants - this included environmental
authorisations, water use licences, atmospheric

emission licences and approvals by the National
Energy Regulator of South Africa.

“Thabametsi
would have
been a climate
and
environmental
disaster that
would have cost
our country
R12.57 billion
compared to a
least cost
electricity

system”

In that same year, modelling by UCT's Energy
Research Centre showed that, in fact, neither
Thabametsi nor Khanyisa was required for SA’s
electricity system. On the contrary, these two
unnecessary coal plants would cost South
Africa nearly R20 billion more than a least-cost
electricity system, and would require costly
increased mitigation efforts in the power sector
in order to meet climate commitments.

Although it took many months of pressure from
community and NGO activists and shareholders,
private banks Standard Bank, FirstRand,
Nedbank and Absa eventually agreed to
withdraw from funding Thabametsi and
Khanyisa. Nedbank, Absa, FirstRand and
Standard Bank have since released policies that
constrain their future funding of coal power.
Nedbank has confirmed it will not fund any

new coal plants, regardless of technology.

Towards the end of 2019, the Environment
Department advised that Khanyisa's
environmental authorisation had expired - a
development disputed by Khanyisa. In July
2020, Khanyisa received another blow when the
Water Tribunal set aside its water license on
procedural grounds, but confirming for the first
time that climate impacts are relevant

considerations when considering_a water

licence application.

By November 2020, Thabametsi had reached
the end of the road. The Development Bank of
South Africa, the Public Investment
Commission and the Industrial Development
Corporation withdrew their financing for
Thabametsi, and investors KEPCO and
Marubeni announced their withdrawal too.
Thabametsi agreed to settle the litigation with
Earthlife and groundWork, and notified
government that it was cancelling the project.

“Public interest litigation was a key aspect of
this campaign”, says Nicole Loser, head of the
Centre for Environmental Rights’ Pollution and
Climate Change programme. “Not only did we
manage to create new jurisprudence and legal
precedent to aid future campaigns, but the
litigation has pushed for better decisions that
align with Constitutional rights, backed up by
science and economics.



https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/ERC-Coal-IPP-Study-Report-Finalv2-290518.pdf
https://cer.org.za/news/water-tribunal-says-all-new-water-licences-must-take-climate-change-into-consideration
https://justshare.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/coal-financing-standard.pdf
https://www.firstrand.co.za/media/society/risk/policy-on-thermal-coal-financing.pdf
https://sustainability.standardbank.com/documents/coal-fired-power-finance-policy-2019.pdf
https://cer.org.za/news/another-nail-in-the-coffin-for-doomed-khanyisa-private-coal-plant-project
https://cer.org.za/news/water-tribunal-says-all-new-water-licences-must-take-climate-change-into-consideration

Thomas Mnguni, groundWork’s Coal Campaigner
based on the Mpumalanga Highveld shares his
experience from working in the area for
environmental justice over the last two decades.
“Being in constant dialogue with community
people and organisations living in coal impacted
areas has been key to linking people’s ill health,
poverty and the destruction of their environments
and livelihoods to the coal industry. Slowly,
through constant engagement, people are
understanding that coal is not a development plan,
but rather an extractive plan, which leaves local
communities and the environment devastated.”

The shelving of Thabametsi means that:

e 136,1 million tonnes of carbon dioxide
equivalent GHG emissions will never enter the

atmosphere. If Khanyisa is also shelved, a further

75,9 million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent
GHG emissions will never be emitted:;

e 720 000 cubic metres of precious water per
annum, for 30 years, have been saved - a crucial
win in a highly water scarce region of a water
scarce country forecast to be particularly hard
hit as the climate crisis intensifies;

e significant air pollution that would have harmed

the lives and health of residents of Lephalale
and surrounds - already affected by Eskom’s
Medupi and Matimba - has been avoided; and

e the South African public has been spared from
unnecessary expenditure of 57 billion compared
to a least cost electricity system (which is
renewable and flexible, and has no new coal). If
Khanyisa is also shelved alongside Thabametsi,
that would save South Africa a total of R19.68
billion.

“‘Globally, planned coal plants are rapidly being
abandoned, and the UN Secretary General has
implored nations to cease building any new coal
plants from 2020,” says Lekalakala. “The
consequences of continuing on the fossil fuel
development trajectory are dire for our health,
economy and continued life on a habitable planet.”

Despite all this, the Energy Minister’s
September 2020 IRP determination calls for
1500 MW of electricity to be generated from
new coal plants, and government still appears
to be backing a brand new 3 300 MW coal plant
to accompany the Musina Makhado Special
Economic Zone - a proposed metallurgical
industrial complex in Limpopo.

Both science and economics now powerfully
motivate for all new coal projects to be
abandoned, and to be replaced with cheaper
renewable energy - owned not only by private
interests, but by community cooperatives, local
government and Eskom - generating clean,

cheap people’s power.

Photo: WECCF woman standing in solidarity with other climate defenders who
have risked their lives opposing coal projects such as Thabametsi which has
been shelved
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REFLECTIONS FROM MUSINA_ in a meaningful way, on their issues of concern.

The main concerns related to access to water,

MAKHADO SPECIAL ECONOMIC which is already a huge problem for these
ZONE (MMSEZ) communities, as well as the potential loss of

biodiversity.

“‘Our main goal in Musina-Makhado is to ensure
that communities have the ability to participate, in
a meaningful way, on their issues of concern. The
main concerns related to access to water, which

In an effort to ensure communities participate fully is already a huge problem for these communities,
in the public participation processes that formed as well as the potential loss of biodiversity. The
part of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) MMSEZ would no doubt also impact climate

for the proposed Musina-Makhado Special change, but would also exacerbate the issue of air
Economic Zone (MMSEZ), the Earthlife Africa pollution and its consequences, for these
Johannesburg team - Thabo Sibeko (ELA Coal communities,” says Sibeko.

Campaigner), Brandon Abdinor (ELA Associate) and
Makoma Lekalakala - made their way to Musina-
Makhado to engage with communities over their
concerns regarding the massive project.

BY BRANDON ABDINOR

READ MORE: This Daily Maverick article, penned by
Brandon Abdinor Killing_the Holy Ghost: Limpopo’s
Musina-Makhado SEZ - A not-so-go zone? -
expands on some of the key issues, and also offers
additional links to insights from Kevin Bloom.

“‘Our main goal in Musina-Makhado is to ensure

that communities have the ability to participate, Brandon Abdinor is an attorney and mediator

practicing in Johannesburg. He also consults
on dispute resolution, environmental
governance and best practice.

“The MMSEZ
would no doubt
also impact
climate change,
but would also
exacerbate the

issue of air
pollution”

i

Photo: Musina Makhado Special Economic Zone (MMSEZ) community members
at an EIA public participation workshop held by Earthlife Africa



https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/
https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2020-09-18-killing-the-holy-ghost-limpopos-musina-makhado-sez-a-not-so-go-zone/
https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2020-09-18-killing-the-holy-ghost-limpopos-musina-makhado-sez-a-not-so-go-zone/

EARTHLIFE AND CO. ANALYSE
THE IMF'S POLICIES FOR A
GREEN FUTURE

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

Earthlife Africa Johannesburg, along with
Greenpeace and Recourse, have published an
analysis of the International Monetary Fund’s (IMF)
green-lighting of fossil fuel expansion, despite the
Fund’s stated support for a green COVID-19
recovery and transition to a climate-resilient and
low-carbon economy.

Makoma Lekalakala of Earthlife Africa and a
Goldman Prize winner in South Africa, points out
that “the IMF needs to re-evaluate infrastructure

investment plans based on the “right” energy price.

COVID-19-induced project delays provide
opportunities to redirect resources from pending

Build Back Better?
IMF’s policy advice hampers green
COVID19 recovery

Photo: Earthlife Africa Johannesburg and Co. published Report on the IMF's
policies

coal power plants and other fossil fuel
infrastructure to climate-safe alternatives.”

‘Bongiwe Matsoha, Researcher at Earthlife Africa
adds that the "new" economic recovery plan still
proposes to expand oil and gas production in the
country. However, the exploitation of these fossil
fuels will not only hamper our climate action

and social development goals, but may actually set
us back.

"All tabled economic recovery plans ought to help
accelerate the transition to a low-carbon future,
and unfortunately, this proposed recovery plan will
not. It will, instead, significantly hinder plans to
raise our climate ambition in 2021," says Matsoha.

See the press release below (originally shared
on 8 October 2020, and produced by Recourse),
which lays out some of the key issues, providing
links to the analysis and further information
around the IMF's questionable approach.

Download/Read the New Recourse,
Greenpeace, Earthlife Africa and Centre for
Financial Accountability report here, and
decide for yourself whether the IMF’s policies

will lead to innovation or create more threats,
as humanity deals with the climate crisis.

“The IMF needs
to re-evaluate
infrastructure

investment
plans based on
the “right”

energy price”



https://www.re-course.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Build-Back-Better-IMFs-policy-advice-hampers-green-COVID19-recovery_web.pdf

IMF'S POLICY ADVICE AT ODDS
WITH GREEN COVID-19
RECOVERY EFFORTS

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

A new review of the International Monetary Fund'’s
(IMF) most recent economic policy advice for five
countries with ongoing coal sector expansions
show the IMF is green-lighting fossil fuel expansion,
despite the Fund'’s stated support for a green
COVID-19 recovery and transition to a climate-
resilient and low-carbon economy.

An analysis published today by the Netherlands-
based organization Recourse (co-published by
Greenpeace, Earthlife Africa in South Africa and
Centre for Financial Accountability in India) finds
that the IMF fails to recognize the scale of climate
change-related macroeconomic risks. The review
analysed the IMF's most recent risk and economic
policy advice (named Article IV reports) for five
countries with ongoing coal sector expansions:
India, Indonesia, the Philippines, Mozambique, and
South Africa.

Not only does the IMF fail to adequately identify
climate change as an economic risk in three out
of these five countries, it is also supportive of
tax incentives for new coal and fossil fuel
infrastructure, and even encourages
government spending on mega fossil fuel
projects in Indonesia, India, and Mozambique,
the new research shows.

In an opinion piece published last week in the
Guardian, IMF's Managing Director Kristalina
Georgieva says: “..while fighting the pandemic
today, countries must look to transform their
economies for a very different tomorrow -

including by incentivizing the transition to a
climate-resilient and low-carbon economy.”

This is in direct conflict with actual advice the Fund
is offering to the five countries covered by Recourse
analysis.

As a result, the IMF continues to enable the wrong
price for fossil fuel-based energy, even as the world
is on track to produce 120 percent more fossil fuels

n 2030 than is compatible with a 1.5°C pathway.

Overall, the IMF is making US$ 250 billion available
for COVID response or a quarter of its total lending
capacity of US$ 1 trillion. But the advice it is
offering alongside this financial support is at odds

with the stable and green COVID-19 recovery the
IMF advocates for.

Key findings of the new report:

¢ Insufficient identification of climate change-

related macroeconomic risks

Out of the five countries, the IMF identifies
climate change as a macroeconomic risk only
for Mozambique and Philippines (and only
physical - rather than ‘transition’ - risks).

Fossil fuel producer subsidies, including for
coal, remain intact

The IMF is supportive of tax incentives for new
infrastructure investments, which often
translate into tax breaks, i.e. subsidies (forgone
government revenue) for coal and other fossil
fuels.

Support for public investment plans in coal
infrastructure

The IMF encourages governments to increase
public spending on prioritized infrastructure. In
India, Indonesia, and Mozambique, the
government-prioritized infrastructure includes
coal power plants and/or coal transport/export
infrastructure, as well as other mega fossil fuel
projects.

Nezir Sinani, co-director of Recourse said: “If
the IMF is serious about the green recovery
and a clean and climate-resilient transition
they need to start walking the talk
themselves. An easy start would be by
ending tax breaks for fossil fuel producers,
including for coal.” He further adds that “the
IMF should recognize that infrastructure
investment incentives applied to fossil fuels,
such as VAT exemptions, represent producer
subsidies and contradict carbon taxes which
are key to achieving a low carbon transition.”

Makoma Lekalakala of Earthlife Africa and a
Goldman Prize winner in South Africa,



https://www.imf.org/en/Topics/imf-and-covid19/COVID-Lending-Tracker#AFR
https://www.re-course.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Build-Back-Better-IMFs-policy-advice-hampers-green-COVID19-recovery_web.pdf
https://www.re-course.org/
https://www.re-course.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Build-Back-Better-IMFs-policy-advice-hampers-green-COVID19-recovery_web.pdf
https://www.re-course.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Build-Back-Better-IMFs-policy-advice-hampers-green-COVID19-recovery_web.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2020/sep/29/covid-pandemic-imf-kristalina-georgieva
http://productiongap.org/

points out that “the IMF needs to re-evaluate all policy does not work and burden should not be
infrastructure investment plans based on the “right” pushed to consumers and natural resources-based

energy price. COVID-19-induced project delays communities. Ultimately, polluters should pay for

provide opportunities to redirect resources from their doing and not the people.’
pending coal power plants and other fossil fuel

infrastructure to climate-safe alternatives.” Additional Resources:

Annex Report: https://www.re-course.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/09/IME-Annex.pdf

Tata Mustasya of Greenpeace in Indonesia further

adds that “It is vital that the full scale of climate . . . .
The Guardian blog of Kristalina Georgieva:

https://www.theguardian.com/business/2020/se
p/29/covid-pandemic-imf-kristalina-georgieva

change risks are sufficiently identified in IMF Article

IV country assessments, especially risks associated

with an energy transition away from fossil fuels and
the challenges of ensuring a just transition. The IMF
needs to ensure the risks of fossil fuel asset
stranding are adequately reflected in
macroeconomic stress tests.”

[ | = ]
Maju Vargese of the Centre for Financial one size flts all
Accountability in India concludes that “the IMF pOlicy does not

must integrate the climate risks in their analysis of
macroeconomic risks and in doing so should focus work and
on the equity dimension of the issue. One size fits

burden should
not be pushed
to consumers

and natural
resources
based
communities.
Ultimately,
polluters
should pay for
their doing and
not the people”

Photo: Global Day of Action March 2019 before the Covid-19 pandemic
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GLOBAL DAY OF ACTION -
“IGNORING THE CLIMATE
CRISIS IS A HUMAN RIGHTS
VIOLATION!" SAY SA
ENVIRO DEFENDERS

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

“This year has been a complete right-off for climate
action and a massive knock for the people,
especially the youth, of this country! We are in a
race against time to keep temperatures well-below
2 degrees or stabilise at 1.5°C degrees, and as it
stands, current levels of warming has already
resulted in human rights’ violations.” So says
Researcher at Earthlife Africa Johannesburg
Bongiwe Matsoha, as the environmental justice
organisation take to the streets in a Global Day of
Action against climate change, this International
Human Rights Day.

According to Matsoha, Earthlife is taking this
opportunity to draw attention to the lack of
climate action in the wake of Covid-19. The
lockdown made it difficult to gather or meet, and
all organising and communications were moved
online. This placed the many South Africans, who
are not connected, at a massive disadvantage.
Covid safety measures also meant that COP26 - the
premiere event for understanding the global
approach to the climate crisis, and for advocating
for appropriate mitigation, adaptation and other
measures - was postponed by a year. This has also
delayed submissions for Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs), which has now extended
until the next COP, scheduled for November 2021.
These NDCs are meant to communicate
countries’ increased climate action plans.

On 10 December, Earthlife joined hundreds of
environmental defenders from Limpopo and
Eastern Cape and Gauteng, who took to the streets
of Johannesburg in a march that started at
Standard Bank (one of the largest oil and gas
funders in sub-Saharan Africa), then headed to BHP
(responsible for intense carbon emissions and
energy intensive users with special pricing
agreements for their energy). The third stop was

Photo: Global Day of Action 2020 march in Johannesburg

“We areina
race against
time to keep
temperatures
well-below 2
degrees...and as
it stands,
current levels
of warming has
already
resulted in
human rights’
violations”




the Gauteng Legislature, to demand environmental
justice on climate change, and the march will
conclude at the Constitutional Court, to remind the
Court about Section 24 in the Bill of Rights which
advocates environmental protection.

Matsoha says, “Living in a country where around a
third of our youth is unemployed, | am very
concerned that the South African government

has failed to intensify its efforts to ward off a global
climate catastrophe. Not only are they ignoring the
immense employment opportunities that come
from switching to renewable energy, but climate
scientists give us less than a decade to half our
global emissions, by 2030. This failure by
governments to respond to the climate crisis
represents a violation of our human rights,
especially if we consider that climate change will
disproportionately affect the poor and most
vulnerable in our society.”

She says that governments must introduce
appropriate policies and measures, especially
emerging out of the pandemic, to help put the
world on the path to a low-carbon and resilient
future - in ways that respect, protect and fulfil
human rights. She says, “These policies should
include transformative change. Governments the
world over, need to rethink our economic, social
and political systems in order to address the
inequalities. That is why we demand justice for
individuals and communities whose rights are
affected by the climate crisis or lack of climate
action.”

According to Earthlife’s Director Makoma
Lekalakala, “Despite South Africa's repeated
declarations to address climate change, our
government is still proposing further exploitation of
coal, oil and gas. Not only will these actions
aggravate the climate situation, but it will lock the
country into a treacherous carbon-intense future.
This is not the appropriate response to the climate
crisis. We need more radical action that involves
the complete phasing-out of fossil fuels, supported
by the uptake of low carbon technologies.”

Says Lekalakala, “By hanging on to fossil fuels, many
communities around South Africa remain targets
for fossil fuel exploitation projects. These continue
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Photo: Makoma Lekalakala addressing the march participants on 10 December
2020 - Global Day of Action and Human Rights Day

“"Despite South
Africa's
repeated
declarations to
address climate
change, our

government is
still proposing
further
exploitation of
coal, oil and
gas”




to pose a huge risk for the people who defend their
communities and environment, and who do not
want it. Take, for example, Mam Fikile Ntshangase
and Bazooka Radebe, they were killed in the heat
of contested fossil fuel projects, and their
murderers are still on the loose, and sadly, there is
no urgency from authorities to get justice for
them.”

“‘Globally, this is an extremely concerning trend,
which also includes gender-based violence, threats,
harassment, and the criminalisation of
environmental human rights defenders, at a time
that we should be acknowledging the important
role they play in strengthening policy-making,
accessing rights, and campaigning for sustainable
development. This is why Earthlife remains
committed to supporting all environmental human
rights defenders, especially those who protect their
livelihoods and communities from destructive
activities,” she says.

“States are supposed to act in the best interest of
the people. We want to see them put people -

4

Photo: Earthlife Africa's staff member at the Gloday Day of Action March 2020

including indigenous peoples - and the
environments they rely on, before profit. Our
governments must recognise and respect our
rights to thrive as part of nature. This would mean
stricter measures and restrictions on corporations,
making sure they are accountable for their
emissions, rather than looking the other way and
being complicit. The ‘polluter must pay principle’
must be put into effect, with more stringent
emission controls, such as with Minimum Emission
Standards (MES) or the Carbon Tax,” adds
Lekalakala.

“If the South African government does not take
urgent and decisive action now, they will be
responsible for making the lives of our people,
especially those who are most vulnerable, even
more challenging. At this stage, it is about survival
and we need our governments to start doing
right by the people,” she says.

“However, addressing the climate crisis must be
a team effort, both at the micro and macro
levels. No one country can address climate
change effectively on its own, just like no
country can face the climate crisis without the
political will and the support of its people on
the ground. We all need to play our part. From
those who are living in excess and who now
have to be more considerate, to the
uncelebrated waste-pickers who turn our
garbage into a livelihood,” concludes
Lekalakala.

What is COP26? A Conference of the Parties,
attended by countries that signed the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change (UNFCCC) - a treaty agreed in 1994.
2020 would have been its 26th meeting.




WORLD BANK, WE TOLD YOU
SO!

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

On Friday 16 October, Earthlife Africa Johannesburg
and its partners in the African Coal Network joined
worldwide protests against the World Bank's fossil
investments, instead of assisting the move to a just
energy transition, even as the world faces a climate
catastrophe. Despite its climate pledge, the bank
has invested over $10.5 billion in fossil fuels since
2015. So, from Nepal to Chile, Colombia to Zambia
to South Africa, people took a stand on World Bank
Action Day.

In South Africa, according to its loan agreement
with the World Bank, Eskom promised to install
FGDs, used to remove sulphur dioxide (SO2) from
exhaust flue gases of fossil fuels, thereby reducing
SO2 emissions in the air. At this stage the two
power station emits three times as much SO2 than
the whole of Britain.

But, not only is Eskom NOT keeping their word
(FGDs will not be installed until 2030), it is now also
applying for permission NOT to keep to the law
regarding minimum emissions (MES). In other
words, Eskom wants permission to break the law
and pollute the air more than the minimum
standards of the law prescribe. This means in effect
that Eskom will have the right to pollute more and
for longer than the law states and also more than
its agreement with the World Bank required.

Earthlife joined the online Twitter storm, part of
the action, to show dissatisfaction with the World
Bank. https://worldbankactionday.org/

Visit our Twitter Pages for more:
https://twitter.com/Earthlife JHB

See the press release below (originally shared on 16
October 2020, and produced by the Life After Coal
campaign), which lays out some of the key issues

with the World Bank, and its funding of fossil fuels.

Photo: Lephalale community 2020 protest by road leading to Medupi Power
Station

“It's clear what
Eskom_SA
thinks of SA
lives. It won't
install Flue Gas
Desulfurization
Equipment to
reduce air
pollution, to
protect local
communities "



https://worldbankactionday.org/
https://twitter.com/Earthlife_JHB

WORLD BANK, STOP FUNDING
THE VIOLATION OF
ENVIRONMENTAL & HUMAN
RIGHTS

BY EARTHLIFE AFRICA

Eskom'’s catastrophic Medupi project was in
trouble from the start. The World Bank came to
Eskom’s rescue in 2010 with a massive loan that
made the project possible. It said the funding
would bring financial stability to Eskom, support
future economic growth, contribute to poverty
alleviation, and help South Africa onto a ‘low
carbon path’.

GroundWork, Earthlife Africa and more than 200
supporting organisations warned the World Bank
that it would fail on all counts. It would destabilise
Eskom and the country’'s economy, exacerbate
poverty and add 30 million tonnes of carbon to

Photo: Artist's Commemoration of Fikile Ntshangase, Somkele environmental
activist who was murdered over the extension of a Tendele coal mine in
Somkhele in KwaZulu-Natal

Source: Centre for Environmetal Rights on Twitter

South Africa’s annual emissions. And so it has.

“Electricity tariffs escalated making it near
impossible for the poor to afford it and the
inequality gap has widened, Eskom is teetering on
the edge of collapse and is dragging the South
African economy down with it, the plant is not
meeting minimum emission standards for sulphur
dioxide emissions and its air pollution is deadly to
people’s health. The debt costs have skyrocketed
and are now burdening the poor of South Africa
with a dollar-based debt, while they cannot afford
the high price of energy.

It must also be remembered that the World Bank
along with the International Monetary Fund were
accomplices of the apartheid regime, a
relationship that lasted for decades. The Bank
went as far as to violate the UN embargo against
the racist regime at the helm of South Africa, and
also defied a resolution of the UN General
Assembly recommending all UN affiliated agencies
-including the World Bank - to stop financial
support to the South African apartheid regime.

The World Bank also promotes the privatisation
and/or commercialisation of public utilities and
insists on cost-recovery, which results in poor
people being cut off from electricity supply.

South Africa remains the largest emitter of
greenhouse gases (GHGs) on the continent.

A recent report by German environmental group
Urgewald reveals how the World Bank Group has
continued to support and invest in fossil fuels
despite pledging to fight climate change. It has
spent over $2 billion on fossil fuel projects in the
past two years.

The World Bank loan to Medupi represents

the continuation of support to the violation of
human rights. The Bank remains a key facilitator of
energy poverty and environmental destruction.
This is an odious debt. Not only should it be
cancelled, but the Bank owes reparations. It

must take responsibility for the damage done and
use its position with Eskom and the South African
government in support of a just transition.

Issued by Life After Coal (Centre for Environmental
Rights/Earthlife Africa JHB/groundWork).

Here is a cool video by Urgewald
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gptjs-N_p_o



https://urgewald.org/en/medien/world-bank-annual-meeting-bank-invested-over-105-billion-fossil-fuels-paris-agreement
https://urgewald.org/english
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gptjs-N_p_o

HUNDREDS OF WOMEN
GATHERED OUTSIDE DMRE
PRETORIA: “STOP THE ABUSE
OF WOMEN THROUGH POOR
ENERGY CHOICES!™

BY NOMALIZO XHOMA

On 27 November, in another peaceful
emonstration, Earthlife Africa Johannesburg joined
scores of women - community activists from the
Women's Energy and Climate Change Forum -
outside the Department of Mineral Resources and
Energy (DMRE) in Pretoria. The women are calling
for the DMRE to move away from both dirty fossil
fuels and dangerous nuclear energy, to more
inclusive and sustainable renewable energy. The
WECCF says that it rather wants to see more
decisive action on climate change, with

Photo: WECCF 2020 protest outside DMRE Head Office in Pretoria opposing the
current energy policy that adversely affecting women and children

government making a stronger commitment to a
just energy transition.

“We have gathered here, outside the DMRE, to
send a clear message to government: Stop
abusing the women of this country even more, by
refusing to move away from fossil fuels and nuclear
energy. These are dirty and harmful, and do not
serve the needs of the women in this country.
During this period of 16 Days of Activism, we want
to government to know that we feel abused as a
result of being forced to suffer because the DMRE
refuses to embrace a new energy future,” says
Earthlife’'s Nomalizo Xhoma.

Xhoma says, “This year, women have had to deal
with the Covid-19 pandemic and the lockdown
that came with it. Not only has this pandemic
increased women’s vulnerability - through job
losses, food insecurity, and more - it has exposed
us to even greater risk of gender-based violence in
and outside the home. And, we will continue to
suffer, as a result of the DMRE’s short-sighted
energy plans.”

Earthlife’s Researcher Bongiwe Matsoha says, “As a
young woman, | am here to demand climate
justice from the department. Women are the
primary caregivers in many of our communities
and are the ones who have to deal with the
impacts of these bad choices. We want the DMRE
to know that women are fed up. We want
affordable electricity that comes from clean and
safe sources, that does not aggravate climate
change any further, and does not harm our
environment nor any of our fellow South Africans.”

Matsoha says, “‘Women must be united in our fight
for equity because our struggle is literally
everywhere. In the home. At work. On the street.
Everywhere. But, these are not considered in the
current system. Today we are here to take

action to change the system.”




EARTHLIFE AND YOUTH FROM
THE CLIMATE JUSTICE ACTION
GROUP SAY “NO!" TO
NUCLEAR ENERGY

BY ULRICH STEENKAMP

On 15 October, Earthlife Africa Johannesburg and a
number of its youth partners from its Climate
Justice Action Group (CJAG) hosted a peaceful
placard demonstration to say “NO!" to nuclear
energy. The group of youngsters say they are
against government’s proposed plans and recent
actions in nuclear and want to draw attention to
the ongoing, often suspicious nuclear dealings.

This comes after it was recently revealed that
Eskom had spent around R5-billion on
new/replacement steam generators for Koeberg
Nuclear Power Station, even though the plant
reaches its end-of-life by 2024. They do not support
the plant life extension of the plant. The youth are
also protesting the government’s ongoing push for
new nuclear, this time for Small Modular Reactors,
saying that they rather want to see more decisive
action on the issue of climate change.

“We are out here, struggling to survive. The youth of
South Africa have very little opportunities,
especially now with Covid-19, on top of everything
else. No food. No jobs. And yet, the government
continues to play with our future, spending all this
unnecessary money on a dying technology. By
doing this, we will be saddled with more debt and
we will be the ones left to deal with highly-toxic
and radioactive waste - for which there is still no
permanent solution - and will be our problem for
years to come,” says Earthlife's Ulrich Steenkamp.

“The youth of this country needs the government to
think about our future, and nuclear is not it. The
focus should be on developing and innovating in
renewable energy, especially since climate change
is going to affect us more, in the future. South
Africa could be a real renewable energy
powerhouse, if we had the support from
government,” he says.

“Steenkamp says that SA youth are saying “No
to Small Modular Reactors (SMR)", “No to
Koeberg Expansion” and they want “Climate
justice now!”

“The focus
should be on
developing and
innovating in
renewable
energy”

Photo: Youth 2020 Protest outside DMRE against the acquisition of steam
generators and proposed Koebergy lifespan extension




BOX-TICKING PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION THREATENS
MUSINA-MAKHADO

BY THABO SIBEKO

In South Africa, at a time where we should be
thinking of inclusive ways to recover from the
CoVid-19 pandemic, we are seeing a terrible trend -
which appears to be intensifying - where the
government seems to be in an unholy partnership
with multinational companies that constantly
demonstrate their desire for profits, at the expense
of the wellbeing of our people and the
environment we rely on.

| am sad to say, things have been no different in
far-flung Limpopo province where the government
and a Chinese company are pushing for the

Photo: Residents of the Musina Makhado Special Economic Zone (MMSEZ)
circled around a majestic Boabab tree in a ritual practice

development of the Musina-Makhado Special
Economic Zone (MMSEZ) - ultimately a self-
contained hub, covering an area of
approximately 8000-ha. Nearly all of the
proposed industries planned for MMSEZ are
carbon-intensive and environmentally
destructive, and will undoubtedly threaten the
livelihoods of these communities.

This project is led by the Limpopo Economic
Development Agency (LEDA), with Delta Built
Environment Consultants (Delta BEC)
appointed to manage the public participation
process. However, from what we have seen,
neither the government nor Delta BEC made
sure that all affected are informed of the
opportunity to participate. Instead, it was up to
NGOs like Earthlife and Save our Limpopo
Valley (Solve) to keep communities informed of
the risky implications the MMSEZ could have
for them.

Evidence that Delta BEC did not do their due
diligence to ensure that all people affected get
a fair chance to be involved and participate in
the process, was the poor turnout at some of
the meetings we attended in various locations.
In places like Makhado Grounds, Nancefield,
and the Molambwane area, we found out that
communities did not even know that the public
participation process was taking place.

To further demonstrate its lack of interest in a
fair public participation process, Delta BEC also
did not ensure to provide information in
people’s home languages. At some of the
meetings, for example, the one in Nancefield in
the Musina area, the presentation was in
English only, with no translators or translations
available, not until we requested it. On top of
this, there is a clear conflict of interest since the
Limpopo Economic Development, Environment
and Tourism (LEDET) - which is supposed to be
an independent government department,
responsible for assessing the inputs into the EIA
and deciding whether or not to approve the
project - seem to be working together with
Delta BEC.

Since the public participation processes will
ultimately determine if the MMSEZ gets the go-



https://www.facebook.com/groups/274439892602335/?ref=pages_profile_groups_tab&source_id=167950966588833

ahead, it is important that those who will be
affected have all the relevant, credible information
in order to make more informed choices, but
people are still poorly informed. Is this a deliberate
tactic to avoid or silence any valid opposition that
may come from these communities?

A key challenge is the narrative behind the
perceived potential of the MMSEZ. Those people
who question the claims made by the applicant or
who appear to be against the project are seen as
anti-development and anti-progress. But, the need
to dissect all the promises made is an important
step toward understanding whether the project
will bring real benefits or not. From what | can
gather, many people are still unsure about whether
they want the project or not. Some see it as a move
towards urbanisation (which could be viewed as a
good thing for outlying rural areas seeking more
inclusion), while others are more concerned with
the loss of heritage and the risks to their natural
resources.

Earthlife Africa is also very concerned that the
young people attending these meetings, in their
desperation to find work, are not asking the ‘right’
guestions. They do not seem interested in the
content of the meetings nor are they concerned
with comprehensively considering the long-term
implications of the project. For example, we found
that the information shared in the various
presentations was not always consistent, with
presenters unable to provide any definitive
information. This leads us to question the
credibility of the claims around the number of jobs
that are likely to be created. Communities also
need to seek to be clear on whether the jobs
created would be suitable for them, in terms of
skills levels required versus what is available, and
whether these jobs are permanent or temporary.

There were places where real questions were
asked. In these instances, people wanted to know
what would be done about water, in the already-
water-scarce region. Others wanted to know more
about the impacts on local vegetation, especially
endangered species like the baobab, which not
only has important cultural significance in terms of
heritage but also forms an intrinsic part of their
daily way of life.

Also, from what we saw, in those areas where
there was support (or little to no pushback),
these meetings were well-organised. But, where
people were asking the right questions, the
ones that were more complicated to answer,
these meetings were not so well organised. The
truth is, it felt like these meetings were
deliberately made to be uncomfortable, as
though the organisers did not want meaningful
participation, but rather just tick the box that
the exercise was done, but with unclear
outcomes because meetings did not go as
planned.

However, we take small comfort from the fact
that this process is far from over. Following this
initial phase, which is more focused on
obtaining approvals for using the site, each
individual project still needs its own EIA and
each project needs to apply for a water-use
license. And, Earthlife will be there to support
these communities, armed with our newly-
launched handy little public participation
guidebook that clearly lays out the law in
relation to our environmental and other related
rights.

“The truthis, it
felt like these
meetings were
deliberately
made to be
uncomfortable,
as though the
organisers did
not want
meaningful
participation”




THABAMETSI - LESSONS
LEARNED FROM THE
UNEXPECTED VICTORY THAT
HAS LOCAL ACTIVISTS RE-
ENERGISED

BY ELANA GREYLING

If someone had told me that we would stop the
Thabametsi Independent Power Producer (IPP),
and at the same time, the Thabametsi coal mine, |
would have smiled, because | am an optimist and a
dreamer. But, | would not have believed it. Now
with the writing on the wall, and in the press, we
can truly believe. But, the days of Goliath towering
over David are not yet gone.

The fight against Thabametsi started a little late.
Public participation was done in a very quiet

and low-key way, with the usual objections lightly
brushed over. As a community, we felt that the
project should not continue because of the
following reasons:

e Water scarcity is a real issue

There is no water source for the power station.
They have been waiting for the Mokolo
Crocodile Water Augmentation Project
(MCWAP) Phase 2, but that is still nhot a sure
thing. This is a water scarce area and we believe
bringing grey water from Gauteng’s sewerages
is not a plus to our pristine bushveld.

Air pollution is a huge factor in our area,
because of the two Eskom power stations,
Matimba and Medupi

The cumulative effect of this pollution will be
very dangerous to the health and wellbeing of
our communities.

Yet another power station, will have a
negative impact on jobs in the area

Already jobs are lost in the agricultural sector
due to the economic impact on eco-tourism
and game farming in the area.

As we have seen with Medupi, the
unemployment figures in our area actually rise
with the announcement of such a large project,
with a lot of jobseekers and hopefuls streaming
to the area. This not only exacerbates issues
relating to the lack of housing and other socio-
economic ills, but it puts even more pressure on
the already crumbling infrastructure.

Our social problems are countless

Crime rises. Drug- and alcohol abuse rise. There
are more school dropouts and teenage
pregnancies, and the spread of sexually-
transmitted diseases (STDs) also rise. There is
also a notable imbalance between the sexes,
with the large number of male migrant workers
and jobseekers flooding to the area.

Thabametsi proudly explained that they have new
technology that would minimize sulphur dioxide
pollution. They did not, however, remember to
consider the huge carbon footprint they would be
leaving, with high amounts of carbon dioxide (CO2)
and other greenhouse gases. This was such a huge
issue that even their own consultants admitted
that this project would have a significant impact
on climate change.

With this in mind, in both 2016 and 2018 the legal
team from the Centre for Environmental Rights
(CER), part of the Life After Coal alliance, took the
Minister of Environmental Affairs and Thabametsi
to court. To support the legal battle, Earthlife
Africa continued the campaign at grassroots level,
and funders were also targeted. With the help

of 350.0rg, local community members wrote to the
Japanese government, citizens and investors about
the plight of the Bushveld. And the rest, as they
say, is history.

It is not easy standing up against huge companies
with international backing, but with the right help
and a good attitude, the fight is not lost before it
has begun. This gives hope and renewed energy to
activists in the Lephalale area, whose fight against
coal projects is far from over.

READ MORE on this, in the below link - a release
issued by the Centre for Environmental Rights on 1
December: https://earthlife.org.za/celebrating-a-
major-climate-victory-court-sets-aside-approval-

for-thabametsi-coal-power-plant/



https://earthlife.org.za/celebrating-a-major-climate-victory-court-sets-aside-approval-for-thabametsi-coal-power-plant/

FROM WASTE TO ENERGY FOR
COOKING: RENEWABLE
ENERGY PROJECTS MAKE A
DIFFERENCE FOR COMMUNITY
WELLBEING

BY THABO SIBEKO

In 2014, in an effort to put into practice what it
preaches, Earthlife Africa Johannesburg introduced
a number of renewable projects in communities in
Gauteng. According to Earthlife’s Thabo Sibeko, it
was important to the environmental justice NGO
that South Africans start to think differently about
energy production.

Says Sibeko, “There are many different ways to
generate energy that are safe, not harmful to the
environment and are more accessible than we
think. Energy production is not one-size-fits-all, and
with the deepening impacts of climate change, the
time to adapt is now.”

Khangezile Primary School at Kwa Thema in
Gauteng, is a great example of how renewable
energy can be harnessed to provide some comfort
to this community. The school currently uses
biogas-digester technology to recycle organic
waste, to produce methane gas. The gas is used to
cook and prepare food for all the learners at the
school. Currently, the school generates about 160
litres of organic waste per month, all of which

is used to supply its gas needs.

“‘Since we installed the technology, we have
managed to make substantial financial savings.
Since Khangezile is a no-fee paying primary school,
running on a minimal budget, the costs of the LPG
gas that we used before, became quite heavy to
bear,” says Mr. Vamba (Educator).

The biogas technology, used at the school, has a
digestate tank - which stores grey waste water,
used to fertilize the garden. The vegetables
produce are used to feed learners, while the rest is
shared with members of the community working
group (consisting of parents from around the
community).

“In line with the compulsory study of the
environment, as required by the National
Curriculum and Assessment Policy Statement
(CAPS), Khangezile does not only generate biogas,
but the digester technology is leveraged to teach
learners about climate change,” says Mr. Vamba.

He says that the project also creates opportunities
for a tourism sector, since the school also now
hosts a lot of visitors coming to learn about the
biogas digester.

Sibeko says, “It is important for us that our
communities see and believe that renewable
energy can work for them because the time has
come for South Africa to rethink its energy
production strategies. On top of this, the biogas
digester technology is the perfect way to
demonstrate that not all waste should go to the
landfill and that much of our waste can, in turn,
be used as energy.”

Photo: Khangezile Primary School assistant demonstrating how the biogas
digester works




EARTHLIFE AFRICA SHARES
ENERGY EFFICIENCY TIPS,
WHILE KEEPING COOL THIS
SUMMER

BY ELANA GREYLING

According to Earthlife Africa Johannesburg’s Elana
Greyling, with climate change a red hot reality,
South Africans need to find ways of keeping cool
this summer and save energy. Greyling, who works
with women from with local communities in
Lephalale in Limpopo, shares a number of tips for
keeping cool, and saving electricity, this summer.

e |solate

The most important tip to keep cool and save
energy in your home or business, is to isolate.
Whether you live in a shack or a palace, keeping
your home isolated, keeps the heat out

in summer and inside in winter.

Photo: Lephalale youth and women's workshop on energy efficiency (Making
the Wonderbag)

Ceilings are very important to your isolation
efforts. These should be fitted with some kind
of material, such as a space blanket or some
other form of isolation. In an informal
settlement, heat can be kept out by using egg
cartons (to form the first layer of isolation).
Create a ceiling with something as simple as a
cardboard box. ‘Wall paper’ can also keep an
informal house cool. Use wallpaper glue or
flour, salt and water mixture-glue to paste old
newspaper to your walls. This can be painted
when dry and leaves a paper Mache wallpaper,
which keeps the heat out.

Open your windows

When it is cooler outside, but close them as
soon as the heat of the day rises. This leaves
your cool air inside. On the other hand, closing
curtains can also keep a room cooler.

Switch off-off

Save energy this summer by switching your
electric appliances OFF. If there is a light
shining, it is using power. So, don't just use the
remote. Switch it off and plug it out. Even cell
phone chargers use electricity when plugged in.

Keep yourself cool

Save energy by not heating bath water or
switching the geyser off. A cool bath lowers the
body temperature and leaves you feeling
refreshed. Wet your bandana before putting it
around your neck or use a wet face cloth
around the back of your neck cooling down the
brain stem.

Use a hand fan

It is stylish, mysterious and keeps you cool. Or,
put a bowl! of water in front of your electric fan
to spray a cool mist and moisten the air.

Keeping cool in the kitchen

Try not to cook during the hottest part of the
day, and rather make use of cool foods such as
fresh uncooked veggies and salads. It may not
be as expensive as you think. Cabbage, carrots
and cucumber are awesome cool veggies. You
can even try cooking cold soups from lemons,
cucumber, pumpkin, tomato and various other
veggies, or make a cool drink using cucumber
or berries and lemon in your water.




Make some delicious, easy treats, but freeze fruit
juice or affordable cooldrink mixes in ice cube
holders, re-used yogurt cups as ice lolly forms.
You can even use a teaspoon in your yoghurt
cups to make iced lollies.

Also, try to keep cooking time to a minimum.
Save energy by planning what you want to do in
the kitchen. Don’t switch on the stove while you
are still looking for ingredients, or stand in front
of the open fridge, daydreaming.

Use renewable energy

Use a washing line for drying clothes, but hang
your special clothes (such as undies) in the

shade. Hang your clothes on hangers and press
flat with your hand, to minimize ironing.

And rather let your dishes air- or drip-dry. That
way you can enjoy that time with your family.

Photo: Lephalale women showcasing some of theri handiwork

e Think before you switch on

Boiling a kettle over and over because you got
distracted the first time, or boiling a full kettle for
one cup, is a huge waste of energy. This is
something many of us are guilty of. Start to think
more energy wise, before you push that button and
save energy this festive season.

Photo: Lephalale women singing and dancing
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