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WESTERN CAPE ENDURANCE RIDING ASSOCIATION 

P.O. Box 382 

Riversdale 

6670 

Phone: 073 092 3782 

Email: wc.endurance.association@gmail.com  

13 June 2019 

Dear ERASA member! 
 
RE:  FAURESMITH AGM 2019 MOTIONS 

The Endurance Ride Association of the Western Cape Province strives to ensure our members 
are exposed to the best opportunities possible for them.  This means to aligning ourselves with 
the Sports act and getting on board as far as transformation is concerned. There is no better 
option for us and we have achieved a number of great milestones this past year.  We were the 
first province with a SASCOC aligned constitution, and the first province to issue official 
provincial colours that has been approved by the correct provincial federation structures, for 
the second year already. 
 
We pride ourselves on our pro-active approach to ensure transparency in our sport.  Most of 
our members have been extremely encouraged by the positive changes we have brought about 
and they are 100% on board. 
 
In order to be instrumental in the transformation of our sport also at national level, and in 
order to ensure equal opportunity for all athletes in our sport, the Western Cape Endurance 
Ride Association (WCERA) are proposing two very important motions this year at the Annual 
General Meeting (AGM). 
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ERASA has already started the public debate by commenting on the motions we are proposing 
at the upcoming AGM, on the agenda they sent to members.   In order to ensure that members 
have all the facts so that you can form your own opinion, we would like to take this 
opportunity to respond to the points presented on the agenda by the ERASA Exco, in opposition 
to our proposed motions: 
 
 
MOTION 1: 
 

1. The amendment to the ERASA Constitution Clause 9.1.4.: 
 
Clause 9.1.4 Additional Members (one vote each) - DELETE.  
 
No additional members and certainly no vote to additional members 
 
BACKGROUND:  

• When SASCOC introduced a uniform organisational structure and voting structure for all 
type of sports in the country, the founding principle was that members do not vote on 
national level anymore, but their votes are represented through a provincial body and 
provincial president. (As a result a member DOES NOT HAVE TO ATTEND THE MEETING 
AT FAURESMITH TO BE ABLE TO CAST his/her VOTE)   

• On a national council, each province has one vote.  Club members bring their votes to 
their clubs, clubs to a province, and the province then takes the majority of all the club 
votes as a mandate to vote at the national council meetings. 

• This is a fair representation structure – each province has one vote.  Each club has one 
vote, and club members get the opportunity to provide a mandate to their club, who in 
turn provides a mandate to the provincial president, who in turn then votes as the 
majority of the members in his province wishes. 

• ERASA Constitution Clause 5.12 states that it is Erasa’s objective to ensure that the 
constitution of ERASA is not in conflict with the constitution of SAEF, SASCOC or the 
constitution of South Africa.   Never the less, ERASA’s constitution has always allowed 
for additional votes to that of the provinces.  These “additional members” do not 
represent any specific group.  In other words, they cannot take a mandate from 
anyone, and vote as they personally see fit.  This is not fair representation of member 
wishes. 

• These same additional members can now vote against this motion!  
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• If the additional members all come from, for instance Natal, which means effectively 
then that Natal has 5 votes at national level, which is unfair to every other province in 
the country. 

• Clause 18.4 of the ERASA constitution is clear – should a dispute be declared or exist 
with regard to the interpretation of the constitution of ERASA and that of the SAEF, the 
constitution of the higher body prevails, in other words the SAEF. 

• The constitution of the SAEF does not make provision for additional members on the 
national council and certainly not for unequal voting structures, as this will most 
certainly compromise riders.   

 
Please consider carefully our responses to the comments of the ERASA Exco: 
 
Below are the ERASA comments in yellow with WCERA response in green. 
 
ERASA 
1.1 Although SAEF has no provision for additional members in their constitution, it is in the 
ERASA constitution which has been approved by the SAEF. 
WCERA 
1.1 This is true. SAEF did approve the ERASA constitution, however, this does not mean that the 
ERASA constitution is yet fully in line with that of the SAEF or the directives of SASCOC.  See 
attached a letter from the SG of the SAEF, where it is clearly stated that all the constitutions of 
various discipline associations are still to be corrected.  This is actually not relevant though, as 
the clause regarding discrepancies in constitutions overrides this argument. Where there is a 
discrepancy, the directives of the higher body prevail, and clearly there is a discrepancy, as can 
be seen also from the letter of 11 June from the SAEF SG.  
 
ERASA 
1.2 SAEF has no objection to additional members on the ERASA board. 
WCERA 
1.2 This is correct, however they cannot vote according to SASCOC directives, and the SAEF 
constitution, which again, when put to the test, will be the prevailing directive. 
 
ERASA 
1.3 The additional members fulfill a meaningful and critical role in the day to day management 
of ERASA.  
WCERA  
1.3 This role should be fulfilled by committee chairpersons, who are appointed for a specific 
task, focusing on specific issues BUT WITHOUT VOTE.  
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ERASA 
1.4 Additional members fulfill the role of committee chairpersons.  
WCERA 
1.4 Committee chairpersons are already catered for in the ERASA constitution, hence why it is 
100% fine to remove the additional members in totality.  The two roles should not be 
duplicated 
 
ERASA 
1.5 Additional members are chosen by the provincial representatives on mandate from the 
province members. Thus representing the whole of ERASA members 
WCERA 
1.5 They are elected by members yes, but in their roles as additional members they represent 
no one, and their vote is without any proper mandate (in other words without proper 
representation).  That is why there is provision in the constitution for committees and 
committee chairpersons. 
 
ERASA 
1.6 A false rumour is being spread that the additional members influenced the vote outcome on 
a motion at FS’18 AGM. The truth is that even without the additional members vote, and if only 
the provincial presidents vote, the motion was not approved  
WCERA 
1.6 We do not want to respond to rumours, rather just facts.  As already mentioned, the 
additional members do not represent any specific group, and so are therefore votes without 
mandates.  It will most certainly distort the proper voting structure of 9 provinces who all 
represent actual members.  It can give a province the advantage of more than one vote, which 
is very unfair on the other provinces then. 
Removing additional members will most certainly not cripple the executive. Instead it will 
streamline the organisation and make the representation of athletes a much more fair 
structure.  The organisation needs to be run in any event by the council, not just the office 
bearers and four arbitrary people. 
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MOTION 2: 
 

In order to comply with SASCOC’s National Sports Colours Regulation, to give all athletes fair 

and equal opportunities to obtain National Colours, take part in the National Championships 

and to qualify for International Events, as well as comply with SAEF Constitution Clause 9.2.4, 

further more to avoid the AHS Movement restriction imposed between January and June,  

– Moving of the SAIC date so that all athletes have equal participation opportunities 
 
BACKGROUND:  

• South Africa is plagued by a horrible disease called African Horse Sickness.  It affects our 
sport detrimentally, as most horse owners know. 

• There are high risk times and there are low risk times for this disease, a common fact. 

• ERASA’S Constitution states in Objectives: Clause 5.7:  To ensure that horses 
participating in endurance rides are not exposed to conditions and circumstances that 
could be detrimental to their well being.  

• It has been confirmed from the DAFF office that horses tested positive at SAIC 2016 
(Bethlehem) as well as SAIC 2019 (Bona Bona). 

• It is so that WC riders are compromised with regards to quarantine conditions, however 
what many people lose sight of, is that the WHOLE country is compromised during high 
risk times.  It is not wise to bring 400 – 500 horses together in one place, from all over 
the country, during a high risk AHS period.  This most certainly compromises the safety 
of horses. 

• In the Western Cape, 2 week-quarantine regulations apply during high risk periods, 
when an outbreak has occurred in the area where SAIC takes place. This is only recalled 
after a 40-day clean period.   

• The SAEF has taken a decision that during high risk times no team competition events 
are to take place, so as to cater for people who do not want to expose their horses to 
this dreadful disease. 

• ERASA has obtained dispensation from the SAEF on this rule for 2020, however, in the 
long term, we need to align ourselves with the rest of equestrian, thereby ensuring NO 
athlete is compromised by not being able to attend major competitions during high risk 
times (be it because the athlete does not want to compromise his/her horse, or because 
quarantine adds an extra R8000.00 to the athletes bill. This is blatant discrimination 
against those who cannot afford the extra cost. 
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ERASA:  
2.1 “After 1 July” is exactly during the Fauresmith week. Is this an attempt to abolish the FS 
ride?? This will also influence the Walvis ride and our attendance there, as it is at end of Aug. 
WCERA 
2.1 When we say after 1 July it does not mean we want SAIC in the first week of July.  It means 
after 1 July and before 31 October. We most certainly do not want to abolish FS, we love FS and 
actively participate, and with teams as well, every single year.  Our proposition is to move SAIC 
without compromising Walvis or FS, and for the principal reasons of protecting horses and 
ensuring equal participation opportunities for all athletes. 
 
ERASA 
2.2 ERASA, NERA and BERA have a long standing agreement on dates for SAIC and Walvis 
events. This is an arrangement to accommodate the visiting teams in their school holidays  
for travelling purposes. This motion to change the date of SAIC would most certainly influence 

the attendance of our neighbouring countries to the events. 

WCERA 
2.2 We are quite certain that in the spirit of good sportsmanship, both NERA and BERA will 
accommodate the change if they understood the solid reasons behind the proposal.  The 
protection of horses and ensuring that all athletes have a fair and equal chance to participate 
will be as important to BERA and NERA as it would be to all who understand the reasoning 
behind this proposed change. 
 
ERASA  
2.3 The position of SAIC and Walvis are arranged around the Fauresmith event in early July. 
WCERA 
2.3 Any position of events should first and foremost consider safety of horses and equal 
opportunities to all athletes. (as stated in SASCOC’s colour regulations and SAEF’s 
constitution). 
 
ERASA 
2.4 Fauresmith event will be held in 2019 for the 46th time and is a historical ride, catering for 
the broad base of ERASA members and Fauresmith is the base from where ERASA originated.  
WCERA 
2.4We fully agree, and love the event and would never want to see it abolished. 
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ERASA  
2.5 Moving SAIC closer to Fauresmith will most definitely influence, or run the risk of losing one 
of these events  
WCERA 
2.5 This is not certain.  Our proposal is that Walvis and SAIC be swopped around  - making sure 
it remains  during the holiday period - if necessary moving one week earlier or later - to allow 
for travel time.  This will not affect any of the three major rides.  It does not matter when 
Namibia travels, they are always subject to the same protocol.  So April for them would have no 
better or worse implications as far as AHS is concerned.  For SAIC to be in August will make all 
the difference for SA riders, and specifically WC riders, as this is out of the high risk time, 
safeguarding horses, and eliminating the need for 2 weeks guaranteed quarantine lay overs. 
 
ERASA  
2.6 The time slot of the three events also takes cognizance of horse welfare with enough resting 
periods.  
WCERA 
2.6 We fully agree that horse welfare should be high on the priority list when discussing 
alternatives. This is one of the two main reasons for our proposal in fact.  Bringing a large 
number of horses from various locations together in one place during a high risk disease time 
does not place a priority on the welfare of these animals. Swapping SAIC and Walvis around will 
also ensure that rest periods are not affected in any way 
 
ERASA  
2.7 SAIC is hosted by the 9 provinces on a round robin basis. Western Cape declined their 
opportunity and will be afforded an opportunity to host SAIC in the future.  
WCERA 
2.7 The issue is NOT that WC is unhappy about the location - it is the TIME PERIOD that is 
discriminatory to the WC. Should Western Cape present the ride during the current high risk 
dates within any of the protection zones - where we have ample facilities to do so - THE REST 
OF THE COUNTRY WILL HAVE TO DO A 2-WEEK QUARANTINE at the cost of R8000, 00 per 
horse.   This is preventing WC to host the ride - another discriminatory factor.  
 
ERASA 
2.8 SAIC 2020 will be hosted by the Northern Cape Province who have already begun their 
arrangements and have secured sponsorships for the event  
WCERA 
2.8 Our aim is to put a long term solution in place for our sport and the challenges faced by the 
sport with regards to AHS.  If NC has fixed arrangements around the same dates, then WC will 
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again be at risk to do a 2-week quarantine in 2020 upon return. We would like the situation to 
change for future events.   
 
ERASA 
2.9 ERASA has SAEF consent to host SAIC in the Northern Cape in 2020.  
WCERA 
2.9 Agreed 
 
ERASA   
2.10 The whole issue around AHS is actually a quarantine problem. DAF (Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry) stance is that quarantine is a standing situation. NO quarantine will be 
the exception. Moving the date to where ever will not resolve the problem. 
WCERA  
2.10. THIS IS NOT CORRECT.  DAFF’s quarantine requirement is ONLY DURING HIGH RISK AHS 
PERIODS AND WHEN THERE HAS BEEN OUTBREAKS 30KMS WITHIN THE AREA are horses 
required to do 2-week stop-over.   
Horses entering the WC during low AHS risk periods - when no outbreaks usually occur - are 
NOT required to do stop-over-quarantine  Hence the low risk times a fair solution.   AHS is a 
reality in southern Africa and will continue to plague the sport as a whole.  But we disagree that 
the issue is one of quarantine.  The issue is of safeguarding horses during high risk periods, and 
ensuring all athletes have equal participation opportunities. 
 
ERASA 
2.11 AHS poses a problem country wide. In the Western Cape it is quarantine. In the rest of the 
country it is horse deaths.  
WCERA 
2.11 The issue is the extra cost for riders taking part in SAIC DURING HIGH RISK TIME PERIOD.  
For exactly the reason that horses die in areas other than WC where quarantine protects 
outbreaks, we are seriously urging all role players to NOT have major competitions and 
gatherings of horses during high risk AHS periods. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to inform you with the facts.  Please consider it and send your 
vote to your Club Chairman who must forward it to your Provincial President.  
 
Regards 
 
 
Western Cape Endurance Ride Association 
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