
Environmental Monitoring Group response by Mandy Moussouris – Director 

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

climate change bill). 

Unfortunately, there may never be enough engagement, so there is always room for more. Of 

particular concern is the need to mainstream the issue across portfolios and departments and 

deepen engagement and consultation at a grass roots level through the both the climate change bill 

process as well as through all planning and policy processes in every department. 

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? 

The quality of debates could be improved, particularly in relation to understanding how any effective 

response must be mainstreamed across all policies and department, climate change will have an 

impact on every single aspect of our lives, from access to water, to gender, health, education, 

migration… everything. If every department does not understand this, understand the implications 

and plan for challenges the solutions will not be effective.  

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

external expert views? 

I do not feel comfortable answering this as I do not know what information MP’s and Committees 

have. I speak entirely from impressions when I say that I think there is room to deepen 

understanding in relation to individual portfolios so that specific responses from different 

departments can be planned and be effective. There should be a requirement of every portfolio to 

submit Climate strategies 

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

responded to your intervention? 

EMG has submitted a paper to the PCCC which was published in the PCCC book, we have marched to 

Parliament and have developed numerous publications. One of the challenges is around how 

Parliament and MPs engage through very bureaucratic processes, portfolio committees are not 

really spaces for real conversations and learning, whilst we understand the necessity to have these 

processes, they tend not to be conducive to learning and sharing. A possible solution may be to have 

more informal indabas that feed into the more formal processes.  

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. 



Once again this is hard to tell as we are not a parliamentary monitoring organisation, from the 

outside this does not appear to be the case. Key is for government to monitor implementation of 

laws, there are often good laws in place, but they do not get implemented.  

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

Globally, our greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in 2030 need to be 43% lower than they were in 2019. 

Even when we apply a fair share1 adjustment as is outlined in our 2021 Nationally Determined 

Contribution (NDC) update, South Africa - along with all other nations - needs to undertake a steep 

and decisive emissions reduction trajectory. This essential mitigation action will not be achieved 

without effective compulsory legal mechanisms compelling GHG emissions reduction. At this point in 

time, the only such mechanism envisaged by the legislature is the intended levying of a higher 

carbon tax rate on GHG emissions that exceed a carbon budget. Carbon budgets are established in 

terms of the Bill, and until it becomes a Climate Change Act, and the necessary regulations are 

enacted, we are in a regulatory vacuum as far as climate mitigation is concerned. 

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

opportunities and challenges. 

There needs to be a clear understanding of how it does impact constituents in the first place. 

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

earlier this year? Elaborate. 

It is unclear as to what power the committee has especially given the fact that the Bill has not been 

passed. 

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? 

This is the issue I have been raising through my responses and at present I have to say that I do not 

think there is the capacity and at times even political will to coordinate and monitor oversight. Issues 

related to energy are a good example of how priorities can clash. The bill goes some way to 

addressing this but every day it does not get passed is a day we are less prepared for the climate 

crisis that is coming. 

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? 

It is now over four years since a first draft Climate Change Bill was published for comment, and 

almost eleven years since the adoption of the Climate Change Response White Paper. In the 



meantime, the urgency for decisive action has escalated and continues to do so. Processes to adopt 

bills have been too slow and creates the impression that the bill is not taken seriously.   

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? 

Current I do not believe the is the capacity to manage existing statutory requirements but if we are 

to survive this crisis the reporting provisions must be prioritised. 

 


