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2 November 1993 

The Secretary 
Constitutional Committee 
P O Box 307 
ISANDO 
1600 

Dear Sir 

FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS - ENVIRONMENT 

The Wildlife Society welcomes the inclusion of a clause 
(No 29) on the right to a satisfactory environment in your 
Technical Committee’s latest report, but would urge one minor 
but essential improvement. 

The notion of "sustainability"” in regard +to human use of the 
environment is the single most important and pervasive concept 
in all the recent policy directives emanating from the United 
Nations environment and development debate [WCED (1987) "Our 
Common Future"; IUCN (1991) "Caring for the Earth"; UN (1992) 
Rio Earth Summit]. 

Though the Wildlife Society does not advocate the recognition 
of any form of "rights for the environment", it is our strong 
view that environmental attributes as well as human ones 
should characterise the environment to which we believe people 
have an inalienable right. To this end the notion of a 
"sustainable environment" is appropriate, and no more 
equivocal than the notion of "not detrimental to health and 
well-being" . 

The proposed new wording for Clause 29, which measures the 
quality of the environment exclusively in human terms ("not 
detrimental to human health or well-being”) would not be 
acceptable in current international thinking as an adequate 
measure of a satisfactory environmental condition. Mankind 
has demonstrated repeatedly that it can thrive for extended 
periods in quite appalling conditions that are not sustainable 
in the longer term. 
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We respectfully request that your committee consider the 
inclusion of the concept of environmental sustainability in 
the phrasing of right No 29. This could be achieved by the 
insertion of the words "ecologically sustainable" before the 
word “environment" . We assume the following definition for 
the term "ecologically sustainable environment": 

an environment in which significant ecological components 
(eg species, habitats, landscapes) and processes (eg 
cleansing water cycles, migration of biota, rates of 
climate change) are not destroyed or changed 
irreversibly. 

The full right would then read, 
Every person shall have the right to an ecologically 
sustainable environment which is not detrimental to his 
or her health or well-being. 

Please accept the view that +this minor change is hugely 
important . It will have the support of the environmental 
establishment, comprising state agencies, non-government 
organisations and environmental science institutions around 
the country. Please also accept that the inclusion of the 
concept of ecological sustainability implies no additional 
demand for state funding, which we know to be a strong 
negative characteristic of most third generation rights.    
Thank’/you/ for agreeing to consider this important detail. 

for T I STEENKAMP 
PRESIDENT 
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2 November 1983 

The Secretary 
Constitutional Committee 
P O Box 307 
ISANDO 
1600 

Dear Sir 

FUNDAMENTAL HOMAN RIGHTS - ERVIRONMENT 

The Wildlife Society welcomes the imclusion of a clause 

(No 29) on the right to a satisfactory environment in your 

Technical Committee's latest report, but would urge one minor 

but essential improvement. 

The notion of “sustainability” in regard to human use of the 

environment is the single most importsnt and pervasive concept 

in all the recent policy directives emanating from the United 

Nations environment and development debate [WCED (1987) "Our 

Common Future®; LUCN (1991) “"Caring for the Earth”; UN (1892) 

Rio Earth Summit]. 

Though the Wildlife Society does not advocate the recognition 

of any form of "rights for the environment”, it is our strong 

view that environmental attributes as well as human ones 

should characterise the enviromment to which ws believe people 

have an inalienable right. To this end the notion of a 

"gustainable environment" is appropriate, and no ‘more 

equivocal than the notion of "not detrimental to health and 

well-being" . 

The provosed new wording for Clauwse 29, which weasures the 

quality of the environment exclusively in human terms ("not 

detrimental +to human health or well-being”) would not be 

acceptable in current international thinking as an adequate 

measure of a satisfactory environmental conditiom. Hankind 

has demonstrated repeatedly that it can thrive for extended 

periods in quite appalling conditions that are not sustainable 

in the longer term. 
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We respectfully request that your committee consider the 

inclusion of the concept of environmental sustainability in 

the phrasing of right No 29. This could be achieved by the 

insertion of the words "ecologically sustainable” before the 

word “environment”. We assume the following definition for 

the term “ecologically sustainable environment’: 

an environment in which significant ecological components 

(eg species, habitats, landscapes) and processes (eg 

cleansing water cycles, migration of biota, rates of 

climate change) are not destroyed or changed 

irreversibly. 

The full right would then read, 
Every person shall have the right to an ecologically 

sustainable environment which is not detrimental to his 

or her health or well-being. 

Please accept the view that this minor change is hugely 

important. It will have the support of - the environmental 

establishment, comprising state agencies, non-governnent 

organisations and environmental science institutions around 

the country. Please also accept that the inclusion of the 

concept of ecological sustainability implies no additional 

demand for state funding, which we Imow to be & strong 

negative characteristic of most third gemeration rights. 

Thank”you/ for agreeing to consider this important detail. 

     

for T I STEENKAMP 
PRESIDENT 

   


