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If animal experiments save humans why will vivisectors not 
accept an independent investigation? We have said over and 
over that there are vested interests of suppliers of food, cages 
and equipment, and pharmaceutical companies conduct animal 
studies as a stepping stone to clinical trials while protecting 
themselves from lawsuits in the event of an adverse effects and 
use animal studies as a legal safety net. The LAW needs to change, 
forcing pharma and medical research to make use of non-animal 
methods, of which there are plenty. 

Excerpt from the AFMA (Americans For Medical Advancement) 
website, a group who is against vivisection for scientific reasons, 
and not necessarily for ethical considerations. (This makes the 
argument against vivisection all the more compelling.)

Dr Ray Greek MD explains that animal testing is a big business: 
“There is a wealth of scientific evidence along with supporting 
theory verifying that the practice of using animals as predictive 
models in drug and disease response is ineffectual. Yet the 
practice continues. Why? The reasons are many and varied, 
and they have little, if anything, to do with science.

Many scientists have been experimenting on animals for 
years and have published their results in hundreds of articles 
in professional journals, much to their career and financial 
success. To them, the system isn’t broken. Why fix it?

Add to that the huge and highly profitable business that has 
been built around animal-based research. Animal breeders, as 
well as suppliers of cages and instruments designed specifically 
for use in animal studies, depend on the practice of animal-
based research for their continued growth and profitability.

Universities charge a very large overhead fee for animal-based 
research conducted at their institution. Some of the top 
universities bring in around $100 million annually from animal-
based research. The university can use that money in any 
fashion they wish. Not surprisingly, universities are some of 
the largest proponents of animal-based research…”

Cited from http://afma-curedisease.org/opposition.aspx

HUMANE GUIDE & ANIMAL TESTING

Why we urge the use of the 
www.humaneguide.co.za         

and not be misled by claims    
on labels

Yet another example was recently brought 
to our attention: a brand, which still claims 
to be endorsed or approved by BWC, after 
being de-listed some years ago for non-
compliance of ingredients, is an active 
member of a council which funds and does 
animal-based research to prove the healing 
efficacy of their major ingredient! 

From their website (redacted): 

“X is a very active member of the Y who 
in the past year have created media 
exposure in excess of R15 million for X in 
South Africa and in international markets.

The South African Y has invested in excess 
of R40 million into X research in the past 
20 years and will invest a further R3-
million in 2017 to commission additional 
research into X’s health-enhancing 
properties, which could yield some of the 
most exciting new discoveries yet.”

From the Y website: 

“X has proven cancer-fighting properties 
in animal research studies, and exciting 
new research points towards the role that 
X can play in promoting heart health and 
preventing diabetes.”

“A convincing body of evidence 
confirming the potential health properties 
of X has been built up, mostly based on 
in vitro work (in test tubes) and in vivo 
work (with live animals).”

We have now successfully prevented 
them from claiming anything about being 
approved by BWC.

Inducing tumours, cancers and human 
diseases in animals to test the efficacy 
of something is reprehensible and 
unacceptable on every level.

Please be kind, and use the guide, which 
is at the back of this magazine, or visit 
www.humaneguide.co.za as it is regularly 
updated. 

“MANY PEOPLE PROFIT FINANCIALLY 
FROM THE BILLION DOLLAR BUSINESS OF 

ANIMAL TESTING VIVISECTION EXPERIMENTS”
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FUR FREE CAMPAIGN
Report by Emy Wilhelm, Chairperson  of FFSA

It has been yet another busy year for FFSA. One of 
our goals for 2018 was to collaborate more with other 
animal rights’ organisations, as this gives the fur cause in 
particular and animal advocacy in general more strength.

Here are some of the activities that we were involved in:

1. Beauty Without Cruelty (BWC), Fur Free SA (FFSA) 
and other organisations demonstrated in support of 
the cosmetic testing ban. Another concern is that 
certain toxic chemicals used in the manufacturing of 
fur products are also tested on animals.

2. As many types of fur products are still being sold 
in South Africa, BWC, FFSA and others joined 
forces and held a Fur Must Fall demonstration in 
Johannesburg. There was good media coverage of 
this protest, which helped increase exposure (see 
album https://bit.ly/2ylf43k)

3. We designed and printed child-friendly leaflets for 
this event as part of our on-going Friend Not Fur 
campaign. There is a colouring-in page with easy to 
read anti-fur information on the back.

4. As a member of the international Fur Free Alliance, 
FFSA participated in their online #PradaFurFree 
campaign. To date Prada still includes genuine fur in 
its collections.

5. FFSA had a stall at the Tails and Whiskers charity 
market. This was to raise funds, as well as educate 
people about fur products.

6. For Worldwide Fur Free Friday we initiated a tweet 
storm addressed to Investec ltd., which owns the Firs 
and thereby has Erich Fischer Furriers as a tenant.

7. FFSA contacted the Natal Rabbit Club about a 
newspaper article reporting that this club was 
promoting the farming of rabbits for their meat and 
fur. This group assured us that this was misinformation.

8. Image consultant Aletté-Johanni Winkler and Ms 
Universe Demi-Leigh Nel-Peters were approached 
by FFSA for promoting fur fashion. We were informed 
that Demi-Leigh only wears faux fur. Aletté-Johanni 
Winkler said that she did not know much about the 
fur industry and was therefore indifferent to it.

9. FFSA addressed a tweet to Nandi Madida, a South 
African singer, actress and television presenter who 
was seen wearing what possibly was a genuine fur 
shawl. Nandi’s response in Times Live (Sunday Times 
at https://bit.ly/2L3y8M0) was that she did not know 
if the fur was real or not, but that she does not 
“endorse animal cruelty”.

Fur Free South Africa (FFSA) is an affiliate of BWC

The Fur Must Fall demonstration held on 18 August, 2018. Thirty anti-fur activists joined forces to protest 
against the brutal fur industry in all its forms ~ Rosebank Johannesburg. Left to right: FFSA’s Chris, Emy &Tricia.
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10. FFSA wrote a letter of complaint to The Citizen 
Newspaper (South Africa) for promoting Dolce & 
Gabbana fur fashion, as well as fur fashion at the 
Olympic Winter Games 2018.

11. With the help of volunteers FFSA assisted Harpseals.
org by distributing anti-seal hunt leaflets. We thank 
all those who helped with this action.

12. As part of our Foster Fur project FFSA visited the 
Pigs ‘n’ Paws sanctuary to donate old fur coats.

13. FFSA continues to raise awareness through library 
displays.

14. Our on-going anti-fur pledge has now reached 
over 7 100 signatures. This pledge is used when 
approaching shops selling fur goods.

15. We were thrilled to add Petra Laranjo to our fur free 
gallery of South African personalities.

FFSA aims to investigate all fur related queries. While it 
is it is easy to sell fur items in error it is significant as to 
how the retailer responds.

1. WEYLANDTS Furniture and Homeware were selling 
genuine rabbit fur items. As WEYLANDTS claimed 
the fur was a by-product of the meat industry FFSA 
focused on the cruel farming methods. This retailer 
then removed these fur items but a few months later 
was found to be selling them at a reduced price. 
Furthermore, they have now extended their range to 
include reindeer skin mats. To date we have been 

unable to get WEYLANDTS to commit to a meeting 
with Toni from BWC.

2. Vet to Pet was selling fur pet toys (Charlie Fox brand) 
but undertook to remove them.

3. FFSA still has our What The Fur campaign to raise 
awareness about domestic animals skinned for fur 
(see: http://on.fb.me/1Cz1vLR )

4. Beanies with fur pompoms were found at The 
Space clothing store. Once informed, this retailer 
immediately removed these products.

5. The shop City Girl was selling Isabella earrings made 
from fur. Another brand that sells fur jewellery is Vikki 
Lou.

6. JENAM primarily sells bath and body products (BWC 
accredited) but was selling fur key rings as fake 
fur. Not only did this retailer pay for the laboratory 
testing of the fur but also committed to removing all 
its fur stock.

7. The response from jàngí was initially hostile towards 
FFSA when we informed them that earrings sold by 
this company were made from animal fur. To resolve 
the dispute FFSA had the fur tested, which confirmed 
that it was of animal origin.

8. FFSA approached shoe shops – Blaze, LEGIT, Moda 
Shoes and Perocili for selling shoes with real fur as 
fake fur.

9. FFSA contacted retailers selling fur trinkets as 
synthetic. These retailers included the Bead Shop, 

                 
                  Members of FFSA were joined by other organisations, including SPEAK and Ban Animal Trading.
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bon tierra 

100% natural cruelty-free and vegan skincare manufactured in 
South Africa with pure ingredients like vegetable butters, pure oils, 
organic and pure essential oils.  Tested on humans and Trusted by 
our Customers.  No parabens, no SLS or SLES, no mineral oils or 
petroleum based ingredients and no ingredients you can’t 
pronounce.  Just pure goodness, the way it should be – naturally. 

www.bont ier ra.com 

Nikki’s Gift shop, Polly Potters Toy Shop, Spree 
online shop and YDE. Spree and YDE immediately 
removed the products.

10. Jenni Button/Philosophy brand was found to be 
selling clothing with fur trim in error. 

11. Levitech was selling hats with fur pompoms online via 
Takealot. Levitech claimed that the fur was ethically 
sourced. Both Levitech and Takealot are listed on our 
Wall Of Shame.

12. The eyelash brand Lash Addict (SA) has been added 
to FFSA’s Wall Of Shame for promoting mink fur 
eyelash extensions as cruelty free.

13. We contacted the shop Cape Cobra, in Cape 
Town, which replied “Cape Cobra does use animals 
skins- however we have worked very intensively on 
ensuring best practices in the industry, sourcing only 
from farmed environments”. This retailer is on FFSA’s 
Wall Of Shame.

14. Gilda Boutique, Bedfordview, claims it has a fur free 
policy but was recently selling detachable collars 
made from mink fur. We were told that this was old 
stock.

15. FFSA contacted the boutique Lalalux for selling 
genuine angora fur garments, which have now been 
discontinued.

16.  When trying to enquire about possible fur products 
the shop Smile ignored us and Elizabeth Summer 
Accessories threatened us with legal action if we 
mentioned her company on social media.

17. FFSA sent the facts of fur production to the online 
store WantItAll, which continues to sell a range of 
real fur items.

18. FFSA contacted the JACK & JONES brand (member 
of the Fur Free Retailer program) about the 
possibility of counterfeit fur products being sold in 
a Jack & Jones shop in The Zone, Johannesburg. 
This company was sourcing its garments from China 
and using the Jack and Jones and Vera Moda brand 
name. The Zone has ignored our correspondence 
about this.

We could not have done this work without the help of 
concerned members of the public. Our grateful thanks 
to everyone who assisted in some way.                             
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Killer whales are incredibly intelligent, sentient and 
social creatures.  Resident killer whales from the Pacific 
Northwest, which Lolita is classified as, stay with their 
mothers their entire lives. Lolita’s mother, known as L25, 
is still alive today at approximately  90 years old, and 
is photographed regularly by scientists and conservation 
organizations. 

Lolita currently lives alone with no other killer whale 
companions. When not performing in her show, Lolita 
floats listlessly in her tank. In the wild, killer whales swim 
hundreds of miles a day, diving as deep as 150 meters. 
In her tank, she swims in circles inside the 10m wide area 
and can only go as deep as 6m, in a small area in the 
centre of the tank.

Lolita is the oldest living killer whale in captivity, in the 
smallest orca tank in the USA.                                

TAJII DOLPHIN HUNT 
Beauty Without Cruelty handed over a memorandum 
to Japanese Consul General Naito’s representative, 
denouncing the Taiji dolphin capture and killing, 
before the start of the annual massacre beginning on 1 
September. each year.            

May 12th was ‘Empty the Tanks’ Day – worldwide events 
took place. This is a day for everyone around the world 
to stand up against marine mammal captivity. The abuse 
and exploitation of these sentient beings has no place in 
the 21st century. Protests and educational events were 
held all over world in front of marine mammal parks and 
aquariums.  The Cove and Blackfish are two important 
documentaries, about dolphins and orcas respectively, 
that can be viewed online for free,

Meanwhile, back in South Africa, we make performing 
sea mammals the major reason for visiting an oceanarium. 

Even though captive whales and dolphins are kept in 
an environment free of predators, pollution and other 
threats, they die young.

Around 3,000 whales and dolphins are held in aquaria, 
zoos and marine parks globally. Capturing and keeping 
whales and dolphins in captivity is deplorable. They are 
highly intelligent and live in complex societies. But they 
are taken from their homes, separated from their families 
and confined for human ‘entertainment’.

On dolphins in captivity: 
Dolphins are social and intelligent beings with advanced 
echolocation, which means they can ‘see’ for great 
distances. 

Locking dolphins in water tanks equivalent to dark 
dungeons has resulted in many dolphin suicides, where 
they just sink and stop breathing. As Dolphins have to 
want to breathe, they can just switch off, unlike humans 
for whom breathing is an automatic function.

As with wild animals performing in the circus, there is no 
educational value to seeing dolphins in captivity. More 
importantly, it is extremely stressful for them. Please 
reconsider visiting aquaria or other institutions that have 
captive dolphins.  Sea animals belong in the sea, not in 
glass and water prisons!

CAPE TOWN BABOON KILLINGS 
In July, we had a great turnout on a cold and rainy 
morning, of 130+ people, including a great bunch of 
folk from Constantia Uitsig. Yvette Huysamer accepted 
a memo from Jenni Trethowan of Baboon Matters, on 
behalf of the Cape Party, which was from various animal 
interest groups including several organizations in Cape 

Heartbreaking image of panicking dolphins captured in Tajii (Photo: Sea Shepherd)
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Town Unites for Animals and Cape Animal Rights Forum. 
The gathering was against the allegedly unlawful issuing 
of permits to hunt and kill Chacma Baboons, who are 
protected in the Cape Peninsula. Seven baboons 
are known to have been killed, but up to 40 were 
unaccounted for! There was extensive media coverage 
and we will keep you posted on the issue going forward.

From Baboon Matters: “When the Constantia Bulletin 
broke the news on 4 July 2018 that Cape Nature had issued 
permits to two vineyards to hunt up to two baboons per 
day, there was shock and confusion – confusion as we 
had always believed that the Cape peninsula baboons 
were protected from hunting, and shock that permits 
issued for one year would allow 2 baboons per day to be 
hunted. But more than that, there was outrage that right 
here in our own backyards baboons were being killed by 
commissioned professional hunters.”

Following on from a well-attended protest action and as 
a result of letters of demand issued by the Cape Party, 
Buitenverwachting voluntarily withdrew its permits, and 
we are told that subsequently Klein Constantia has also 
withdrawn their permit.

In the ensuing weeks there has been a great deal 
of activity but the overall situation reflects a lack of 
information and what seems to be a steadily increasing 
number of unaccounted for baboons.

Here is what we know:
When the story broke it was reported that seven baboons 
had been killed and that the elderly and weak had been 
targeted to emulate predation. Secondary media articles 
noted that specific damage-causing baboons had been 
targeted, and from communications it seems that a semi-
paralyzed male, and elderly female and an “injured” 
baboon had been identified as “problem” baboons and 
were some of the seven baboons killed. It is not clear if 
baboons were being targeted as “damage causing” or 
to reduce overall numbers. When the service provider 
report for June 2018 was released, there was no mention 

of hunting permits, only that “some baboons had been 
removed”. But it was noted that 20 baboons were 
“missing”.

The Human Wildlife Solutions (HWS) July 2018 report 
and the Annual Report for 2018 gave updated population 
tables and the ground count and census undertaken 
in June 2018 by HWS staff. From these reports it was 
clear that the situation was worse than had been initially 
reported. The population table shows that despite 37 
deaths in the northern population from July 2017 – June 
2018, it was expected that the population of the northern 
troops would be 255 baboons – yet only 211 baboons 
were found.

Of huge concern is the dramatic decrease in the numbers 
of adult males. In her census of 2015, E. Beamish 
recorded 31 adult males, however the June 2018 count 
found only seven adult males – a loss of 24 adult male 
baboons over three years!

So from initial reports of seven baboons killed, we 
move from 20 “missing” baboons to now 40 “missing” 
baboons.

But we are also “missing” a great deal of information. We 
are not alone in requesting information – various animal 
welfare organizations, civic groups and many concerned 
individuals have written to all the authorities asking for 
facts. We have requested detail such as: minutes of 
meetings where is issuance of permits was discussed/
agreed/debated; attendance registers and agenda; 
communication detailing which baboon deterrents had 
been trialed on the affected vineyards; why electric fences 
at two locations appear to have failed in comparison to 
the Zwaanswyk electric fence where baboons are kept 
out of the area for a reported 98.8% of time. 

We asked for details of recorded damage caused by 
baboons that would have led to Cape Nature issuing 
seemingly unrestricted permits allowing two baboons 
per day to be killed for one year.

We have also requested details of the hunts – when 
did they take place, what were the ages and sexes of 
baboons killed.

The Cape Animal Rights Forum has used the Public 
Access to Information Act (PAIA) and requested specific 
detail. In terms of the Act, the City of Cape Town, Cape 
Nature and TMNP have 90 days to supply requested 
information, so although the request was sent weeks 
ago, we do not expect any detailed response until the 
time limit is up in October.

But the collective animal welfare organizations have also 
been proactive in offering help to try and shed some 
light on what the City of Cape Town has referred to as a 
“phenomenon” – the 40 “missing” baboons.

Baboon Matters volunteered to count the northern 

(Photo: Baboon Matters)
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On the 4th and 5th September 2018, we visited the resort 
at the request of the new owner, Searl Derman, in order 
to assess the existing Cheetah program and to advise on 
any changes needed to comply with fair trade tourism 
guidelines.

Inverdoorn is a big five upmarket resort in the Tankwa 
Karoo near Sutherland. The lodge sits on a vast expanse 
of flat Karoo veld, 10,000 ha in all. The poaching of one 
of their rhino some years ago featured in Richard Peirce’s 
book Poachers Moon.

About a 10-minute drive from the town of Touws Rivier 
lies Aquila private game reserve which is a successful 
ecotourism resort built up by Searl from scratch over the 
last 21 years. About 80,000 tourists visit every year and it 
provides employment for around 500 staff.

Searl has bought Inverdoorn because it is not far away 
from his main business and it fits with a business plan to 
offer a more remote and more exclusive five-star resort as 
part of a package tour.

Setting up an ethics committee
Searl was concerned that the existing cheetah program 
might be seen as unethical and could damage his 
reputation so he contacted Chris Mercer, who is the 
founder of Campaign Against Canned Hunting (CACH), an 
author,  and now runs the Karoo Wildlife Sanctuary. Chris 
suggested that Searl set up a completely independent 
ethics committee to advise him and to deal with any 
complaints about ethics, leaving him free to focus on 
business.

Toni of BWC in Cape Town, and wildlife documentary 
author and activist Richard Peirce were asked by Chris to 
join him to form the committee.

Reviewing the cheetah program
We had a good look at the existing cheetah program. 
There are 15 animals in captivity who are cared for by 
Lisa, an experienced and dedicated handler. There is 
an excellent quality-of-life enhancement program which 
ensures that they remain in good condition.

Every evening at 5 o’clock, as part of their exercise 
regimen and for rehabilitation purposes, a number 
of cheetah have to run for their supper, chasing a lure 
down a runway at up to 120 km an hour. At the end of 
the run they are rewarded with their food. This happens 
regardless of where the public is there or not. There is 
no interaction with tourists, who merely observe from a 
vantage point on top of a building halfway along the run.

The holding camps are spacious and clean. On a daily 
basis in the mornings, cheetah are taken out into the veld 
in the reserve where they are allowed to run free and do 

whatever they want, chase after prey or lie under trees, 
depending on their mood. There are no ethical reasons 
why tourists should not accompany the habituated 
cheetah on these walks through the bush. The same thing 
happens at Samara game reserve near Graaf Reinet where 
the famous habituated cheetah Sybella was quite happy 
to allow tourists to sit a little distance away from her and 
to accompany her at some distance while she went about 
her daily tasks as a wild self-sustaining animal.

What worried Searl was that some tourists have been 
allowed in the past to touch the cheetah on these 
occasions, although under very strict control by Lisa who 
would only allow touching when the animals were relaxed 
and purring. Any form of touching should not be allowed, 
and we advised both Searl and Lisa accordingly.

Chris’s concern is less for animal ethics as a dogma, and 
far more on whether the animals are content and well 
cared for, while Toni of BWC confirms that no physical 
interaction from the public must take place, regardless. 
Inverdoon has already alerted the already-booked 
patrons that no direct animal interaction will take place 
as previously advertised, but tourists will enjoy an 
educational foot safari. The Inverdoorn cheetah are 
probably the luckiest captive cheetah in South Africa in 
terms of condition, care, contentment, and quality-of-life 
enhancement programs, where the plan now is to rehab 
the habituated cheetah as far as possible for release into 
the Inverdoorn large reserve, so they may live as wildly as 
possible, sourcing their own food.

From the Beauty Without Cruelty side, we also view the 
current décor of skins adorning the walls and floors, hide 
coasters in the rooms and minimal plant-based meal 
options as points to address, along with converting to 
BWC-approved guest toiletries. The fabric animal ‘heads’ 
on cabin walls are an interesting touch and in no way, in 
our view, make one think of animal head trophies. 

Visit to Inverdoorn private game reserve by Chris Mercer and Toni Brockhoven
ON ETHICS AND HUMAN-ANIMAL INTERACTION
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Animal Freedom Day, celebrated at the end of July 
each year, promotes the idea that supporters will 
be asked to refrain from eating meat, poultry, fish/
seafood, milk, eggs or animal by-products, hunting or 
fishing, not wear clothing made from animals, refrain 
from using products that were tested on animals, 
boycott entertainment that uses live animals and 
consider adopting a homeless animal.

The issue really is about the inhumane manner in which 
we treat the vast majority of animals where their financial 
value outweighs any consideration for their lives as living, 
feeling, emotional and intelligent beings.

For example, the public perception that animal-based 
research primarily takes place in the field of medicine is 
false, they are also widely used in agriculture and basic 
scientific research, including weaponry, while the use of 
animals in teaching at all levels of secondary and tertiary 
education is still widespread.

We need to place the onus on the researcher to prove that 
no non-animal alternatives exist and that the experiment 
has not already been conducted and concentrate on the 
development, validation and adopting of non-animal 
techniques in research and teaching. There are already 
many non- animal methods available that are more reliable, 
more accurate, more cost effective. The failure to use 
alternatives is too often caused by inertia and reluctance 
to change from established methods.

The ‘control’ of supposed nuisance animals with the use 
of agonising poison, shooting, gin-traps and dogs remain 
in place, even though evidence suggests that non-lethal 
methods such as shepherding, the use of guard dogs and 
donkeys are more effective and cheaper in the long run, 
and of course, humane. The lethal methods have done 
nothing to curb populations, in fact, the reverse. Sadly, we 
have a culture of killing as a first (second and third) option.

Circus living conditions cannot meet the welfare 
and behavioural needs of circus animals and they 
endure suffering due to caging, inadequate social and 
environmental stimulation, the rigours of transportation 
and training and performing regimes.

It is a curious thing that hunting and killing animals for 
fun is tolerated, and hunters/anglers often seek to justify 
this by claiming that hunting is necessary to control the 
populations of animals, or that the animals would die 
out if they weren’t being hunted (?) although they are 
just satisfying a bloodlust. Fishing, in particular, causes 
agonising suffering when caught and a terrible death, 
oftentimes, through suffocation. Anyone who has had 
a dentist touch a nerve has an understanding of the 
unrelenting pain fish endure when caught. That fish feel 

and suffer is an undisputed scientic fact.

Animals are kept in factory farm systems where they 
endure restrictions in their movement and social contact 
as well as mutilations such as tail docking, debeaking, 
branding or are killed as they are the wrong sex. We insist 
on feeding on the corpses of those who suffer immensely, 
when there is a plethora of superb and delicious plant 
based foods to be found, as well as faux meats so that we 
can still have the traditional burger/hotdog experience.

Companion animals such as dogs, cats, rabbits, horses and 
guinea pigs are often kept in inadequate conditions and 
tragically, due to ignorance or wilful refusal to neuter, many 
thousands of unwanted animals are dumped where most 
are killed when new homes cannot be found for them. 
Many more are abandoned in areas where their likely fate 
is death by accident, starvation, disease or predators.

Commercial horse racing, by its nature, often places 
financial considerations ahead of the welfare of the animals 
involved, where during racing and training horses endure 
high physical and psychological stress.

Our wildlife is being exploited because they are seen to 
have some commercial value, especially with respect to 
hunting and for body parts.

There are solutions for all of these. Mostly, we are too 
entrenched in our ways or wilfully self -serving at any cost, 
to make changes that will have a positive outcome for the 
many millions who suffer at our hands, directly or indirectly. 
It is our shame.

ANIMAL FREEDOM DAY: Promoting compassion for ALL animals






















