BLPN and the proposed eThekwini port developments

· Introduction:

The Presidential Infrastructure Coordinating Commission (PICC) has identified 18 Strategic Infrastructure Projects (SIPs).

The main reasons given for these developments are to encourage economic growth in South Africa and create jobs. 

One of the biggest SIPs is SIP2 – the Durban-Free State-Gauteng Logistics Corridor.

This logistics corridor involves the following developments:

Upgrade of the multi-product pipeline from Durban to Gauteng

Upgrade of the railway network between Durban and Gauteng

Upgrade of the N3 freeway to an 8 / 10 lane highway

In Gauteng:

OR Tambo aerotropolis

Tambo Springs inland port (a logistics hub replacing City Deep comprising housing, schools, recreation facilities) along the N3 just outside Heidelberg

In the Free State:

Harrismith logistics hub

In KwaZulu-Natal:

Cato Ridge logistics hub

King Shaka Airport / Dube Tradeport aerotropolis

Cornubia mixed-income, mixed-use housing and commercial/industrial estate

Port of Durban upgrade

Durban Dig-out Port (DDOP) at the site of the old Durban International Airport

Restructuring the roads network and neighbourhoods in central and south Durban (back of port area)

International shipping companies are also building bigger container ships which are forcing ports world-wide to upgrade their facilities at great financial and environmental cost. Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) is tasked with the development of the eThekwini ports. This is their vision for the two ports (2014 – 2030):

Durban Bay:
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In the longer term, expansion could take place:
iin the Bay once sustainability matters have
been addressed.

1. Bayhead dig-out basin, with ten container
lberths and new terminals

2. Reconfiguration of Durban Container
Terminals with infill and new operating
methods
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Durban Dig-out Port:
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· Current situation in KZN:
·  King Shaka aerotropolis / Dube Trade Port - under way

2.2  Cornubia - first residents have moved in, phase 1B under way

2.3  Back-of-Port - rezoning and some expropriation have started as well as the upgrade of some roads. 

2.4  BLPN submitted comments on the proposed logistics park to be developed on the current Clairwood Race Course. EIA Report rejected. Awaiting Amended EIA Report.

2.5  Durban Bay - VOPAK Fuel 3 storage facility upgrade - EIA at Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

2.6  DORMAC floating dry-dock upgrade and building of a new quay wall - Basic Assessment in process

2.7  CHC Resources - proposed facility for the delivery, storage and drumming of 50% caustic soda at Maydon Wharf - EIA in progress, comments already submitted

·  TNPA Maydon Wharf expansion and upgrade – commenced

2.9  Expansion of Engen’s Island View diesel storage facility – received notification July 2014

2.10 Durban Dig-out Port

Various studies are under way regarding the dig-out port and we await the public participation process and Environmental Impact Assessments.

2.11 Durban Bay / Port of Durban upgrade

a) Tug jetty expansion
BLPN and its partners – Coastwatch and Wessa-Durban – submitted comments on the proposed expansion of the tug jetty. As a result TNPA requested a meeting with us. This meeting took place in April 2014 but there has been no further follow-up in this regard.

Although the tug jetty is set to be expanded within its current footprint, we are concerned about:

· the impact of more and bigger tugs on the nearby sandbank;

· the turbidity and resultant water quality in the Bay, especially around the existing

     sandbanks;

· the fact that the consultants paid scant attention to the Estuarine Management Plan (EMP) for Durban Bay; and

· the fact that the consultants based their bird impact study on data from before 1999. As

     BLPN members know, our club assists David Allan in his monthly bird counts in the Bay

     and he has amassed data for every month from 1999 to the present and published his

     data in 2013.

b) Pier 2, berths 203-205

In May 2013 BLPN submitted comments on the EIA for the expansion of berths 203-205 based on our concerns about the impact of the development on the central sandbank. In October 2013 the DEA rejected the EIA report due to the concerns raised about the impact on the central sandbank, impact of climate change and the fact that TNPA only promised to monitor changes in the Bay but no mitigation.

In June 2014 the Amended EIA Report became available for public comment and BLPN has just submitted its comments. The consultants made only a few changes to the original report and stakeholders who commented on the amended report pointed out that once again the report does not properly consider the impacts of climate change on the infrastructure in the port or on the sandbank.

BLPN focussed their attention mostly on the impacts on the sandbank. While the engineers propose to build up an extension of the sandbank to offset the large area of the sandbank that will be cut away to make way for the expansion of the quay wall, the consultants failed to properly investigate all the impacts of the proposed development on the sandbank.

They only looked at the sandbank as a fish nursery and the effects of dredging on water quality around the sandbank. They again failed to consider all the ecological goods and services obtained from the sandbank and from Durban Bay as a functioning ecosystem.

They state that if the proposed sandbank extension fails, Durban Bay will be left with less than 8% of its original sand flats habitats, but fail to consider the impact of this.

The EMP for Durban Bay states very clearly that Durban Bay cannot sustain any further development and that its degradation must be stopped and then reversed.

Neither does TNPA in any of their calculations of the costs and benefits of their proposed developments do a proper cost analysis should Durban Bay as functioning ecosystem collapse. All the services the Bay currently renders for free will then have to be paid for - by the tax payers of eThekwini. The economic and job losses in other sectors, e.g. the tourism industry, should Durban Bay as functioning ecosystem collapse, need to be considered before authorization is given for any further development in Durban Bay.

· Other concerns:

3.1 The public participation process has been highly flawed.

In December 2012 eThekwini mayor called a meeting of all Interested & Affected Parties (I&APs) about the Back-of-Port plans. Stakeholders were asked to submit Terms of Reference for a stakeholder forum to discuss the proposed developments but received no further communication from the municipality.

In June 2014 environmental organizations found out by accident that there was a Strategic Stakeholder Engagement Forum meeting on SIP2 and that this was already the second meeting of the Forum. No senior municipality officials attended this meeting. NO ratepayers associations and NO environmental organizations of any kind were invited to this stakeholder meeting.

In April 2013 Transnet, eThekwini Municipality and the Department of Transport held a community engagement meeting in south Durban. However, no notices of the meeting were published anywhere but an e-mail notification was sent out to some individuals two days before the meeting. In the event, four bus-loads of SANCO members from KwaMashu were brought in to attend the meeting.

3.2 Furthermore, at this meeting it transpired that the proposed number of jobs to be created (varying between 58,000 and 228,000 depending on the document) are not all permanent jobs and include jobs created in China and India. 

3.3 While government and TNPA calculate their benefits on the entire SIP2 they refuse to consider the combined ecological impact and costs of all these developments. Each EIA is undertaken by a different environmental consultancy and each focuses ONLY on the impact of that particular project. There is an urgent need to consider the environmental cost of ALL these developments holistically and then compare that to the projected economic benefits. Only then will we get a true picture of what SA will gain and what we will lose.

