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Ladies and Gentlemen, 

We are not here today to criticize SANBI or Me. Michelle Phabb , we are here today to fight for our constitutional 

rights to protect our property, our businesses and for the best interest of all parties involved in the cycad fraternity as 

well as for the best interest of conservation authorities. 

If there is no money to set up a proper Scientific Authority, it cannot be expected from one person - Michelle Pfab – to 

cover  all aspects of propagation, conservation, protecting, legal trading and more in particular legal owners of cycads. 

Our presence today is to make sure the well being of cycads are protected by everybody and to ensure our rights to be 

part of the real stake holder’s engagement. We are all very sincere about the protection and more in particular the 

healthy propagation of some of the most endangered living plants on the planet. 

As a nursery we are involved in several  legal projects - not only to protect existing natural colonies of cycads – but also 

to make sure that present extinct cycads in the wild are properly propagated, and with the engagement of nature 

conservation, create a healthy pool of plants to cultivate them  for even replanting in their natural habitat. 

As one of the largest cycad nurseries cultivating cycads for the past twenty two  years, and producing at least over 

400,000 new specimen we really expect to be counted as a stake holder – of which up to now we were not. 

The present NDF document tries to cover all cycads which is impossible. It should only focus on plants which still exist 

in nature. For that purpose everyone involved in their right sense of mind will support it, but to make it also valid for 

cycads in gardens (legal cycads) and cycads in nurseries (legal cycads) is almost criminal. 

With the Moratorium in place nobody is allowed to do anything with a cycad bigger than 7 and 15 cm respectively. The 

NDF, like the NSAP, will definitely not stand in any court. It is also contradictory according to ICUN AND NOT 

ACCORDING TO law. (Prohibition notice Government Gazette No. 35344) & (Tops Regulatinos) 

Cycads legally bought and legally in possession of their owners with possession permits remains in the sole discretion 

of the owner and any court will rule in the favour of the legal owner. Any new laws or bylaws that will touch on these 

constitutional rights of their owners will be objected to with vigor. 

Dr. Daniel Wolf approved of the NDF and got it launched at the COP 17. This means the NDF, ONLY protects plants still 

in Nature!!!! THIS EVERYBODY will support. The NDF cannot and should not be used as a general ban on cycads, their 

propagation, cultivation and legal buying and selling within a legal framework. 

Any moratorium or improper set of rules, as it is suggest now, will make a mockery of the large role present legal 

owners, nurseries and legal collectors are playing in the conservation of these plants – even in nature. We all support 

the LEGAL sustainable use of our country`s biodiversity. This is in line with what was accepted at COP17. 

 

                HARTBEESHOEK 



RESULTS OF A TRANSLOCATION 

AND RE-ESTABLISHMENT 

PROGRAM UNDERTAKEN OVER 30 

YEARS AGO

 

DO NOT PUT THE BLAME ON US!!! 

GOVERNMENT AT FAULT!!!! 

CITES 9.1-HARTBEESHOEK-30 YEARS AGO-THE  BEST GOVERNMENT COULD DO!!!! 

                 HARTBEESHOEK-20 YEARS AGO-CLOSED. 

                 HARTBEEHOEK-WHERE IS THOSE PLANTS???? 

What about all the cycads that was cultivatedby Government state nursery, Hartbeeshoek, which the seedlings was 

bought legally, now 30 years later, mature plants, coning, reproducing, now illegal, cannot do anything with these. 

Why can Government not protect the cycads in the wild, like E. dyerianus, Guards 24/7 nothing disappears? 

Dr. John Donaldson, 1995 

Thank You, Dr John Donaldson 

The Way Forward-Publication by Dr. John Donaldson-1995 

Page 8, 14 and 16 

Nothing happened in 23 years, after Dr. John Donaldson’s publication on the way forward, very, very 

interesting Publication. But ban upon ban for the last 12 years, no consultation with real stake holders. 

Not constitutional, no consultation with real stake holders!!!! 

Almost nothing in documentation that was consulted with real stake holders. 

CRITERIA FOR A REAL STAKE HOLDER. 

1.) NO CYCAD COLLECTION OR HARDLY ANY CYCADS, NOT CULTIVATING. 

2.) NOT CULTIVATING CYCADS. 

3.) NO INTERRESTED AT ALL 

4.) GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 

5.) NURSERY GROWING, CULTIVATING CYCADS FOR 22 YEARSWITH APPROX. 60 000 AND 6 000 MATURE, 

FROM SEED, REPRODUCING. 



6.) SON AND DAUGHTER, THEY HAVE GROWN UP, CULTIVATING CYCADS, NOW THE CYCADS ARE WORTH 

NOTHING, WHAT A DREAM TO BLOW!!! 

7.) DAUGTHER JUST BEGAN CYCAD NURSERY IN WESTERN CAPE. WHAT A WASTE!!!-BLOWS MY MIND!!!!! 

HARRASMENT DAY IN AND OUT!!! 

1.) BEEN HARRASED FOR 21 YEARS 

2.) Been maliciously prosecuted. 

3.) For R50 processing fee which I apparently did not pay, 6 green scorpions 2 cars and a docket opened to lock me up, 5 

years later, still going!!!! FOR R50BUCKS!!!! 

4.) And 13 green scorpions raided our nursery from early in the morning till 19h30 at night with a docket to lock me up, 

after 22 years everybody wants now to come and change the rules. 

5.) That’s not on. 

 

6.) And so on and so on!!!!!! 

 

             NDF 
1.) Waste of time and money, why can the International NDF not be used, after all the NDF is about plants in 

nature and not plants legally in our possession. (Prohibition notice Government Gazette No. 35344) 

Check out the NDF that was drawn up by Daniel Wolf for the IUCN AT THE COP17 Conference. 

2.) Law only came in after  1984??And all plants that were taken out of nature before then are legal!!! 

3.) Moratorium in place???? Unconstitutional!!! 

4.) Scientific Authority should consist of 7 to 9 people, not a single person destroying our Cycads. 

5.) By the way, in the meeting in P.E. BMP the question was raised by me, what about the E. arenarius plants 35 

mature plants (use to be 85, the rest died without nobody taking care of them) that was standing in a garden 

on a farm where the E. arenarius use to grow in their natural habitat, the 2 ladies that works for SAN PARKS, 

Ado elephant state park was prepared to move the plants to the nearby Addo Park, 10km away, that use to be 

part of the natural habitat for E. arenarius, which was bought, taken over by SAN PARKS a few years ago, 

where the remaining E. arenarius is still growing, in their natural habitat, that was shot down with the excuse 

that their DNA could not be guaranteed and there for not good for sustainable use of the specie biodiversity 

plan. 

Now our garden plants get under the loop!!!!!!!   

 

        STAKEHOLDERS 
1.) CRITERIA FOR STAKE HOLDERS!!!! 

2.) Who is the stake holders???? 

3.) Declare all documentation Null and Void. NSAP, NDF, BMP, ALL DOCUMENTATION WAS DRAWN UP BY A 

SINGLE PERSON, Which is not constitutional!!! 

4.) All documentation was modified after “stake holders” meetings and then published!!! 

5.) The NSAP Document was supposed to be launched at the COP17 Conference, when I asked honourable 

minister Mrs. Edna Molewa at the Conference on the Monday of the Biodiversity act. Meeting where did the 

cycads fall of the table, every living organism in every square inch of ground and sea of South Africa was on the 



table, for sustainable utilisation, job creation, monetary for our country, pressure of the wild, Uplifting of 

previous disadvantaged communities, as per CITES Res 9.1 But sadly no Cycads!!!!! 

6.) Why can the 6 species of cycads that grows in the Ado elephant Park not be used for sustainable use of our 

biodiversity, creating jobs, monetary for the park, SA, PRESSURE OF THE WILD!!! 

7.) They should also be part of the real stake holders!!!! 

  

            GENERAL INFO 
1.) 10 JEARS 1988 TILL 2007 One for All and one, no permits only interim law declared by Nature 

Conservation, you for 10 Years, could obtain a cycad from anybody with only a donation letter 

2.) E. arenarius was tested at my home 7 years ago, the chemical test by Me. Michelle Pfab, to determine 

when it came out of nature, up till today no results yet. 

3.) For 22 years we as a family cultivated cycads, the kids started being 3 and 6 years old. 

4.) Now these cycads are mature plants reproducing and we are not allowed to do anything with these 

cycads, that is not on, that is 500% unconstitutional. 

           THE LAST BUT NOT THE LEAST 
Over the last 22 years we were allowed to buy and cultivate cycads, some of the rare cycads were quit costly to 

purchase, but at the end of the day it was suppose to be for a good coarse, to cultivate, make babies to ensure the 

existence of these cycads for next generations to come. Now these cycads which we bought legally with Nature 

Conservation documentation are now illegal and worth nothing, who is going to compensate us for our losses. 

What are we going to do with 60 000 cycads which was cultivated legally with all the paperwork in place 

        BURN THEM!!!!!!! 
 

 

  

       LETTER BY MARK CROOKS, WAY BACK THEN!!! 

M.The Cycad regulations were included in the ToPS Regulations as a poorly conceived afterthought. One was left with 

no illusions about the viability of these regulations when they were rejected by the provincial nature conservation 

authorities. 

The Cycad Society has spent three years in talks with the Department explaining the complexities of the Cycad 

situation in this country. It was agreed in 2009 that a process would be initiated whereby meaningful Cycad 

regulations would be jointly compiled and the ToPS Regulations amended accordingly by June 2010. The urgency of 

the matter was appreciated by all concerned. 

It has now become quite clear that Cycads enjoy a relatively low priority in the overall picture of conservation matters 

in the Department. It has also become apparent that the well being of the wild South African Cycads is the concern of 



a very small portion of the general population and that these concerns are represented by only two organizations; 

SANBI and the South African Cycad Society. 

At this point in time there is only one current and valid regulation in ToPS that is relevant to the protection of wild 

Cycads  (This being Regulation 25a) and this regulation has been largely ignored by the public of late and, historically, 

poorly enforced by the authorities. The other remaining regulations are administrative in nature and these 

administrative measures, namely the permit system, are an absolute failure as a conservation measure. 

We are alarmed to learn that once again it has been proposed to impose restrictions on the legal Cycad trade as a 

measure for protecting the remaining wild Cycad populations. This notion is very obviously a paradoxical absurdity! 

The shortcoming of ToPS, with regard to Cycad protection, has now reached emergency status. If meaningful and 

enforceable regulations cannot be enacted in the very near future it will no longer be necessary to do so; there will be 

no wild Cycads left to protect! 

New and innovative perspectives need to be considered with regard to Cycad protection. We consider it the 

responsibility of the Department and the convenors of this meeting to formally instruct the Cycad Society and SANBI 

to jointly produce recommendations for inclusion in the amended ToPS regulations. 

The proposal for restrictions in Cycad trade must be seen to be part of the amendment process as it has been 

described today by the Department. Under the circumstances we, the Cycad Society of South Africa formally list 

ourselves as a stakeholder in this matter but reserve the right to provide our detailed recommendations at the time of 

our input during the defined phase 3 of the amendment process 

END 


