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      23rd October 2007
Hi To All
As I am writing this newsletter, I have a lovely little puppy called Katie M dragging on the bottom of my tracksuit pants, bounding around teasing the cats (who seem to take this quite good naturedly) and generally have a fabulous time, puppy wise. 

Her story has once again alerted me to the incredible problems of backyard breeders and I hope that this will remind us to continue our work to ensure that people do not continue to BUY animals unless from a very reputable breeder (if at all), but rather to send out friends and families looking for animals to all the wonderful welfare agencies out there that are housing THOUSANDS of the unwanted who are in danger of being put down if they do not find homes. 

Katie M was a little puppy who was bred in one of those backyards, dropped off with her brothers and sisters at a pet shop where it was found that she had eyesight problems, so, without any further ado, off to a vet to be put down.

A brave person intervened, asked for help from far and wide, which is how we got to be fostering her, managed get her tested by the specialists, who told us that her vision would improve from the 20% in one eye and the 50% in the other as she grew up, not that we wouldn’t have kept her anyway.

So, a perfectly healthy, precious life would have been snuffed out simply because she was a slightly defunctional PRODUCT and as such, had not commercial value.
Instead, my furniture is being ruined…… I am very happy to say !!!!!!

However, back to the issue at hand, neutering animals and no to the buying of pets, but rather encouraging people to go off to their local welfare to give a good home to the wonderful animals that are amongst the lost and dumped.

This message cannot be emphasized enough by any of us ever and should you be in a position to set up a stand at your local mall distributing information on just these issues, please do make the effort to let that be your project for the last of this year and for 2008.
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On that note, I have this information in from Tamsin of SAMAST:

We are thrilled to inform you that our Sterilisations Only clinic is almost up and running!

The 40ft shipping container, together with air-conditioning , cages, geyser, doors  and windows  have all been delivered to the site,

 HOWEVER, we have now run out of money to pay for building materials, installations and labour.

We are R7000 short and desperately need donations, PLEASE! 
Any contributions would be deeply appreciated. 
 

PLEASE HELP US TO TURN OUR DREAM OF IMPROVING THE LIVES OF TOWNSHIP ANIMALS INTO A REALITY.
Donations
SAMAST, NEDBANK, A/C 1676031707, B/C 167609
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Thanks Tamsin, for doing such amazing work and I know everyone will do their best to help.  
Which brings me to an unpleasant subject – the one of MONEY……..

All of the campaigns led and supported by people such as Beauty without Cruelty, Animal Rights Africa, Humane Education Trust and all the other organizations that do amazing work out there to save the lives of animals, to print pamphlets, to donate towards the rescue of elephants and lions, to donate towards equipment to help seals, to make posters and pamphlets, to fly to have discussions with government members, to help shape policies around the fate of our animals, to pay for people  – none of this can happen without MONEY…….
Although those of us who work and support these organizations (of which 90% are volunteers who mostly do all of this work in their spare time over and above their salaried jobs) do our utmost to organize fundraisers and to get as much corporate sponsorship in as we can, it is up to you, the animal lovers and animal activists who need to perhaps looking at becoming members of the various organizations you support and putting up either the monthly R25 – R50 a month or R100 – R200 a year requested fees.
It helps so much.  Although it has been suggested that we only ask for funds when needed for a specific campaign, most of our campaigns are ongoing as well as need regular cash flow.

Further to that, to only be able to react to a situation after we have tried to raise funds might mean that we will be too late to help.

I know most of us broke (none more so than me, believe me), and already pay out huge amounts for food and vets bills and other items, but a small amount, perhaps one less meal out a month or one less party or one less new clothing item, could just mean the difference between life and death for animals in this country.
Whatever your choice of organization, please do think on this and please try to financially support them; it does not have to be a lot a month, as long as an effort is made.  

If you feel you cannot do this, then please at least make the effort to attend the fundraisers etc.  Attendance of fundraisers has been a bit down this year and often I see and meet very few of the people on this list which is a bit disappointing.

Fundraisers are not only there to raise funds, they are often great fun as well as just such a great place to meet and greet and catch up with your fellow animal lovers and activists.

Phew, now that I’ve managed to get that difficult subject out of the way – and should you want more info on the subject or how to help, do call me – I can go on to the good stuff…….
Success Story

This in from Toni:
My sincere thanks to all those who wrote letters regarding Foie Gras. 
They DO work! Thank you also for mailing me with restaurants I may not yet have on the Wall of Shame. 

I am delighted to be able to confirm that the Table Bay Hotel has chosen to distance itself from Foie Gras. We have been allowed to quote and print as follows 

 “It would indeed be the correct action to remove this item from the menu. It has been decided that it will be removed from all menus at the Table Bay going forward - this will include the Atlantic Grill. The Table Bay agrees entirely with the sentiments of your organization.”

The Table Bay Hotel Sep 2007

We are hoping that the Sun Group will follow suit and in this we have help from the Table Bay itself! We are holding thumbs! 

Distell has confirmed verbally that they will never serve Foie Gras and in fact, the marketing person with whom I spoke says she was horrified to know the process, as she has eaten it. She will never do so again.  She thanked us for highlighting the issue and said that she has no doubt that our campaign will be talked about at the Distell dinner party circuit, as so few people know what Foie Gras entails. 

The Tank in town and all branches of Mellissa’s Deli have also removed their stocks. 
There will be a campaign later in the year, targeting 4 CT restaurants who have already been approached and have declined to even respond to requests to remove it from the menu. 

Please note the French have defied EU bans on force feeding and the largest supplier has joined forces with China, to produce potentially up to 2 million diseased livers a year. 
Both of these issues were unintentionally brought to my attention by Main Ingredient in Seapoint (johnford@iafrica.com), in defense of their product, which they have chosen to continue selling.

Please remember to cc or bcc me when sending a letter out.  

One of the letters sent to Main Ingredient 
Dear Lynne

 

 Ai jai jai. A little birdie told me that you sell Foie Gras.  Let me tell you that I think you are pretty damn classless selling cruelty in a jar.

 

 Until you remove this item from your shelves, I will see it my duty as a compassionate citizen to inform other like-minded compassionate citizens of South Africa that your establishment is a no-go zone.  This might not sound like much to you, but I am in the Green Point area, so the Atlantic Seaboard is my social playground. And if you knew anything about marketing you will realise that the internet and  word of mouth are the most powerful tools to anyone's disposal when  wanting to get the message out there.

 

 So be warned - there are people out there who are willing to right any  wrongs they see, and this is very, VERY much a big wrong in any decent  person's book.

 

Looking forward to your most favourable response, Miss Nikki Botha  
Global Animal Rights Activist

This one sent to Haute Cabriere 
To the manager and chef of Haute Cabriere 

 

I am, or should I say I WAS your hugest fan. From the very first time that I tasted your Chardonay Pinot Noir I put all other wines aside and only bought your wine. I have recommended it also to so many people.

This Sunday we decided to take a drive out there with some corporate foreign visitors, for a wine tasting and lunch. We were willing to spend quite a bit on both wines and lunch and wanted to buy wines to take home and for our year end function. 
BUT, us all being avid animal lovers, we were shocked and disgusted when the first thing we saw on your menu was Foie Gras. Now, by the way that your free range duck is described, and with the emphasis put on the free range,  I would have thought that cruelty to animals would not be an option for Haute Cabriere.
I am not sure if you are aware at how Fois Gras comes about. I do not know if you have ever seen a steel pipe stuffed down a birds throat and they are force fed until they bloat up. This is done over and over and over and over. It is one of the worst ways in which an animal can be tortured. You might as well advertise live skinned dogs (as being done in Tokyo) on your menu, the suffering is as great.
Needless to say we left and did not continue with our lunch or wine tasting. I also cannot say that I could ever support you again if you are not willing to at least look into this matter. 

 

I would appreciate it if you could come back to me regarding this.  

Regards

 Anoux

My thanks again to you all for helping us achieve VERY real success! I would very much appreciate you writing a note to the above mentioned places to say THANK YOU for removing it, even if you didn’t write to complain

info@melissas.co.za
and info@the-tank.co.za 

Toni Brockhoven 
Campaign Manager: No Foie Gras SA
Affiliate: Beauty without Cruelty
Fund Raiser: Capetonians Against Animal Abuse
Debate 
The first question raised is in from Heather and I am asking all of you out there to answer for the next newsletter:

Recently I watched Behind The Mask and was deeply affected as I am sure all are who see this harrowing yet essential film. The film made me confront essential issues like the role of direct and forceful action in animal activism.
I am fully aware that this is not an issue to be taken lightly as it carries extreme and far-reaching personal and public consequences for the activist.
However, in the film, activists emphasize the political reality that historically social justice movements fighting against slavery, for women's rights, against apartheid, have to confront the laws in order to bring about real and lasting change in the lives of the victims. 
The activists argue that at present the laws in most countries institutionalise and defend heinous crimes against animals perpetrated on a daily basis in factory and fur farms, laboratories etc.. Animals are being burned, poisoned, suffocated, mutilated and beaten without recourse to legal protection. 
The question I ask myself is in the face of such unconscionable legalized violence against animals, am I not merely sticking band-aid on genocide with my non-confrontational activism?
 

Please respond and continue this debate
Thanks
Heather              
 

The floor is open – I wait to hear from you.
Cheetah Issues
As a consequence of a picture in the YOU magazine of a cheetah on a lead being paraded at a function, namely the opening of a Jenna Clifford jewellery store, we have had a huge amount of mails flying around furiously around this issue, with some of us being attacked for being vehemently against such a practice and others saying we are destroying the good work done by places such as De Wild and Spier by objecting to the methods they use to advertise their conservation projects.

I, in particular, have come under fire, for being vehemently against taking a wild animal under the guise of being domesticated out to functions, parties and schools on a collar and lead, because as far as I am concerned, this sends a strong message of dominance over a wild animal and that it’s OK to have a wild animal domesticated and on a lead.

Can you imagine if I decided today to teach people about lions or elephant conservation in this manner?  

However, in the interests of fairness, I am hereby printing a selection of letters (and I am doing my utmost to select all of those that cover the opinions of all) and am leaving it up to you to decide as to who is right and wrong or is it really such a grey area as some might like to think?

Or, in the interests of the good that the cheetah conservation projects are doing, how should we go about debating these issues if we feel that certain methods that are being used are inappropriate and are potentially/possibly dangerous as well as humiliating for the animal?
I leave you to decide:

I write as the person who had the extraordinary privilege of sharing my life for one year with Byron.   Far from being “wild”, Byron is a domesticated animal, being captive born and hand raised, and like us, is unfit for survival in a wilderness environment.   

Cheetahs have partnered man for over 5000 years making their species one of the oldest domesticated species in the world and in exchange receive protection and security, something the free ranging cheetah do not enjoy.   Today, every tomato, mealie or slice of bread we eat requires the exclusive use of land for humans, excluding its use for other species, so where is this wilderness of which so many of you speak?   There is no Eden.   Today free ranging cheetah live inside protected areas where they are unable to escape larger predators and their numbers decline or run the gauntlet on commercial farms where they are persecuted by farmers.   Their life is often short, savage and brutal, something we do not choose for ourselves or more of us would abandon our westernized comfortable lives and return to a more natural state – no supermarkets, cars, beds or TV, just the relentless pursuit of survival. 

Obviously you are all passionate about animals, therefore should already know this key truth, positive reinforcement is always more successful than punishment.  
Firing broadsides at those who support conservation efforts with uninformed, insulting letters renders yourselves and your organisations open to ridicule and does not deliver on your vision.   I challenge you all to become as active in cheetah conservation as the rest of us who have taken up this challenge and follow your words with positive action. 

You are all welcome to meet with me in Cape Town and learn more about the history and current status of the free-ranging South African cheetah and what we can do to save those remaining from loss or harm.

I leave you with this last thought – if anyone really believes Byron was not entirely happy to be there, I challenge you to make any cat do anything it does not enjoy.  
 Were it not for the security risk I am almost tempted to ask you to demonstrate how that is done with a cheetah.   

Annie Beckhelling

Founder / Director

Cheetah Outreach
I am more than enough aware of the status of cheetahs in this country – thank you.  
Your reasoning for taking a cheetah around on a lead and displaying him to children and at PARTIES is in my opinion unsound and once again, I re-iterate that the same education can be quite easily done without having to resort to this.  I will continue, as a dedicated animal rights activist, to ensure that hopefully soon, no permits will be given to anyone who wishes to use a wild animal in this way.
 
I am in receipt of the wildlife unit of the NSPCA agreeing with what I and others are saying and I quote:
We are in no way supportive of the domestication of these creatures for whatever reason.   Wild animals are very sensitive to stimuli which may cause stress – for example bright and flickering light, high frequency sounds and smells, and a ‘party’ environment would therefore be a major stressor for these animals.  
With today’s technology and computer imagery there is a less compelling need than ever for the use of live wild animals in entertainment and education. 
 
You really are also missing the point that all of us are making – we are disgusted by the fact that you have seen fit to domesticate this beautiful WILD animal to use as a party prop, instead of at least allowing him the dignity of as much freedom as he can have in the situation you have put him in by domesticating him and ensuring this unnatural life for him by using him as a petting object.
 
There are sanctuaries where animals who have been domesticated and have been rescued out of the industry of being an object of use for humans (be it for canned hunting or “education”) are allowed to see out their lives in the most natural manner possible and those are the sanctuaries I would support.  They make no claims to conserve, but rather just to do the best they can for those animals who, through no fault of their own, are imprinted by humans.  
 
May I just say that I cannot imagine any one of them stooping so low as to put a cheetah on a lead to bring him to a party to create excitement around a jewellery store (which, let’s be honest, is why he was there – the apparent reason of raising funds for cheetah conservation was secondary).
 
Shame on you and that you still try and justify just makes me realise how much people have to learn about animals and how best to help them. 
 
I now consider this matter closed as I can see any further correspondence will be a waste of time.  I will rather continue in my efforts to ensure that this sort of thing will not be seen in future.
Lejane Hardy
I did then send on this correspondence to the Landmark Foundation, who do outstanding work saving leopards etc. from traps and educating the farmers in various areas to rather use Anatolian Mountain dogs and other methods to protect their livestock – this was the reply:

I am sorry for the delay in getting back to you. You will note that I have copied the people you have written to, to the De Wildt folk, Cheetah Outreach and the NSPCA with who we have close dealings. I am reluctant to get involved in this debate, as it seems that positions are so polarised in the debate I am not sure what you expect me to say, or whether it will have any positive impact. 
Out of courtesy to your request I will however say the following: 

 

You may know that we at the Landmark Foundation are heavily involved in predator conservation programmes and focus a lot on leopard conservation. We thus see all parties included in this debate as natural allies. We deal with the entire ambit; namely the rescue, treatments, releases, mitigation of predator – livestock farming conflicts, research, advocacy work, habitat extensions, and green labelling initiatives. The scale and difficulty of driving these campaigns are indeed immense. We all need every bit of help we can get. 
Most issues are not “black and white”, but rather shades of grey. It is an arena with a great deal of conflict. 

 

What we have found is that the most damaging conflict is not with the sector that you would naturally expect it, i.e. the agricultural sector, but within the conservation sector. I personally and my organisation finds that baffling, sad and mostly sickening. It seems that conservation’s worst enemies are from within; and so are its biggest liabilities. The arena abounds with egos, turf wars, hidden (and non-conservation) agendas and quite plainly self-interest and power struggles. We believe this to be just as, or even more damaging to conservation efforts than the very destruction of species and habitat, which we try to prevent. Sad it is indeed. I wish it would be different. Frankly I believe the conservation sector is the laughing stock of the wider world as a result, and all the while the biodiversity and animals (in this case) continues to suffer. 

 

I am not accusing you of any of this. I have great respect for the work of all the parties involved here, and I am supportive of each and every entity involved. I just wish there is a bit more respect for one another and for the ultimate cause I believe we all dedicate ourselves to so selflessly. 

 

You asked me for my opinion, well, I believe you are fighting the wrong entity here. They are not the enemy. Both De Wildt and Cheetah Outreach do sterling work. It is the nature of things that our views and approaches may vary from time to time. We must allow for such variance and latitude. At times such variances may even lead to conflict and sharply varying opinions and approaches, as in this case. At such times I wish we could respectfully address one another and to try not to loose sight of the ultimate cause to which I believe we all work. It is my opinion that I believe that this issue could have been addressed differently and less acrimoniously. 
We need each other in addressing the ultimate issue, and destroying relationships as is done here, is taking the eye from the ball. 

 

Why don’t we fight the right enemy instead of ourselves? Why don’t we target the inhumane agricultural practices, why don’t we target our energies in tackling the retail giants that are currently profiting form such practices, instead of fighting ourselves?  In that way we would be targeting our energies to the cause that unites us, instead of dividing the troops that aught to stand together.

 
I hope this helps,

 

Dr Bool Smuts

Director

Landmark Foundation

There you have it – a fair sprinkling of letters that give you an overview of all sides of the story.
I would like to mention here that I in no way negate some of the good work done by many of these organizations, I do however still have a lot of questions that are unanswered – hopefully I will get feedback soonest on these queries:
· Just how much time do the cats spend on leads?
· Do they have the opportunity to interact with their own kind, or are most of them separated because they are potentially damaged from being treated as domesticated animals that they are incapable of interaction with their own kind?
· If the animals are as domesticated as mentioned, why do most places have liability waivers ?
· What kind of training do the “handlers” have?
· Why are nature conservation permits needed to keep wild animals if they are in actual fact domesticated animals as presented in some of the arguments?
I will point out that there is good and wonderful work done by all organizations around the education of farmers to ensure that those animals, both cheetah and leopard will hopefully continue to thrive in the wild, where they belong, and I cannot in any way fault the genuine caring that all seem to have for their animals, but I personally cannot ever approve of using a wild animal in this domesticated way.
Perhaps I am being unnecessarily confrontational on the subject as are some others of us, but I urge us all to rather continue with the debate and see if we can rather ALL learn from each others opinions.

I have pointed out to all parties that I would be printing all opinions and did ask for any last minute comments.

To start off the debate, a letter in from Karen:

I do feel that we need to put our attention on more urgent things.  I agree wholeheartedly that exposing factory farming and promoting veganism should take primary focus and more of our energy.  
The reason I get mesmerised with an issue like this is the insiduous nature of the concept.  Annie's world view is that the only way to save the cheetah from extinction is to domesticate them.  I may be an idealist, but I feel this is a negative outlook. 
 

Annie invited me to Cheetah Outreach.  I was given the priviledge of stroking cheetahs, guard dogs, cubs ... you name it, but it wasn't my cup of tea.  I feel that I want an animal to invite my attention, not have the handler holding its head in her lap, with the leash on - it just felt all wrong.  I still stand by my original judgement call that it seems that Byron and the other cheetahs are being forced to prostitute themselves to buy their survival.

 

Those enclosures are better than zoos, but they are so small when a cheetahs range can be +-191sq km (according to the Cheetah Outreach newsletter).  

 

These are a few things that I learnt from the trip:
· Cheetah Outreach have introduced an educational programe into disadvantaged schools teaching children the value of wildlife.  Taking the cheetahs in is the least of it - they play games with the kids (without the cheetahs there) and have classes designed around the importance of wildlife, yet unfortunately with an economic slant rather than emphasising the animals' inherent right to life.   

 
· They are working together with Woolworths to introduce Turkish Anatolian guard dogs to protect farm stock and are having huge success with farmers giving up the use of gin traps and poison, finding that the guard dogs are very effective tools against predators: cheetahs and leopards.  The farmers' reactions are very positive, although my heart does go out to the guard dogs who will never be allowed to be domesticated - so on the one hand, I'm wishing the guard dogs could be treated more like dogs and the cheetahs more like cheetahs.  But on a practical level I can see the pragmatic benefits derived for biodiversity by continuing the guard dog program.  
    


 
Poisoning affects not only the predator, but also         
     the raptors, scavengers, birdlife and the eco  
   

         

     system.

 
· Their ambassador program uses cheetahs as marketing tools who are taken to venues like schools and corporate functions with the primary function being to raise awareness of the looming extinction of cheetahs. 
I personally am still not happy with the     ambassador program and especially not when it is at a society party like the Jenna Clifford launch where there was no mention of the purpose for Byron's presence.  I later went back to the article to see if I'd been overreacting earlier, but all I can see in the photo is 3 leashes holding him down, no handlers and he doesn't look happy.

 
· Apparently there are always meant to be 2 handlers present: 1 for the cheetah and 1 for crowd control.  If the cheetah at any point does not want to participate or continue, then he is removed immediately.  They only practice positive reinforcement in their training methods.  The cheetahs are hand reared and brought up like domestic animals sharing the houses of their handlers and apparently they miss human contact when they don't have "performances" scheduled.  It was made abundantly clear to me how domesticated these particular cheetahs have become and that although I still don't believe they enjoy the attention they receive from strangers, they obviously love their handlers.  
· Annie cannot bear the idea of the cheetahs being released into the wild and showed me a photograph of a cheetah disemboweled during the hunt and a doctor's report of a cheetah with a broken leg and pierced lung from being hunted for capture and reward by a farmer with dogs.  It is true that the disappearing natural habitat, farmers using gin traps and poison on the farmlands, vulnerability to other predators like leopards and lions in game reserves, all result in low survival rates for cheetahs in South Africa today, but I think Annie's love for the cheetahs causes her to anthropomorphise them and project her own responses onto them.  
I can understand the logic behind the idea that the only way society today will sit up and take notice of the looming extinction of many of our species, is if they actually have the opportunity to come face to face with an approachable animal that will interact with humans - it is very powerful to be in contact with a "wild animal" at close quarters.  
But that tells me something about humans not animals, and how we need to spend more time on our own personal moral and ethical development.

 

As I was thinking about the cheetahs later I remembered my experiences as a child, riding my horse in huge open fields with the smell of nature on the night air and the feeling of being all alone together with no people around. 
 And I wondered:  don't the cheetahs want to feel that freedom:  to sleep under the sky and feel the unlimitless space, the thrill of the chase, the satiation of hunger after the fast, riding the razor blade between life and death - then they'd feel truly alive.

 

I want our natural habitats back with protected wild lands where animals can roam free without being hunted.  Yes, tourism in the form of tented accommodation and game drives, but lets not keep the animals on a leash - that is just slavery.  

 

My concern remains that we need to be putting more efforts into reclaiming and repopulating the great outdoors with wildlife, not domesticating the wildlife for our purposes.

Karen

 
And with that the floor once again, is open…….I wait to hear from you.

Phew – another subject that has left me drained!

There are so many other issues to discuss, but will leave it at that for today.

I hope to hear from all of you, no matter what side you are on to see how you feel on these matters. 

Debate is important if compromise in any way is to be reached – in fact, it is the only way……
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These chicken feet are scorched black by ammonia burns from standing on
filthy, faeces-saturated litter. Many of the burns are infected and ooze pus.

Traditionally, chicken feet fave been a delicacy in Africa. Now they are

contaminated by factory farming. Often deformed, scorched and infected, they
are sold to the poor at 50 cents a foot.

Rairbow Chicken Ltd. produces 4 million chickens per week. Then there is
County Fair, Tydstroom and others too! Do the maths... At 50 cents a foot, the
poor are paying generously for chicken feet! It dispels the myth that factory
farming is & 'necessary evil' in order to feed the poor cheaply!

Tell the Dept. of Agriculture to take the *factory' out of farming!
Better for the chickens..... Better for us!

C};}XIF

Dr Siegfried Meyer (Deputy Director: Animal Health) )
SiegfriedM@nda.agric.za petins
cc: Ralphs@nda, agric.za

Send for your free copy of our latest Animal Voice!

Tel/Fax 021 852 8160 * E-mail avoice@yebo.co.za P.0. Box 825
See our website at vvw.animal-voice.org Somerset West, 7123

Only when we treatanimals decenty, canwe claim our Constitutional Right to Human Dignity.

Compassion in World Farming
(South Africa)





South African Animal Rights Film Festival

By now, you should all know about the SA Animal Rights Film Festival hosted by Beauty without Cruelty both in Cape Town and then at a later time, in Emmerentia.

I have attached a list of the films to be shown with a short description and for those of you in Cape Town, we extend a hearty welcome to our first night’s showing of Behind the Mask and ask you to join us at a cheese and wine……

Further details will be going out soonest.

Anybody interested in more info, please come back to me and this time I would love to meet with all of you who live in the Cape Town area.

Please remember that we will be having fantastic guest speakers with special guest Keith Mann, a vital role player in the animal rights movement, making his first appearance on South African soil.
Campaign against Canned Hunting

The Campaign against Canned Hunting has been, thanks to the ideas and hard work of a very special group of people, allocated a 5-digit SMS line through which we can do fund-raising. 

 

I am asking you to please distribute this email far and wide as without funding we cannot continue our good work.

 

I realise, too, that there are so many worthy causes that deserve our attention and this is just another of them, so please understand that no pressure is being put upon you to respond.

 

We have to choose our fights carefully and sometimes - even tho' we'd like to - we cannot fight them all.

 

Strength to you all - and may all mankind soon learn Compassion for our sentient brothers and sisters.

 

With kind regards, 
Marlei 

Campaign against Canned Lion Hunting


 

~ CONTRIBUTE TO THIS LIVE-SAVING CAMPAIGN AND ENCOURAGE YOUR FRIENDS TO DO THE SAME ~
SMS LION to 39991 and donate R15,00 towards the Campaign against Canned Hunting.
All contributions are gratefully accepted.


 

Letters to Cosmetics Houses
Recently, many of you have taken the time to write to various cosmetics houses, putting them under pressure with regard to testing on animals.

So far, ALL of them have come back denying that they test their PRODUCTS on animals, that they only do so should it be required by government and that they contribute a percentage of their profits to the research into non-animal testing methods.

However, my answer now and always will be the following:

I appreciate that it may be entirely possible that you fulfill all the requirements needed to be endorsed by Beauty without Cruelty.  However, as yet, you/your company have not yet taken up the opportunity to ensure that these requirements have been investigated and confirmed by BWC and unfortunately, until such time as you do, I cannot use your products.

Once you have approached and discussed this issue with BWC and they see fit to endorse your product, I will then be only too happy to use all that is available in your range.

Since working closely together with BWC, I have realised exactly how seriously Beryl and the committee take their commitment to ensure that the products that are endorsed by BWC are as cruelty-free as possible, right down to ensuring that even if the company donates to causes that might be research orientated and use animals in that, that the company does not get BWC approval.

It is a lengthy process and does take time, but I think we can all agree that it is well worth it and I, for one, am glad that the time is taken to do so.

BWC also does not accept money in any way from any cosmetics companies to ensure that the standards applied are not compromised in any way.

So, if you wish to ensure that you do not contribute to the torture of animals, BWC does their utmost to make it easy for you !

On that note, Beryl did ask me to send out a request that if any of you have any home-recipes for alternative cleaning products (or any other type products), please do send them in.

Please ensure that they are tried and tested and do  not contain any unsuitable ingredients.  We would then like to put them up on our websites as “tails-up” alternatives to what is available on the shelves now.

Last Word Goes to Karen
Last night at the restaurant where I'm a waitress the chefs were terrifying the kitchen staff by parading a recently dead little piglet.  I could have turned round and walked out right then.  I need the money so badly, but do I need it that badly?
 

The little pig was the most beautiful little thing.  Perfect in every way except that he had no hair on his body and I cannot comprehend how it can be funny.  I was just overwhelmed with such a sadness and feeling of compassion for that little pig that had a life of misery only to be derided in death.
 

All night I've been worrying about this little pig alone in the fridge.  How can this be?  How can we let it continue
 

What can we do to change the world?
Karen Johnson
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And Karen has been kind enough to answer her own question:

Thanks for the mention you gave to me in the AANN.  I hope people can understand that we're not being arrogant:  we are all just feeling marvellous and on a high from doing great work this weekend.  To tell the truth, I felt humbled meeting all the wonderful people at the Penguin festival who have dedicated so many years of their lives to animal welfare.  I'm still wet behind the ears and what I have done is minimal in comparison to many.  I wish I could help to inspire other animal lovers to feel as fulfilled and purposeful as I do - its a lot easier than they think.  
 

If everyone made a commitment to live cruelty-free and do just one thing every day to raise awareness for animal suffering and open one persons mind to it - the world would change in our lifetime.  Many people are just along for the ride, or tagging along for other reasons, than being true activists.  If we all really believe that animal abuse must end - it will.  
 

Can you imagine if every single person on your mailing list:

1. wrote letters, e-mails, and made phone calls every time they encountered animal cruelty or couldn't find a cruelty-free product 

2. wrote letters to the media 

3. phoned into talk shows 

4. only purchased animal friendly products - food and cosmetic 

5. branded their cars and clothing with animal friendly logos (I LOVE your "official bunny hugger" t-shirt that Peggy was wearing yesterday) 

6. gave monthly donations to support the cause 

7. wrote to their local MP's 

8. taught their children the value of compassion towards other living beings 

9. researched alternatives to animal testing and published the findings 

10. contacted the companies that are funding the tests and boycotted their products. 

11. manned an animal awareness stand 

12. handed out pamphlets and leaflets from their favourite charities 

13. became involved in fundraising drives 

14. volunteered for animal welfare and thought about something other than their own lives for a few hours - its actually quite liberating and totally therapeutic. 

The labs and factory farms wouldn't exist, they'd be out of business.  People underestimate their power.  
We vote with our purchases, we support our beliefs financially.  It is us:  Mr and Mrs Joe Average who finance the cruelty.  Every time we buy a product derived from a cruel business practice, we finance it to continue - we perpetuate the cycle of abuse.  This is why millions of rands are spent every hour on advertising.  Businesses continually bombard us with a barrage of media messages to keep our minds focussed in the areas they need our financial support.  They distract us causing all our plans, dreams and aspirations to go out the window.  They sap all the energy we had to invest into something that could make a difference.   This is how big business wins:  people may go to a march and get fired up on a Saturday, but come Monday, they get ready for work and plaster their faces with Clinique base tested on rabbits.  What good is that?  No moral fibre.  We need to be willing to suffer a little inconvenience, that's all.

 

If I have to search the shops for the only animal friendly toothpaste that agrees with me, then I can do that.  Its far less of a burden to bear than the poor rats who have had flouride painted on their teeth for two months and then had their heads baked in an oven to test the impacts of flouride on their teeth.  
 

If I have to pay a little more for my dairy free chocolate I will, its far easier for me than for the innocent FOUR HOUR old bullock calf who is still steaming from the womb and being dragged to slaughter so we can drink his mother's milk.  (dragged because he cannot yet walk).  I can handle the slight inconvenience in my life to help alleviate his pain and the heart-ache endured by his mother, who will cry for days, mourning his death.  And we think its only humans that have a problem with post-partum depression!   Why should a baby calf die just so that I can have my favourite Nosh bar? Or drink milk in my coffee?
 

We are asking people to open their minds to the possibility of living a life that doesn't require the suffering or death of an animal for a mere whim of ours.  Its a life that is possible, achievable and extremely rewarding.  We need to have the courage to face up to reality: to accept the way it is and then we need to do everything we can to change it.
 

Never forget.  Never give up.  Do one thing every day that makes a difference.
 

Thanks again for a great rabble rousing newsletter.
Karen
That says it all, as far as I am concerned.  Thank you Karen and for doing so much incredible work !












[image: image7.png]o sign up for Animal News Network please contact Lejane
Iejane@sentience.coza | 083 6511120
Download Previous Editions from wwwsentience.co.za/newletters





[image: image5.png]o sign up for Animal News Network please contact Lejane
Iejane@sentience.coza | 083 6511120
Download Previous Editions from wwwsentience.co.za/newletters






[image: image5.png][image: image6.png][image: image7.png]