	Cape Reptile Club
	[image: image1.jpg]




	
	

	CRC / WCNCB Meeting – 2004/03/12 (Jonkershoek)
	


1.0 Attendance List

	Name
	Cell #
	
	Email

	Pierre Joubert
	0845562007
	CRC
	ejoubert@mweb.co.za

	Dr Ernst Baard
	0824140424
	WCNCB
	baarde@cncjnk.wcape.gov.za

	Deon Hignett
	0723913269
	WCNCB
	Dhignett@pawc.wcape.gov.za

	Zirk MacKay
	0824680371
	CRC
	zirkmackay@mweb.co.za

	Marcel Witberg
	0827847314
	CRC
	witbergm@telkom.co.za

	Margo Wilke
	0824805077
	CRC
	wilke@yebo.co.za



Apologies

	Name
	Cell #
	
	Email

	Gary Fryer
	0826394310
	CRC
	fryer@fairmont.co.za

	Francois Lourense
	0835552938
	CRC
	Flourens@ananzi.co.za

	Tracy Dawson
	0824148292
	CRC
	may@gin.co.za

	Deon Van Zyl
	0834446983
	CRC
	g_vanzyl@mweb.co.za

	Alan Levin
	0826008181
	CRC
	alevin@pawc.wcape.gov.za

	Chris De Koker
	0823236453
	CRC
	


2.0 Opening & Welcome
Dr Baard opened the meeting and welcomed all present. 

3.0 Agenda 

Pierre briefly went through the agenda items. 

4.0 Amendment to the previous minutes

There were no amendments to the minutes dated 2004/01/27.

5.0 Progress on Cape Nature Conservation Board Strategy Document.

Dr Baard reported that the status quo, regarding the WC’s strategy document, remains as discussed in the last meeting. Deon mentioned that the Bio Diversity Bill is lying on the Presidents desk awaiting his signature. Once this has been signed, the National Strategy document process will start.

The CRC committee tabled feedback from its members regarding the National Strategy document (See appendix A). Zirk mentioned that this is phase 1 in the compilation of comments from the CRC members. Dr Baard and Deon agreed that this is a great start in getting comments together for National Strategy document but highlighted that the National Strategy document hasn’t been published for public participation and comment yet. They also mentioned that they would inform the CRC once the National Strategy document gets published so that the CRC can forward their accumulated comments to DEAT.

To see progress on the Bio-Diversity Bill - http://www.pmg.org.za/
Zirk asked – Is the WCNCB using the Strategy document for decision-making and if not what legislation is the WCNCB using at present in their decision-making processes? Dr Baard and Deon assured the CRC that the WC isn’t using the strategy document yet as this hasn’t been approved yet. Deon then responded by saying they use the WC Nature Conservation Laws Amendment Act, 2000 of Ordinance 19 of 1974. Dr Baard mentioned that Japie Theron is in the process of amending the ordinance. This will also be distributed to the CRC and for public comment once it has been finalized. 

Pierre raised a concern raised by various CRC members. It seems like someone somewhere has something against the reptile fraternity, as things are not always being structured to save the bio-diversity in South Africa. The reason for this statement is that cats and dogs have a dramatic effect on the bio-diversity in this country and nothing is being done about this. Deon responded by saying that the cats and dog problem is an example of something that has not been controlled and now there is a problem. There is actually not much one can do to rescue the situation, but we can prevent this happening, in future, by trying to controlling other species of fauna and flora such as reptiles, fish, birds, certain mammals, plants etc.  

Action Steps

1. CRC to compile a comments document (Version 2).

2. Marcel to forward a soft copy of the comments on the National Strategy to Deon and Dr Baard.

6.0 Provisional list – What has been done to date / Next steps and time lines

The CRC tabled the 1st provisional lists consisting of 278 species of reptiles. Marcel mentioned that the list would be updated with new species for the next CRC/WCNCB meeting. 

Summary of species tabled:

	Reptile
	Black
	Grey
	White
	Total

	Lizard
	
	
	34
	34

	Snake
	1
	
	201
	202

	Terrapin
	2
	
	14
	16

	Tortoise
	
	
	21
	21

	Turtle
	
	5
	
	5

	Grand Total
	3
	5
	270
	278


Deon and Dr Baard commended the CRC committee on the 1st list tabled and will start processing (phase 2) as agreed upon in previous meetings. It was also quoted that the agreement still stands between both the CRC and the WCNCB that this would be a living document and that each party had the right to change the agreed upon list, in consultation and agreement with each other.

Dr Baard also mentioned that once there is agreement on a list of species, only then would the list be forwarded to the CEO to be approved before it can be used as a working document.

Margo raised a question – The banning of lizards in other provinces, has this anything to do with the strategy document? Dr Baard responded by saying that what is happening in other provinces has nothing to do with the WC as the National Strategy document has not been approved yet. Once this document is finally approved, then there should be a norm in which all provinces will be operating. Part of this document will be a national black list. Only once this has happened will the banning of lizards be influenced by the strategy document.

Deon said that there is an incorrect perception regarding all lizards being black listed in the WC. Dr Baard went on to say that at present there in no black, white or gray list of reptiles in the WC. All applications, including lizards, go through a screening process (desktop study) taking into account the following:

a. Geographical barrier (species getting into the area from other areas)

i. Geographical area of origin

b. Environmental barrier (species establishing itself in the environment)

i. Climate

c. Reproductive barrier (invasive species starting to reproduce in our environment).

i. Life history of these species

ii. Time (The time the species has been in captivity without becoming invasive.)


Action Steps

1. Marcel to forward a soft copy this document to Deon and Dr Baard.
2. CRC to start with the next batch of species to be added to the list.

3. WCNCB to start processing the 1st list tabled. Dr Baard to be provided feedback at the next CRC/WCNCB meeting.

7.0 Educational shows / talks – Specimens and permits?

The CRC committee mentioned that the club is getting more and more requests to provide shows to schools, old age homes, municipalities etc to educate children, staff members etc. The CRC also mentioned that under the Marketing Chair person there would be a sub committee handling these educational talks/shows to educate the general public. The question was then asked if the club could use legal snakes on permits from its members and how would the permitting process work?

Dr Baard and Deon mentioned that this is a great initiative and that the WCNCB would support it. Deon then said that he could provide the club with a show permit that is valid for a year. All that he needs is a list of reptiles that we would like to show and a list of people who will be dealing with this.

Dr Baard also mentioned that there is a guy by the name of Hilton Arnolds 705-8174 / 073 200 0620 that is providing educational talks to schools etc. He mentioned that the CRC might be interested in getting somebody like that to help with the shows.

Action Steps

1. CRC to forward a list of species names & club member names to Deon for the issuing of the show permit for the CRC.
8.0 The new tariff increases, new fees & new permit system

The CRC tabled a document with concerns, questions and statement from its members regarding the new tariff increases, the new fees and permit system. It was then requested that the WCNCB provides formal comments on the issues listed in the document. (See appendix B).

Two further suggestions where made wrt the fees for permits. Deon will investigate these suggestions at the next time the tariffs are reviewed (i.e. for the 2005/2006 financial year).

1. No fees for children under a certain age will be charged for permits.

2. No fees will be charged for the low cost snakes e.g. Corn Snakes and King Snakes.

Action Steps

1. WCNCB (Deon) to provide formal comments / answers etc to the document tabled.

2. WCNCB (Deon) to provide formal comments on the additional statement and questions tabled.

3. WCNCB (Deon) to provide formal feedback wrt the two suggestions made.

9.0 2 day workshop

It was agreed upon by the CRC and the WCNCB that this suggestion would be tackled in a later meeting that is closer to the national documents being gazetted and once a provisional list has been tabled. It was also mentioned and agreed upon by both parties that this meeting will be structured. Carried Over
10.0 General

10.1 Margo requested Deon to investigate and to comment on the proposed books of permits for breeders and dealers. 

11.0 Closure

Dr Baard closed the meeting and thanked all for attending.

12.0 Next Meeting CRC/WCNCB

Venue

:
JonkersHoek (Scientific Services Tea Room).

Date 

:
2004/05/28

Time

:
14h00 – 16h00 
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COMMENTS ON THE STRATEGY ON THE CONSERVATION AND UTILSATION OF REPTILES AND AMPHIBIANS IN SOUTH AFRICA

After consideration of the various comments and proposals by Cape Reptile Club members the following summery illustrates in first draft form the concerns of the club members.

1
Primary objective of the “Strategy document”

(     
According to the document the primary objective of the strategy must be accepted as the continued maintenance and conservation of viable populations of indigenous reptiles and amphibians and at the same time contribute towards attaining the three objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity, viz. conservation of biodiversity, sustainable use of natural resources and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising form the use of genetic resources.  

· After a in depth study of the “strategy”, members regard the document in total, as bi-polar, mainly giving regard to; Sustainable use of indigenous species, and control and eradication of exotic pet species. In other words the document ask us to sustainable use indigenous reptile and amphibian species but at the same time try to make the keeping of non-indigenous species as fraught with difficulties as possible.  Members see the sustainable use of indigenous species and the keeping of non-indigenous species in the same light, as it is the same people who would be the target market for the sustainable use of indigenous species who would be keeping exotics.  Therefore the two legs of the industry would be feeding and building on each other, not in competition for survival, but ensuring each others survival.

(
The “strategy“ mentions that regard was given to the provisions of 
international conventions in the development of the “strategy” and provides examples thereof.  

· The real fear exist within the reptile and amphibian keeping society that only the voices of conventions biased against the domestic use of reptiles and amphibians were taken into account and expressed throughout the development and implementation of the “strategy”

2.
Steps in the strategy formulation process

Members feel that they have been excluded from the whole process, as nobody at the time the strategy were being formulated deigned to inform the non-formal and therefore unrecognised reptile and amphibian keeping fraternity of the implementation of either of the two 
workshops. Nobody ever saw the mentioned press release pertaining to the planned workshops. A further problem is that the “industry” has seen tremendous growth in the past few years and as such has gathered many more adherents thereto, causing concerns that did not exist at the time of the last workshop.

The extremely long process of formulation causes fears within the “industry” that the end of the process will never arrive or that we will sit 
with another piece of legislation useless in its complication and unable to be enforced to anybody’s satisfaction.

3.
Strategy for the conservation and sustainable use of reptile and 
amphibians
3.1 Research and Capacity building

Members applaud the encouragement of research and capacity building, but at the same time it is common knowledge that the majority of research being done today is privately funded. This unfortunately is a result of the modern age we live in as government agencies have less funding and more urgent basic needs to attend to therewith. The “strategy“ will thus be better served by making it easier for private individuals and entities to do the necessary research, well keeping in mind that although the greater good will still be served by the research, the individual or private entity doing the research will be entitled to the fruits of their labour.

3.2
Permits


A huge bone of contention. Members feel that the permit system is being used to discriminate against them. Members furthermore feel that certain parts of the “strategy” are already being instituted by CNC, whereas parts favorable to the industry are being ignored.  In a free, open and equitable society this would be deplorable, should it be true, as it will immediately derail the whole purpose as mentioned in the “strategy”

Members would prefer to be consulted as a non-government organization with a vested interest, whenever decisions regarding 
issues pertaining their hobby or livelihood within the “industry” are made. They also fully support a functional permitting system, with a clear and standard protocol for the issuing of permits

3.3 
Conservation

Members agree that conservation needs to focus mainly on the protection of the species and the habitat in which they occur. Members find it encouraging that a 180-degree turn has been made with regard to reintroduction of reptile and amphibian species.  Members have always been dumbfounded by the absolutely ridiculous refusal to reintroduce where man has destroyed.

The referral to structured breeding also causes some concerns.  Does this mean that once again the concerned private individual or entity is being excluded from anticipation?  Again it is a well-known fact that worldwide more of the less glamorous species i.e. not lions, tigers or 
elephants, are being saved through the concerned effort of private individuals or non-government organisations. Furthermore who will comprise the panel of experts that will decide about conservation breeding programs?

4
Establish guidelines for general use of reptiles and amphibians
4.1
Research

Members see this part of the strategy as doomed to fail.  The very good intention of regulating research is practically unenforceable as formal research institutions are bound to resent any attempt to control what and how they may conduct their research. Furthermore we have a worldwide history of uncontrolled research, which makes it questionable whether the implementation of a strategy will have any effect.

Another big problem that not only affects the area of research but the “strategy” as a whole is the problem of finance. How is the necessary funding to be provided? Where will it originate?

Who will provide the infrastructure and personnel for the 
implementation of the strategy? The general consensus within the “industry” is that the “strategy” though well meant and certain aspects 
thereof definitely to be admired and if at all possible implemented, is just another “pie in the sky” situation where the well meaning effort of certain individuals can never be implemented due to the rational and logistical problems associated therewith.

4.2
Obtaining and keeping of reptiles and amphibians

Members agree that all users should be treated equally and this is in accordance with the Bill of Fundamental Rights as set out in the Constitution of South Africa. This will further implicate on the right of 
the individual to make a living. Thus the members feel that everybody keeping reptiles or amphibians should be afforded the same rights and limitations including zoos, researchers hobbyists, and traditional healers. In effect anybody that keeps a reptile or amphibian for any reason whatsoever.

4.3
Exotic species

About the only part of the strategy dealing with exotic species, the members agree with, is the fact that they should not be released into the wild. Reptile keepers of exotic species form the mainstay of the “industry” in South Africa and the perception is that the “strategy “ is intended to make it as difficult as possible for them to proceed with their hobby or livelihood.

Reference is made to the Precautionary Principle in the “strategy” and an explanation of the principle is given.  According to this explanation the principle will apply where there is the threat of significant reduction or loss of biodiversity, but inconclusive or inadequate scientific evidence to prove it. This explanation is accepted but the application thereof not. The perception is that the Principle is applied whenever it suits CNC and not only where there are a significant threat.

A very relevant question that raises it head every time the “strategy” is discussed is the question of species already in the trade. What are to happen with these animals, if it is decided that they are undesirable? Will keepers be informed, before arbitrary decisions regarding their 
hobby or livelihood are made?

In this regard the proposed Black White and Grey lists will be of 
immense help to the “industry”, if they are used as a genuine tool for 
the protection of biodiversity and not as a weapon in the hands of persons with an aversion to the “industry”
5
Conclusion

In principle the members agree that some form of control is needed for
the “industry”. All however agree that it should take the form of a strategy that is workable in the day to day South Africa and all are willing to help with the formulation of such.

Appendix B

	Cape Reptile Club
	[image: image3.jpg]




	
	

	Chair person

Pierre Joubert

084 5562 007

ejoubert@mweb.co.za
	 Vice Chair Person

Margo Wilke 

082 480 5077

wilke@yebo.co.za
	Postal Address

P.O.Box 230

Kuilsrivier

7579
	

	
	
	
	


12 March 2004

WESTERN CAPE NATURE CONSERVATION BOARD

PRIVATE BAG X100

CAPE TOWN 

8000

ANNOUNCEMENTS: TARIFF INCREASES, 

NEW FEES & NEW PERMIT SYSTEM

Feedback from the CRC Members: re tariff increases, new fees and new permit system

Letters have been shortened and paraphrased for convenience by the CRC committee.

1. Member does not understand how changes will affect him, and is not satisfied with comment of “new format” and “slight changes”. Please indicate what license format changes are and why?

2. Member expresses extreme dissatisfaction at the “seeming attempt at extortion” by the charging of an “extra R50 for prompt service”.

3. I suggest it is high time people are required to apply for captivity permits for cats and dogs, as other than feral human beings, there is no greater threat to nature conservation and biodiversity.

4. WCNCB did not invite public involvement in the initial development of the fee system. Member demands an explanation of the original proposal before even considering future increases.

5. What is the normal service level of agreement (time duration) for the issuing of a transport permit and a captivity permit?

6. If the WCNCB makes a mistake on the issued permit does that individual get a R50 credit for their mistake? If the WCNCB takes too long to issue the permit, does the individual get a R50 credit? As far as I’m concerned, we are all human and we do make mistakes thus I find it totally unfair to let the public pay for mistakes and the WCNCB does not get penalized. 

The perceived feeling about this announcement is:

1. General acceptance of a “charge for service”.

2. Concept of charging more for “express service” is absolutely unacceptable.

3. The “extras” over and above the annual fee defeats the whole purpose of a one-off annual payment. Dealers save time and trouble by paying an annual fee and then “forgetting it”. Having to go to the bank for an “express service” payment or an “extension on expiry date” is just not worth the trouble. Stop splitting hairs.

4. The proposed increase in 2005 will be vigorously opposed. Administrative fees will double the cost of the more popular reptiles, which accounts for the majority of the “pet trade”. The public resent the arbitrary levying of fees, by a company holding the monopoly in its field, for an unwanted service.








































