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1. Is there enough engagement and interaction on climate change issues? (Excluding the current 

climate change bill) 

In general, and as far as we have been involved, there has not been. Climate change in general has 

not received the appropriate recognition as being the highly impactful and cross-cutting issue that it 

is. This is slowly improving but must go further. 

2. What are your thoughts on the quality of debates, discussions, input, and evidence in 

Parliament relating to this topic? What tends to be missing in the conversation? 

• Discussions tend to be fairly mainstream and high level, with an apparent limited 

understanding of deeper and related issues and aspects.  

• There is a lack of appreciation that a drastic and urgent reduction in the combustion of fossil 

fuels is essential for sound and adequate climate change mitigation. 

• Climate change response gets treated as optional, and as though it can legitimately be 

weighed up against economic development and wellbeing, demonstrating a lack of 

understanding that climate change response is also critically important for socio-economic 

wellbeing. Thinking is often short-term.  

• The job creation potential of climate response is not adequately explored. 

• The linkages between climate harming activities and other harms – particularly air pollution 

health impacts and excessive water use – is not made. 

• As far as energy transition is concerned, there is a focus threats to employment in the 

energy sector, without considering threats to employment in agriculture and tourism for 

example, if climate change is allowed to intensify. 

• Inadequate consideration of climate impacts of and on carbon intensive developments is not 

given. Oil and gas exploration is allowed to continue without a realistic assessment of the 

impact’s fossil fuel extraction on climate.  

• The use of gas for power is not adequately recognised as being climate harming.   

• The urgency of climate mitigation action is not appreciated, and the issue is not sufficiently 

prioritised. 

• The capacitation of local governments to respond to climate change is not sufficiently 

prioritised.       

• Climate change can tend to be thought of as purely an environmental issue, and the domain 

of the Ministry and the Department of Environment Forestry and Fisheries, unduly 

burdening this sector and creating a situation where it competes for adequate climate 



response commitment. All decision-making should be made through a climate change lens 

and co-owned as an issue across sectors.    

3. Do MPs and committees have good access to information on the topic and are they open to 

external expert views? 

The evidence suggests that expert views addressing the issue in #2 above are not adequately 

accessible or considered. 

4. What has civil society done to lobby and educate Parliament? How has Parliament and MPs 

responded to your intervention? 

Our engagements tend to have to include climate change fundamentals, as the understanding of the 

issues remains rudimentary. This uses up valuable time and limits exploration of the deeper issues. 

The material we present does seem to be responded to with the necessary concern in cases, but the 

fact that climate harming choices (such as continued fossil fuel extraction and combustion) continue 

to be debated and made, suggests that the response is not adequate.     

5. Have parliamentary committees and MPs done a good job to scrutinise, monitor existing legal 

instruments and influence the government? (What are current instruments and are these being 

adhered to) Elaborate. Examples 

Our experience in this regard is somewhat restricted to certain sectors: There is a lack of integrated 

energy planning, and energy choices and debates (such a long-term Karpowerships, gas-to-power 

developments and gas infrastructure plans) do not proactively or adequately take climate change 

into account. The national Infrastructure plan 2050 did not adequately take climate adaptation into 

account.   

6. How can parliamentary action contribute to the improvement of national climate resilience?  

• Parliament has a whole need to mainstream climate change considerations across all 

deliberations and discussions. 

• Parliament should play an oversight role on the climate change response, and measure and 

evaluate performance against the Climate Change Bill (Act), the national climate change 

response white paper, international commitments, and other relevant legislation, as well as 

the best available science. 

• Further, ensure that climate change considerations and responses are mainstreamed across 

all sectors and tiers of government. Ensure that local and provincial government is 

capacitated, resources and upskilled to play an effective role in climate change response.        



7. What can MPs and Parliament do to influence and inform their constituents - of climate change 

opportunities and challenges? 

Learn and understand climate change causes, considerations, and solutions as well as the direct and 

knock-on effects of climate change impacts. 

8. What are your thoughts on the new Climate Change Steering Committee that was announced 

earlier this year? Elaborate. 

Potentially a powerful and necessary oversight body to ensure the necessary mainstreaming and 

prioritisation. Must also be science led and understand all considerations deeply.  

9. Climate change is a thread that weaves across much parliamentary business and due to its 

cross-cutting nature has an impact on a number of Parliament’s Committees. Does Parliament 

have the capacity to coordinate its monitoring and oversight over such a complex sector? 

Currently it does not appear so, and hopefully the steering committee can play this role.  

10. On the Climate Change bill: what are your thoughts on the process, if and when the bill is likely 

to be passed, and what specific changes would you like to see brought about through the 

parliamentary process? 

The passing of the Act is urgent and must be prioritised. Provisions around penalties, targets, 

transparency among others must be strengthened.  Please see our submission on the bill for more 

detail: https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/Life-After-Coal-comments-Climate-Change-

Bill-2022_27_May_2022.pdf  

11. The Act will likely provide for a number of reporting provisions, many of which are annual, 

within a statutory framework. Does Parliament have the capacity to manage this and how is 

managing with existing statutory requirements? 

More resources must be dedicated to ensuring understanding. Agendas for discussions must 

prioritise climate change across all activities.  

https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/Life-After-Coal-comments-Climate-Change-Bill-2022_27_May_2022.pdf
https://cer.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/Life-After-Coal-comments-Climate-Change-Bill-2022_27_May_2022.pdf

