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$25 billion shipping-petrochem makeover: 
1) 1) deepening/widening of main port 

2) 2) new roads & dug-out port (old airport) 
3) 3) major expansion of old port 



 old ships: 5000 TEUs (20ft containers) 

 anything bigger: ‘post-Panamax’ 



 new hub-spoke model for container ports 



 driven by $5 bn investment 



 to unblock this bottleneck: 
 

 the Panama Canal 
 



















what about climate change? 
impact of vast new ships is ‘efficient’ 

and climate -positive, say proponents: 
less bunker fuel per TEU delivered 





and now there’s a Pandora’s Box 
for mega-shipping: the route 

across the North Pole 



 and there’s deep-sea oil to be 
drilled down there, too 

 







thanks in part (4%) to bunker fuels 



the world’s filthiest transport energy 





welcome to Durban harbour 



$25 billion shipping-petrochem makeover: 
1) 1-3) deepening/widening of main port 

2) 4) new roads & dug-out port (old airport) 
3) 5-6) major expansion of old port 

to increase traffic from 2.5 to 20 mn TEUs/year 



single buoy 
mooring: 

80% of SA’s 
intake 

Sapref: 
BP/Shell 

Engen:  80% 
Petronas 

(Malaysia) 

in an already 
hypertoxic 

South Durban, 
‘Africa’s armpit’ 

Toyota car 
assembly 

Mondi 
paper mill 

hazardous petro-
chemical plants 

Africa’s 
biggest port 

Island View 
tank farm 

Africa’s largest oil 
refining complex 

container 
terminals 

freight 
traffic 

(often illegal) 

new capacity: R250 billion plan! 



$25 bn ‘Back of Port’ project  







can we use 
climate change 
arguments in 

Environmental 
Impact 

Assessments,  
to question the 
logic of hyper-

competitive 
port-petrochem 

expansion? 



our complaint: 
Transnet hires eco-

consultants who are 
climate denialists   



that’s rather dated info… our rebuttal: 



* by expanding the shipping capacity of Durban harbour to super post-Panamax scale through this R4 billion 
project, are we going to be taking up excessive amounts of South Africa's carbon budget and therefore ruining the 
government's pledge to peak and then decrease emissions after 2020?; 
 
* since expanding the shipping capacity also requires expanding the freight capacity, the danger is that more 
emissions, congestion, and trucking-related accidents will occur in an area demonstrably unsuitable given lack of 
road transport and inadequate shifting of freight to rail, so it is critical to inform the public, what is the amount of 
the new freight capacity being built to handle the much larger shipping and what proportion of this is being 
anticipated for freight haulage by rail and by trucking respectively? 
 
* has this recommendation by the Academy of Sciences of South Africa, in its 2011 book Towards a Low Carbon 
City, commissioned by the city, been incorporated? “The transport sector is pivotal to the transition to a low 
carbon city... The top priority was identified as the need to reduce the vehicle kilometers travelled in the road 
freight sector as this provided the greatest opportunity to simultaneously reduce emissions of GreenHouse Gases 
and traditional air pollutants.”  
 
* how much additional CO2 will be emitted by the bunker fuel that is consumed by ships en route to and from 
Durban as a result of the vast new capacity associated with super post-Panamax ships that will soon be capable of 
entering our harbour?; 
 
* how much additional CO2 will be emitted by the trucks that will haul the new freight, assuming this expansion is 
the crucial link in raising capacity from 2.3 to 5 million containers annually? 
 
I would also like to register concern that the capital-intensive process will not lead to higher numbers of jobs, and 
that the import of large quantities of manufactured goods made possible by the new berths will further 
deindustrialise South Africa. Would you please share with the public information about these likely economic and 
labour market impacts? 





even Washington 
realises rising sea 

level justifies a 
60% increase in 
internal costings 

of climate change 







Global Day of Action, Durban, South Africa, Saturday, December 3, 2011 



extreme beachfront damage 

then came March 2007 storm 



also poor and working people – especially shackdwellers 

not just the rich living on the beachfront 



Engen refinery, August 2012 



what other damage? 









Source: South Durban Community Environmental Alliance 

South Durban’s most 
explosive refinery: Engen                

Settlers Primary School: 
52% asthma rate (world’s highest) 



 

 

fires, explosions 
in South Durban 

25 October 2008, flaring, regular 
occurrence at SAPREF and Engen 

Source: South Durban Community Environmental Alliance 

• 21 September 2007, 
Island View Storage (IVS) 
facility, tank explosion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• 18 September 2007, 
explosion at the IVS 
facility. 

SDCEA demands refinery closure 

18 January 2005, explosion at 
Engen Refinery 



S. Durban’s 
next most 
explosive 
tank farm: 

Island View 



 



October 10, 2011 

October 11, 2011: war on Engen 

Settlers Primary School: 52% asthma rate, highest in world  





community /environmental opposition 



in meeting after meeting: unanimous 
opposition to port-petrochem expansion 











will state/capital’s incremental strategy 
plus community co-optation work? 





activists envisage 5-step 
‘South Durban Detox’ 

resist,rezone, restructure 
 

1) reverse attempted rezoning of Clairwood  
2) enforce/expand existing residential zoning 

of Clairwood, Merebank and Wentworth 
3) mobilise solidarity in Durban & everywhere 

4) take seriously climate rhetoric: shift freight to 
trains, lower trade vulnerability, de-smokestack  
5) plan/implement post-pollution, post-carbon 
Durban with ‘Million Climate Jobs’ campaign 

 


