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ABSTRACT 
 

The Cederberg is increasingly associated with wildlife and ecotourism. Long-established rural 

communities practising subsistence farming reside in the Cederberg, some on the very 

boundary of the Cederberg Wilderness Area. Land uses related to tourism and conservation are 

currently reframing the Cederberg as a leisure landscape; a development that is not always 

compatible with sustaining the livelihoods of local inhabitants. Humans often occupy spaces 

to create a ócivilisedô place of belonging for themselves and their domestic animals, and may 

regard certain indigenous wildlife species (such as baboons and leopards) as intrusive vermin. 

Livestock-keeping communities in the Cederberg are affected in particular by leopard 

conservation efforts. Livestock (sheep and donkeys in particular) is important to these farmers 

but often in danger of becoming prey to wild predators. In the Cederberg, the endangered Cape 

Mountain Leopard moves freely between the protected and inhabited spaces and often comes 

into contact with livestock owned by local subsistence farmers. 

 

This dissertation is rooted in the emerging sub-discipline of óanimal geographiesô. It explores 

divergent views of the term ówildernessô as well as the treatment of ówildô animals within the 

areas occupied by local people. It focusses on the community involvement in conservation 

practices and human-wildlife conflict issues, exploring community responses to their changing 

context and especially current conservation practices of CapeNature and the Cape Leopard 

Trust (the provincial conservation authority and an NGO respectively). Interviews with local 

people about current and historical leopard encounters are drawn upon in the analysis. The 

study is concerned to understand how conservation is impacting on local communities, and 

their responses to these shifts. Results suggest that there is substantial gap in the relationship 

with the communities and conservation authorities, especially regarding leopard conservation 

and livestock preservation. The communities of Wupperthal continue to suffer significant 

losses due to leopard predation. As it is now illegal to trap or kill leopards, residents have few 

strategies to protect their livestock. While some communities have a better relationship with 

CapeNature regarding the tourism activities within their community and other conservation 

initiatives, their considerable frustration was evident. The study explores the complex land 

issues in the region, and suggests possibilities for improvement in the relationship between 

local subsistence farmers and conservation authorities. 

 

Key words: animal geographies, wildlife, livestock, conservation, indigenous knowledge
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION  
 

This study is located in the mountainous region of the Cederberg in South Africaôs Western 

Cape province. Although there are local people who reside in the area and have done so 

historically, the Cederberg is now more commonly associated with nature tourism, wilderness 

and wildlife. Much of the area has been redefined and reimagined as ówildernessô and its 

landscapes are now valued for leisure-based consumption through tourism. CapeNature, the 

provincial conservation agency, plays a major role in governance of the area, much of which 

is now part of conservancies (on private land) or the formally declared Cederberg Wilderness 

Area.  

With the rising importance of ówildnessô, local communities who have historically invested in 

livestock find themselves in a difficult position. Geographies of wilderness and wildness do 

not always sit easily with the maintenance of lifestyles where domestic livestock play an 

important role. Snijders (2014:176) notes that with the rise of conservation, ñmore measures 

have been promoted to convert (sets of) environmental entities into capital, while on the other 

hand rigid conservation frameworks have been adopted which interpret nature as an inalienable 

good that ought to be protected from and for humansò.  

In response to these changes, small scale farmers in the Ceberberg are being encouraged or 

even forced to switch to activities more in tune with the reimagined landscape, such as tourism 

and rooibos tea production. The residents of old mission communities like Wupperthal and 

even more remotely situated communities have little choice but to try to accommodate to the 

priorities of others who define this space as ówildô. The central questions in this study are 

around the impacts on the local residents of, and their responses to, the shifting of their 

landscape to conservation and tourism-based activities. A major focus of this study is the clash 

between leopard conservation in the Cederberg and the livestock-based livelihoods of local 

people.  

I have a deep personal interest in the subject under study. With extended family living in 

villages within the Cederberg, this landscape has always been an area that I am attracted to. 

This is an intriguing place, not only because the mountainous area is very majestic, but because 

of the fact that humans live in a place that is known as the ówildernessô. 
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Within the area, there are private farms and tourist destinations, conservancies as well as a 

number of rural communities, mainly linked to the Moravian mission history. 

Wild animals within the area include the baboon, jackal, dassie, caracal, grey rhebok, 

koggelmander lizard, zebra, bat-eared fox, lynx and ï most importantly for this study ï the 

Cape Mountain Leopard (Cederberg Conservancy, undated). Although the Cape Mountain 

Leopard is very shy it is also the largest predator within the area. Places such as private farms 

and tourism destinations are protected and may have fences to prevent wildlife interaction with 

humans and livestock, however villagers cannot afford such protection.  

As a child, I visited the Cederberg every holiday and some weekends during the year, staying 

in the village of Wupperthal where my grandparents were long-time residents. As 

grandchildren from the city, it was always the highlight of our holiday to visit our grandparents. 

We were like my grandfatherôs shadow, always following him to the gardens where we picked 

fruits and vegetables and ate it just there on the spot, after blowing off the sand. When livestock 

had to be fed or slaughtered, for the festive season, we were there to get a glimpse of every 

little step. As a teenager it was always a tradition to visit the other smaller villages of the 

Wupperthal Mission. Whilst my grandfather was catching up with some old friends we, as 

grandchildren would sit in, listening to all of the stories, knowing that afterwards we would get 

the opportunity to explore the prime swimming spots. Whilst driving in the Cederberg, over 

the years we have spotted a lot of wild animals, but when there was mention of a ñtierò in the 

mountains killing livestock, we assumed it was just a rumour and so did our parents. I grew up 

listening to stories about life in the mountains, but do not remember stories regarding leopard 

encounters. However, I am now aware that the Cape Mountain Leopards within the Cederberg 

have a high profile due to their endangered status and are a major focus of the work of 

conservation NGOs such as the Cape Leopard Trust. 

It was only recently that locals believed that there is such a thing as a ñtierò in the mountains. 

Locals still refer to the leopard as a ñtierò or tiger, a name derived from the times of the 

European settlers in the Cederberg. Even those who grew up in the mountains and who went 

deep into the Cederberg Mountains to collect firewood were unsure whether there really were 

leopards in the mountains. It was only quite recently that the leopards moved towards the 

village of Wupperthal itself. In the past, it was only the smaller villages closer to the Cederberg 

Wilderness Area boundary that experienced leopard encounters. However, óthe wildô in the 

form of leopards now enters these human spaces to predate on livestock. 
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This is what drew my attention to the subject explored in this dissertation. I am familiar with 

the area and the type of lifestyle these people lead, and have an understanding of how much 

their livestock means to them and what the effects are of livestock loss. I began my exploration 

with an Honours research project looking at the dynamics of the domestic (livestock) and the 

wild (leopards) encounter in the context of the Cederberg, with focus on the communities 

within the Wupperthal mission (Van Schalkwyk, 2015). I came to understand that the 

subsistence farmers are very vulnerable to wildlife interaction, especially when it comes to 

grazing patterns of their livestock. Due to the fact that the community of Wupperthal is 

incorporated into the Greater Cederberg Conservancy, there is no physical boundary which 

separates the Cederberg Wilderness Area and Wupperthal. Hence, the Cape Mountain Leopard 

can move freely across the boundary, which can thus be seen as a óporousô boundary. This 

Masters dissertation takes this further to explore the attitudes of local people to new 

conservation and tourism priorities for the region - their home yet a place regarded as 

ówildernessô by outsiders. The current study grows out of my personal and academic interest 

in this topic. 

1.1) Rationale for the study 

According to Philo (1995), geographical literature as a whole has largely overlooked animals 

as distinctive objects of study, often subsuming them within broader discussions of nature and 

environment, and rarely making them into an issue deserving of special consideration. 

However, over the years, geography as a discipline has undergone significant transformations 

regarding the subject of humans and non-human animals. More recently, human geographers 

and social scientists began to acknowledge the need for as well as the importance of a revived 

animal geography which ñé. explores how animals and the networks in which they are 

enmeshed leave imprints on particular places, regions, and landscapes over time, prompting 

studies of animals and place.ò (Emel et al, 2002: 409). This study aims to make a modest 

contribution to this goal. 

Clearly human-wildlife conflict is an issue of high conservation concern and has led to the 

global decline of many large carnivore species (Chase-Grey, 2011). Human-wildlife conflicts 

exist due to the competition for resources and space and can have a huge impact on wildlife 

species, as well as human life and lifestyle. Wild predators are often forced from their natural 

habitat and limited in resources when humans occupy their habitat for residential and 

agricultural purposes. These animals may struggle to survive in these spaces as prey may be 

limited or difficult to find.  
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This often leads to the carnivore moving towards human inhabited spaces and beginning to 

feed on the humansô livestock. Such incidences lead to conflict between humans and wild 

animals, as appears to be the case in the Cederberg. 

While there has been a great need for conservation and preservation of wild animals, this has 

often led to the exclusion of local communities within conservation areas. In recent years more 

literature is appearing which argues for the need and benefits of local knowledge to be 

incorporated with scientific research to derive more robust methods for the management and 

conservation of biodiversity.  

It is argued that conservation should move away from the ñstate-centricò ideal towards a society 

based activity, especially the society at a local level (Hulme & Murphree, 1999). This study 

therefore explores the relationships between conservation authorities concerned with the 

protection of nature (including leopards but also landscapes), and the local people living in the 

Cederberg. 

With the rise in the global debate on conservation and a significant focus on tourism, the 

wildlife sector has been considered an active agent in ñdefining and redefining both themselves 

and their animalsò (Snijders, 2014:176). More social science research pertaining to local 

community involvement in conservation strategies of wild animals is needed in South Africa. 

Studies of human-wildlife conflict in Africa are more abundant in other African countries such 

as Zimbabwe and Kenya, or in Asia (for example studies on the snow leopards of Asia). My 

study hopes to add to the emerging interest in wildlife conservation practices and local 

community involvement in South Africa, as well as understanding of the relationship local 

subsistence farmers have with conservation authorities and how wildlife conservation 

influences the livelihood of subsistence farmers in these rural villages.  

Lastly, there are many scholastic studies done regarding the ñestablishment of conservation 

areas such as wildlife parks and game reservesò which frequently resulted in the forced removal 

of indigenous populations in Southern Africa (see Brooks, 2005; Carruthers, 1994; 

Ramutsindela, 2002). Yet there is insufficient research in conservation areas where local 

communities actually remain and are incorporated into the conservancies or protected areas. In 

the Cederberg, the contestation over the leopards is only one aspect of a broader change to 

which locals are attempting to adapt, as their landscape is increasingly redefined in terms of 

tourism and conservation.  
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Located within the broader nature-culture debate, this study hopes to provide insight on the 

effects that wildlife conservation and tourism has on the communities living in the region as 

well as the incorporation of local people within conservation practices.  

1.2) Aim and Objectives of the study 

The main aim of the study is to explore the way in which the increasing priority given to 

conservation and ówildnessô in Cederberg landscapes is impacting on local communities, and 

their responses to these shifts. 

This, in turn, informs the research objectives of the study which are broken down as follows: 

1. To explore the politics of the domestic and the wild in the form of potential conflict 

between local subsistence farmers and conservation authorities with regards to resource 

management and land use (in particular, livestock keeping).  

2. To investigate local livestock keepersô attitudes towards the leopards, as well as their 

stories of encounters with these animals.  

3. To explore the responses of local residents to the reimagined conservation and tourism 

development priorities for the region.  

 

1.3) Structure of the thesis 

Following this introductory chapter, there is a literature chapter which will familiarise the 

reader with the key concepts in the sub-discipline of animal geographies. Concepts such as 

ónatureô, ówildernessô and ócultureô being socially constructed phenomena are discussed, as 

well as processes in which animals are categorised according to the desires and interests of 

humans. 

Chapter 3 presents more background to the study area, to provide the reader with a good 

understanding of the mountainous part of the Cederberg, especially the communities of 

Wupperthal, their livelihood and the dynamics between the domestic and the wild. The 

methodology section, Chapter 4, summarises the research methodology employed during the 

data collection phase for this study. It also describes the steps undertaken for data analysis and 

interpretation of data arising from the interviews. The rationale behind the selection of the 

particular methods is also discussed as well as the challenges faced during the period of data 

collection. For this dissertation data was primarily collected through interviews with local 

subsistence farmers and an interview with the Chief Executive Officer of the Cape Leopard 

Trust and Community Conservation Officer for the Cederberg area of CapeNature. 
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The findings are discussed in Chapters 5 and 6. The data collected is assessed and critically 

discussed using the concepts and main themes discussed in Chapter 2, the literature review. 

The emerging information is provided in appropriate themes according to the research subject. 

Lastly, this dissertation concludes with Chapter 7, where I reflect on the findings to give a 

critical conclusion and recommendations to this study. 
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CHAPTER 2: WILDERNESS, ANIMALS AND THE SOCIAL 

CONSTRUCTION OF NATURE  
 

2.1) Introduction 

The main source of inspiration for this study comes from the emerging sub-discipline of animal 

geographies, focusing specifically on the different views of the term ówildernessô and how 

ówildô animals are sometimes treated in these spaces that humans occupy. Humans often 

occupy spaces to create a ócivilisedô place of belonging for themselves and their domestic 

animals, while certain wild animals (such as baboons and leopards) become transgressive in 

their own area, causing these animals to be óout of placeô. óWildernessô is the opposite of this 

ï a space where wild animals are seen to belong. This process can only be understood if one 

views ónatureô as a socially constructed phenomenon, which is not without human interference. 

According to Whatmore (1999: 7), our relationships with nature are ñunavoidably filtered 

through the categories, technologies and conventions of human representationsò. Nature is 

defined by the way in which humans imagine and think it should be. It is in this sense 

constructed in our minds.  

Humans have included animals in this social construction of nature. Often wild animals are 

commodified to fulfil the desires of humans such as entertainment and recreational activities. 

While there has been a real need for conservation and preservation of wild animals, this has 

often led to the exclusion of local communities within conservation areas. In recent years more 

literature is appearing which argues for the need and benefits of local knowledge to be 

incorporated with scientific research to raise robust methods for the management and 

conservation of biodiversity.   

Considering the ways in which wilderness is defined, viewed, understood and occupied, this 

chapter will explore literature on the different concepts of nature and wilderness, animal 

geographies, spatial boundaries related to conservation such as fencing, and indigenous 

knowledge and community-based conservation. Furthermore, this chapter focuses on the 

mitigation strategies of human-wildlife conflict placing emphasis on community involvement 

and community-based conservation.  
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2.2) Nature and Wilderness 

Scholars have recently been thinking through terms like óNatureô, óWildernessô and óCultureô 

in relation to one another, both within the subject of geography and beyond. There are many 

different understandings which often contradict each other. The relationships between the 

natural and social realm have long been of unique interest for geographers, with an essential 

part of geographyôs history being ñconsumed with discussions around nature and the 

environment and their relationship with human and societyò (Naylor, 2000: 261). Wilderness 

is often perceived as an unproblematic category in nature. It ñé is valued for its intrinsic worth, 

as places of reverence for nature, as sacred places for the preservation of the wilderness imageò 

(Gomez- Pompa, & Kaus, 1992: 295). However, this has constantly been questioned by 

geographers, anthropologists and many others.  

Whatmore (1999) describes two different views on how nature is socially constructed. 

According to Whatmore (1999), the first is the Marxist tradition which has been concerned 

with the material transformation of nature as it is put under a variety of different conditions of 

production. Marx meant in a material sense, that ñpeople work on the raw matter of nature to 

transform it into a second, social natureò (Ginn and Demeritt, 2008: 304). Marx observed the 

ways in which plants and animals were being physically manipulated by farmers by cautiously 

using particular selection and breeding techniques to produce commercially more valuable 

crops and livestock. The conclusion he gained from these techniques was ñé that with the rise 

of industrial capitalism, those things which we are accustomed to think of as natural were 

increasingly becoming refashioned as the products of human labourò (Whatmore, 1999: 5). 

Here, nature is socially constructed in the sense that it is transformed by humans for the purpose 

of production. This ñéhistoricises the human relation to nature and thereby relativises a 

supposedly invariant and intransigent natureò (Castree, 2000: 13).  

Cultural geographers on the other hand have focused on the changing idea of nature, what it 

means to different societies and how they go about representing it in words and images 

(Whatmore, 1999). According to Whatmore (1999: 7), in this geographical endeavour the 

natural world is understood to be moulded ñas powerfully by the human imagination as by the 

physical manipulationò. The importance thereof is the fact that it ñéforces us to recognise that 

our relationship with those aspects of the world we call natural is unavoidably filtered through 

the categories, technologies and conventions of human representation in particular times and 

placesò (Whatmore, 1999: 7).  
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Nature from a cultural perspective has different meanings and values for different cultures, or 

even individual people. Hence, it is shaped by our imagination. It is in this sense what we think 

and believe it to be.  

Like ónatureô, the concept of ówildernessô is also socially constructed, with a lot of social 

connotations given to it over the years. Cronon (2005: 70) argues that ñthere is nothing natural 

about the concept of wildernessò. He argues that the wilderness is part of a culture which is a 

social construct since it is a product of the perception of ónatureô, which is dynamic. The first 

connotation of wilderness, as described by Cronon (2005: 70), was to be ñdesertedò, ñsavageò, 

ñdesolateò, ñbarrenò, basically it was known as a ñwasteò or wasteland. There was nothing 

positive to be linked with the idea of wilderness. Wilderness, in short, was a place to which 

one came ñonly against oneôs will, and always in fear and tremblingò (Cronon, 2005: 70). 

Therefore, the wilderness in its pristine state had nothing to proffer civilised human beings.  

Wilderness was also defined by a sacred connotation. According to Stankey (1989), the 

wilderness was also a place where people could prove themselves worthy of God. This 

experience helped establish a tradition of going to the wilderness for freedom and a purification 

of spirit ï values that would become ñembodied in the present-day legislative definitionò of 

wilderness (Stankey, 1989: 12). Therefore, wilderness came to be seen (by the nineteenth 

century) as a place where one could ñpurge and cleanse the soulò and ñas a place of refuge and 

contemplationò (Stankey, 1989: 12). In the twentieth century, nature and wilderness turned into 

a commodity as it was introduced into the tourism industry. Tourism is considered ñone of the 

largest industrial complexes and consumption markets in modern Western economies 

étourism is an important component of mass culture with significant discursive powerò 

(Norton, 1996: 355). Humans shaped wilderness as a phenomenon of recreation. According to 

Cronon (2005), wilderness emerged as the landscape of choice for elite tourists, who brought 

with them strikingly urban ideas of the countryside through which they have travelled. 

Therefore, they do not see wilderness as a production site for labour, survival or a home. It is 

rather a place to escape from their daily stressful lives in the urban areas.  

Cronon (2005) argues that one now goes to the wilderness not as a producer but rather as a 

consumer of the wilderness landscape, for leisure and recreation. For those living there, 

however, wilderness isnôt seen as a space of recreation by everyone.  
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The residents of these rural Cederberg communities, such as Wupperthal, would not use the 

term ówildernessô to describe what city people see in the Cederberg, which is for them not 

ówildernessô but rather the place which they call home.  

They view this ówildernessô area rather as a place of love and belonging, a place with human 

history. These two very different perspectives on the same space are a fundamental issue in 

this thesis. 

2.3) Animal Geographies 

In order to understand how this dissertation is rooted in the sub-discipline of animal 

geographies, it is necessary to look at how the sub-discipline emerged in the field of geography. 

This section also looks at how animals have been socially constructed by humans since the 

times of the Roman amphitheatre to the present where humans intend to place animals in spaces 

where they are imagined to ñfitò perfectly. Thus, viewing animals as ñin placeò or ñout of 

placeò in particular spaces (Brooks 2006).  

According to Emel et al (2002), animals have been an enduring and significant focus of 

geographers. In the twentieth century two approaches, zoogeography and cultural animal 

geography, were articulated reflecting on the breadth of the discipline (Emel et al, 2002). In 

zoogeography ñthe ambition was to establish general laws of how animals arranged themselves 

across the earthôs surface or, at smaller scales, to establish patterns of spatial co-variation 

between animals and other environmental factorsò (Emel et al, 2002: 407). As cited in Emel et 

al (2002), in the early 1960s a more óculturalô approach arose regarding the studies of how 

humans influence the ñnumbers and distributionsò of animals, for example in the work of 

Bennett (1960).  

This was taken up by cultural geographers from the 1990s. This new research in social and 

cultural studies led to a rethinking of culture and subjectivity which ñbegan arguing for animal 

subjectivity and the need to unpack the ñblack boxò of Nature to enliven understandings of the 

worldò (Emel et al, 2002: 408). An important figure in this regard is Philo (1995). According 

to Philo (1995: 657), geographical literature as a whole has ñlargely overlooked animals as 

distinctive objects of study, often subsuming them within broader discussions of nature and 

environment, and rarely making them into an issue deserving of special considerationò. Philo 

points out that animals often received attention from physical geographers especially in the 

field of biogeography, where the spatial distributions of animals and plants in relationship to 

the natural environment were examined.  
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In human geography however they have been largely viewed in terms of production purposes 

(food, tourism, entertainment) to be utilised and sold by humans. 

The development of a new cultural geography, óanimal geographyô, from the 1990s has 

changed this. Scholars point out that, drawing on the idea of the social construction of nature/ 

wilderness, animals are classified as ñacceptableò or ñunacceptableò within the civilised human 

spaces. Where domestic animals would be accepted in certain human spaces, wild animals are 

seen as ñout of placeò.  According to Philo (1995: 666),  

ñanimals as a social group have become inextricably bound up in these stories, much 

as have certain outsider human groups, and as a result animals have become envisioned 

in particular ways with particularly practical consequences: one of which is that some 

animals (cows, sheep, and pigs) have become matter that should be expelled to the rural 

worldò.  

Therefore, livestock has been classified as ñout of placeò in western cities, where domestic 

animals such as cats and dogs are accepted. Philo (1995) argues that it is important to look at 

ñthe non-utilitarian aspects of how animals become embedded within broader societal 

orderings of respect and disgustò (Brooks, 2006:7).  

Brooks (2006: 11) too argues that animals are ñenmeshed in complex power relations with 

human communities and are deeply affected by social practices linked to ideas about particular 

animals and where they ought (or ought not) to beò. Brooks (2006) draws on Whatmore and 

Thorne (1998: 437), who argue that ñówildô animals have been, and continue to be, routinely 

imagined and organized within multiple social ordering in different times and placesò. 

Whatmore and Thorne (1998) use the idea of topologies or networks of wildlife to illuminate 

the way in which humans socially order animals.  

Whatmore and Thorne (1998) discuss the social construction of wild animals in history. The 

first example they use is the ñcarceralò space of the Roman amphitheatre. Interestingly, this 

article speaks about leopards, which are important for this study. This was where ñfelidae 

animals, such as leopards and cheetahs, collectively known as leopardusò, were captured and 

transported from Africa to Rome to be released for the entertainment of the privileged Roman 

Empire, to kill or be killed in the ring (Brooks, 2006: 13). According to Whatmore and Thorne 

(1998: 447), these animals were ñstarvedò, ñabusedò for the preparations of the Roman Games.  
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ñThe spatial network of connections facilitating this wildlife performance thus placed 

leopardus firmly within the organizational relations of the Roman military establishment, 

which extended across the known world of the timeò (Brooks, 2006: 13).  

According to Brooks (2006: 7), ñnowhere is the órespect/ disgustô binary and its power in 

structuring human relationships to animals more evident than in the attitudes of predator- 

animals that have been classified as (ódisgustingô) vermin and ruthlessly hunted in practiceò. 

Emel (1995) discusses the social construction of the American wolf which was seen as a hated 

predator. The wolf was constructed as a ñmerciless killer of innocent livestockò as well as 

ñcowardiceé once wolves had experienced gunfire, they ran at the sight of guns and humans.ò 

(Emel, 1995: 722). This representation of the wolf led to the animal being ñétortured, set on 

fire, annihilatedò (Emel, 1995: 720).  Emel (1995: 721) goes as far as to describe the conflict 

between the people and the wolf as a ñwarò which was provoked by ñmasculine stereotypes 

that provided negative representations of the wolf and sympathy for the preyò. However, today 

the representations of this animal have changed from it being the subject of hatred to being 

seen by many as the iconic symbol of the wild. Thus ñéthe wolf created by Western European 

culture - with its connotations of the wild, the darkness, the devil, even war and lust - was 

determinedly destroyed until a new wolf was imagined in the latter part of the 20th century.ò 

(Emel, 1995: 709) 

Often in the contemporary world, wild animals are commodified.  They are held by other forms 

of networks, especially in tourism products. Wild animals are now commercialised in forms of 

zoos, game ranging and trophy hunting. The work of Anderson (1995) on the urban zoo notes 

that the zoo can be seen as one of the networks into which humans place wild animals. 

Anderson (1995) argues that these places such as zoos, game reserves and parks are places in 

which ñéan ill defined ónatureô has been converted into a cultural experience and social 

commodityò. Futhermore, Bolla and Hovorka (2012), focuses on the human positioning and 

confrontation of wild animals. They argue that ñhuman imaginings of wild animals are based 

on both respect for and exploitation of nonhuman animals [which] together shape dominant 

conservation and tourism agendas, and fix wild animals into discrete protected areas across the 

landscapeò (Bolla and Hovorka, 2012: 74). However, humans and wild animals transgress their 

assigned spaces and socialise with each other, causing these encounters to become ñdynamicò 

and ñmultifacetedò, which generates both admiration (for tourists) and fear (due to wild animal 

presence in the area) (Bolla and Hovorka, 2012).  
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According to Bolla and Hovorka (2012: 74), ñsuch encounters reinforce and justify human 

imaginings and fixings of wild animals, prompting fear-based responses and ñproblem animalò 

discources, asnd re-placing animals into where they belong.ò 

2.3.1) Animals and Boundaries 

With the realisation that nature is a socially constructed phenomenon, the garden metaphor 

arose to re-imagine new models for conservation. Naughton-Treves (2002: 488) notes that in 

the modern day humans globally dominate the ecosystems and biotic processes, causing many 

ñéconservationists to abandon the idea of pristine nature and search for an environmentalism 

that accepts human agency in nature (Cronon 1995; Zimmerer 2000)ò. A diverse group of 

writers ranging from ecologists to social critics now reject the wilderness ethic, in its 

ñéabsolutist values and separation of people from nature, and turn instead to the gardenôs call 

for human care and responsibility for natureò (Naughton-Treves 2002: 488).  

Hence, reimagining natural areas as gardens emphasises the mark of human utilisation in parks 

and reserves and permits a need for restoration and management of the environment 

(Naughton-Treves, 2002).  

Implementing the garden metaphor for wildlife conservation would require the rethinking of 

the presence of wildlife ñinsideò versus ñoutsideò inhabited spaces, or as illustrated by 

Whatmore and Thorne (1998) a reordering within the ñtypologies of wildlifeò (Naughton- 

Treves, 2002: 488).  

The ideal of humans sharing space with wildlife is of significance, but to implement it 

practically is more complex. Very often wild animals ñviolateò boundaries by entering 

inhabited spaces and thus threatening humans and their activities in the inhabited spaces. The 

permeability of these boundaries also implies that wildlife survival might be affected by the 

human activities in the inhabited spaces (Naughton-Treves, 2002), as well as the human 

reaction to the threat of wild animals crossing over in the inhabited space. Naughton-Treves 

(2002: 490) cites animal geographies literature in arguing that ñénature/culture dualisms in 

Western thought have led to the creation of mutually exclusive spaces for both people and 

wildlife, with unfortunate consequences for both (Whatmore and Thorne 1998; Wolch and 

Emel 1998)ò.  

Furthermore, the boundary between the wild and the domestic is often ñblurredò and that 

species adored by some might be despised by others (Naughton-Treves 2002: 490).  
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Philo (1998) and Wolch too discuss the implications of human struggles to categorize wildlife 

as ñpestsò or ñpetsò (Naughton-Treves, 2002: 490). In reality these classifications can often 

become difficult, especially if there is no physical boundary separating the ñdomesticò from 

the ñwildò.  

2.3.2) Animals and Society 

The encroachment of human and livestock settlement into protected areas and related 

interaction with wildlife is considered a global issue that could be problematic for sustainable 

development, particularly in developing countries. For many years protected areas have been 

recognised as the most significant method for the conservation and preservation of wildlife and 

biological diversity (Gandiwa et al, 2011). Although protected areas serve as conservation and 

preservation for important biodiversity, conservationists argue that human encroachment is 

severely degrading and destroying in such areas (Gandiwa et al, 2011).  

Gandiwa et al (2011:19) note that ñthis destruction, taking different forms, for example 

degradation, fragmentation or outright loss, is a function of growing human activities prompted 

mainly by such factors as poverty, demographic factors, land tenure systems, inadequate 

conservation status, development policies and economic incentives (Kidegheso et al, 2006)ò.  

Protected areas are usually associated with large areas of ñundisturbed wildernessò. But there 

is also the view of protected areas as social spaces, which are socially conceived and preserved 

(Gandiwa et al, 2011). These practices tend to exclude people from the wilderness except 

visitors and employers within the protected area. 

Fences are widely used in Southern Africa, as well as many countries worldwide, to separate 

wildlife from domestic animals for the prevention of conflict and to prevent the transmission 

of diseases. Ferguson et al (2012: 106) argue that fencing should be viewed in a broader light 

theoretically and practically when it comes to the issues surrounding fencing to reduce human-

wildlife conflicts. This fencing can ñconstrain and containò in different symbolic, physical, 

economic and ecological purposes and represents a significant structure which mitigates the 

exchange between ónatureô and ócultureô. As cited in Ferguson et al (2012: 106), ñcontaining 

wildlife by means of fencing can only serve a potential combination of four purposes: firstly, 

to reduce human-wildlife conflict by reducing contact between the two; secondly, to reduce 

disease transmission risk between the wild and the domestic animals; thirdly, to increase the 

security of a protected area and fourthly, on occasion, to demarcate an international boundary 

(Hayward and Kerley, 2009; Newmark, 2008).ò  
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Veterinary cordon fences are a prevention method recognised by the World Organisation for 

Animal Health to establish disease-free zones (Jori et al, 2011). In the attempt to control 

transmissions of infectious diseases and to reduce human-wildlife conflict, many wildlife areas 

in Southern Africa, such as Namibia, Zimbabwe and even the Kruger National Park, are 

bounded by thousands of kilometres of veterinary cordon fences (Jori et al, 2011).  

The value of this approach has however been questioned. Some advocate alternatives to 

ófencingô, which allows some degree of a merger between ónatureô and ócultureô spaces,  

ñésuch as the development of buffer zones, wildlife corridors and the zoning of 

different forms of wildlife usage, [but these] require much more effort and more 

planning é than simply erecting fencing and will inevitably fail unless animal health 

experts can be convinced that diseases of economic importance to the nation can still 

be effectively contained within these new partially or wholly ñunfencedò dispensationò 

(Bengis et al in Ferguson et al, 2012: 106).  

In summary, while fencing is seen as a valid conservation method there is a need to create a 

balance between the ónatureô and ócultureô spaces which includes a deeper understanding of the 

dynamics between these two spaces. 

2.4) Key Focus in Animal Geographies 

2.4.1) Human-Animal Conflict 

Recently, with the decline in wildlife population across different species, government policies 

and regulations regarding the management of wild animals are gaining traction. Habitat loss 

has become a global phenomenon which is affecting all species. The transformation of land 

from its natural state to agricultural land, urban development, and destruction or fragmentation 

and other human activities do have a significant effect on the population of wild felids 

(Loveridge et al, 2010). As humans occupy spaces in order to create a civilised environment 

for themselves, they often remove animals from their natural habitat considering them to be 

ñout of placeò. In some cases, especially rural areas, this can lead to conflict between humans 

and wildlife. Human-wildlife conflict can exist due to the competition for resources and space 

and can have a huge impact on wildlife species, human life and lifestyle.  

As cited in Chase-Grey (2011: 77) conflict between humans and wildlife can be defined ñas a 

competition over resources or space and can take the form of threats to human life, economic 

livelihood, property or recreation (Treves and Karanth 2003).ò  
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Human-wildlife conflict is an issue of high conservation concern and has led to the global 

decline of many large carnivore species (Chase-Grey, 2011). Wild animals, such as leopards 

are forced from their natural habitat and limited in resources when humans occupy their habitat 

for residential and agricultural purposes. These animals may struggle to survive in their forced 

spaces and prey may be limited or difficult to find.  

This often leads to the carnivore moving towards human inhabited spaces and beginning to 

feed on the humansô livestock. Such incidences lead to conflict between humans and wild 

animals.  

There have been high levels of mortality of wild felids due to human-wildlife conflict, 

especially in cases of livestock depredation. Loveridge et al (2010: 164) listed the following to 

be the principal reasons for human-wildlife conflict in the case of predators: ñdepredation on 

domestic animals or game species and, less frequently, when large felids kill or injure peopleò, 

as this often leads to retaliatory killing of the animals responsible. According to Loveridge et 

al (2010: 164) ñhistorically, eradication of carnivores has been a state-supported priority, 

incentivized by rewards and bounties.ò 

As cited in Chase-Grey (2011: 78), ñéconflict between humans and carnivores is one of the 

main causes of negative attitudes towards large predators, reducing tolerance and leading to 

retaliatory killings (Woodroffe and Ginsburg, 1998)ò. In South Africa, the leopard is threatened 

by a number of different factors. These include habitat loss and fragmentation caused by human 

expansion and loss of prey species (Chase-Grey, 2011). In the area of the Soutpansberg 

Mountains, for example, high levels of human-wildlife conflict exist between leopards and 

landowners, and leopards are frequently persecuted for perceived livestock predation although 

in studies by Chase-Grey, no evidence of livestock was found in leopard scats (Chase-Grey, 

2011). Chase-Grey (2011: 2) cites a study by Henschel et al (2008) which argues that the 

leopard is also ñheavily persecuted as a real or perceived livestock killer and is subject to legal 

and illegal off-take for trophy hunting proposesò. 

According to Loveridge (2010: 170), the ñimpacts of felid depredation of livestock vary, 

depending on the scale of livestock ownership, husbandry techniques, livestock type, stocking 

density, and density of predators.ò Hence, small scale subsistence farmers might experience an 

unbalanced impact through such depredation due to the fact that they lack the above mentioned 

resources to provide successful protection for their livestock.  
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Also in the case of small-scale subsistence farmers, the loss of just one animal might have a 

higher impact than the same loss to a farmer with more livestock.  

According to Loveridge et al (2010: 171),  

ñAlthough generalizations are difficult across widely variable socio-cultural 

circumstances and it is often difficult to distinguish between the underlying reasons for 

negative perceptions people hold towards predators, there is some evidence that levels 

of tolerance livestock owners have for predators are related to magnitude and impact of 

losses.ò 

2.4.2 Hybrid geographies? 

Within the overall subject of geography, there has been a recent theoretical focus on hybridity 

and heterogenous geographies. Some human geographers believe that hybridity can point to a 

more harmonious way for humans and nonhuman entities to share or occupy space. Whatmore 

(2000) for example began to explore heterogeneity within the sub discipline of animal 

geographies. 

According to Kwan (2004), hybrids are humans and nonhuman entities (e.g., objects, projects) 

that ñtravelò between and connect existing divisions, and hybridization entails a movement that 

seeks to integrate elements that are thought to be incompatible or conflicting. In the case of 

animal geographies, scholars like Kwan argue that there is a need for more hybrid spaces in 

which humans and wildlife species can live together, sharing spaces without conflict occurring. 

Hybrids ñtransgress and displace boundaries between binary divisions and in so doing produce 

something ontologically newò (Rose in Kwan, 2004: 748). Movements of hybrids will likely 

ñrender certain binary divisions harder to sustainò (Kwan, 2004: 758). The hybrid geographies 

that Whatmore (1999: 268) has in mind: 

ñ[unsettle] this glib coincidence of the things/ spaces of nature fixed somewhere, always 

at a distance, and alert us to a world in commotion in which wildlife emerges within 

the routine interweavings of people, organisms, elements and machines as these 

configure the partial, plural and sometimes overlapping time/ spaces of everydayò.  

Is it possible that humans and wildlife can share space without conflict?  



18 

2.5) Wildlife conservation and trophy hunting in South Africa 

Even though South Africa is considered to have one of the most liberal constitutions in the 

world, the Constitution does not go as far to include rights for animals. Animals fall under the 

South African common law, which according to Glazewski (2013: 13), means that ñwild 

animals are classified as res nullius meaning that they are owned by nobody but fall into the 

category of objects which can be owned (res intra commercium.)ò 

Due to the anthropocentric nature of the Constitution, animals, particularly wild animals, are 

considered to be part of the ñenvironmentò as defined in NEMA (National Environmental 

Management Act). Therefore, they are considered as resources of the environment and humans 

are in the position to control these resources and their wellbeing. It is a clear example of the 

social construction of animals; wild animals are commodified according to the desires and 

benefits to humans.  

In his study of the trophy hunting industry in South Africa, Snijders (2014: 173) focuses on the 

Wildlife Forum, which is defined as an ñimportant national discursive space in which the 

government engages with non-governmental parties about wildlife policyò. One might expect 

that the non-governmental parties would be all those who are in some way involved with 

wildlife, whether through hunting, tourism, labour relations, environmental protection, 

rehabilitation, etc. Instead, Snijders (2014: 178) notes that the ñWildlife Forum [which] was é 

hosted and chaired by the DEA (Department of Environmental Affairs) é invited hunting 

industry organisations that were involved in wildlife production (breeding, ecotourism, 

professional hunting, predator breeding, translocation, fencing, etc.) but excluded labour, 

welfare and civil society stakeholdersò.  

It is, therefore, clear that the motive behind this forum was not for the animal protection but 

rather for the preservation of animal species for the purpose of monetary benefits. The 

commodification of wild animals such as breeding for the purposes of hunting, zoos, and parks 

is considered acceptable because it meets human needs and desires. Trophy hunting, for 

example, is considered by proponents to be a positive method of conservation, due to the fact 

that it keeps species alive for future generations and most importantly contributes immensely 

to the tourism industry. However, it is clear that in the South African context wild animals are 

highly commodified, a fact which is overlooked in national legislation ï or rather, as Snijders 

(2014) points out, national legislation finds it difficult to regulate commodification and the 

associated practices.  
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The wild animals are removed from their natural habitat, stripped of their wildness, genetically 

manipulated for the sake of being appealing to a potential customer. Kamuti (2016) discusss 

the exotic game species, where the óexoticô refers to animals that are translocated into an area 

where they would not naturally occur. As he notes, ñExotic species are often introduced in 

order to augment the variety of animals available for trophy hunting and farmers can go as far 

as to alter the genetics to produce forms of wildlife as hunters are prepared to pay a premium 

price for themò (Kamuti, 2016: 62). Here, it is evident that the industry itself is a manipulation 

of the notion of hunting for the purposes of conservation. If trophy hunting is seen as promoting 

conservation for important wildlife species and also breeding of these species is allowed, the 

question is what idea of these wild animals is being sold to people as new exotic varieties are 

being created, and what exactly is being conserved by this industry?  

Lindsey et al (2006) and Di Minin et al (2016) discuss the question of whether banning trophy 

hunting will have an impact on biodiversity loss. The motivations for trophy hunting as a 

conservation method stem from the economic benefits it brings to the tourism industry in a 

country, rather than the conservation of the species itself. Where ecotourism is seen as a great 

opportunity for communities that coexist with wildlife , it is reckoned that trophy hunting can 

create incentives in remote areas where ecotourism is not possible, due to most ecotourists 

preferring areas that are more accessible (Lindsey et al, 2006; Di Minin et al, 2016). Also, 

according to Di Minin et al (2016:101), trophy hunting can lead to a smaller environmental 

footprint than ecotourism in terms of ñcarbon emissions, infrastructure development, and 

personnel, and can generate more revenue from a lower volume of tourist huntersò. Meaning 

that trophy hunting relies on fewer tourists than ecotourism due to the income generated from 

one hunter being extremely high. Hunters normally prefer the habitat to be as pristine as 

possible, unconcerned with ñattractive sceneryò and infrastructure which in turn leads to a 

minimisation of habitat degradation (Di Minin et al, 2016:101). Furthermore, the ñmanagement 

for hunting places emphasis on maintaining large wildlife populations for offtake, as opposed 

to ecotourism, where the presence of only a few individual animals is sufficient to maximize 

profits.ò (Di Minin et al, 2016: 101) 
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Considering protected areas for the conservation of certain wild animals, Scholtz (2005) notes 

that only species regarded as valuable may be seen as worthy for conservation, where ña plant 

or animal may be of vital importance to the functioning of an ecosystem, but may not conform 

to the threshold of agreed aesthetic appeal, and may therefore not be deemed worthy of 

conservation.ò Here it is clear that the motivation behind conservation is not always beneficial 

for the environment as a whole. According to scientists Paquet and Darimont (2010:), the 

ñconsequent loss to land conversion of locally-adapted populations within species, and of 

genetic material within populations, is a human-caused change that reduces the resilience of 

species and ecosystemsò. The consequence of how animals are forced to lose their natural 

habitat due to human influences might be the ñpermanent loss or modification of sensitive 

wildlife species, especially the large mammalianò species. Paquet and Darimont (2010) also 

note that ñconsequently, populations of native species have crashed, disappeared, or as an 

adaptive to the novel anthropogenic stresses, modified their behaviour to accommodate 

humansò.  

Scholtz (2005) uses the example of the African elephant, where the law allows for a number of 

conservation methods when it leads to an overpopulation of these elephants (including culling 

of elephants). In his article, Scholtz (2005) looks at the reason to why this overpopulation 

occurred in the first place. He notes that in South Africa national parks such as the Kruger 

National Park, were established to protect and preserve certain species, such as the African 

elephant. In these ñunnatural natural surroundings the elephants have no natural enemies.ò It is 

clear that this overpopulation exists due to the need to reserve space for wild animals to protect 

them from the ócivilisedô spaces of humans.  

Placing human needs above environmental needs does not guarantee the protection of the 

environment, specifically wild animals. This however does not specify whose needs will be 

considered as more important, the need of local rural communities or the need of the urban 

looking for the wilderness experience. 

 2.6) Mitigation of human-wildlife conflict  

Loveridge et al (2010: 178) argue that ñlocal support for, or at least tolerance of, large felids is 

one of the key factors in determining the fate of all wildlife populations [as] elimination of real 

or perceived threats is pivotalò. The pros and cons of several strategies for mitigating human-

felid conflicts are discussed below.  
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According to Loveridge et al (2010), there is a need for conservationists to develop policy 

frameworks for implementing a thorough response to problem animals. These frameworks 

frequently incorporate the "creation of professional problem animal response teams and 

crafting of national policies and protocols for response to conflicts between humans and large 

felidsò (Loveridge et al, 2010: 178). Loveridge et al (2010) further argue that whilst every 

situation is unique, there should be a general protocol according to which local wildlife 

managers can make decisions that create accountability, as well as providing response teams 

with the necessary guidelines to implement when choosing the appropriate method ï a critical 

first step in acting fast and efficiently to deal with problem animals. 

Lethal control may be used when wildlife ñcause - or are perceived to cause - serious damage 

to human livelihoodsò (Woodroffe et al, 2005: 2).When wild animals are perceived as problem 

animals, they are legally or illegally killed. According to Woodroffe et al (2005:3) ñin 

developed countries the most common methods are shooting, trapping and poisoningò, 

however, traditional methods are used as well. Loveridge et al (2010: 178) discuss other control 

methods, such as ñtoxic collars on vulnerable livestock, use of dogs or skilled trackers to follow 

problem animals, and shooting and trapping of culprits when they return to recently made 

killsò, methods which specifically target individual animals. Loveridge et al (2010) further 

argue that in cases where the problem animal is part of an endangered species, lethal control 

might not be considered a favourable option by conservationists. However, in particular cases 

where human lives and livelihoods are at risk, lethal control might be the most practical and 

effective option available (Loveridge et al, 2010).  

Thirdly, translocation of problem animals is an option to remove problem animals and place 

them back into protected areas, zoos or other protected places. According to Chipman et al 

(2008), translocation, which is sometimes also known as relocation and transplantation, is the 

capture and transfer of a carnivore from one area to another. This method has been used to 

achieve a range of wildlife management goals which include ñenhancing populations or 

reintroducing rare or locally extirpated wildlife, providing hunting or wildlife viewing 

opportunities, farming wild game, and reducing local human-wildlife conflictò (Chipman et al, 

2008).  

Although translocation has been used in a number of areas, especially with leopards and lions 

within Africa, the success rate is ñequivocal due to high post-release mortality, extensive 

movements, and homing behaviour of translocated animalsò (Loveridge et al, 2010: 179). 
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Weilemann et al (2010) also argues that in areas which are already occupied, the translocated 

animal may struggle to fit into the already established area, hence they often return to their 

original site or sometimes show ñextensive roaming behaviourò after their release.  Loveridge 

et al (2010:180) argue that the translocation of a large felid is more likely to succeed when the 

problem animal is ñmoved long distances across prey significant landscape barriers to areas 

with reasonable prey densities and few livestock or peopleò. However, this is not that easy 

since such areas are not always available and most of the areas already have their own species 

population. Athreya (2006: 422) argues against relocation/translocation as a technique, calling 

it a ñreactive procedure [which] involves large amounts of recources.ò The translocation of 

problem animals is expensive and requires extensive record-keeping, and proficiency to 

capture, mark and re-identify livestock predators (Loveridge et al, 2010). This type of thorough 

management is not often possible in developing countries.  

According to Quigley and Herrero (2005:54), the ñguarding of livestock has been the natural 

response to depredation losses since the beginning of domesticationò.  It should be noted that 

in the past the killing of wild problem animals was part of the husbandry practices. Loveridge 

et al (2010) argue that in areas where the predators have been extinguished, traditional 

knowledge has been lost.  Where livestock are grazing without the supervision of a shepherd 

or protecting of a guard dog, predation on the livestock is likely to be high. 

According to Linnell et al (2012), in Europe, Asia and Africa, shepherds are frequently 

accompanied by a guard dog to guard the livestock whilst they graze during the day, and at 

night the livestock are protected in enclosures. Linnell et al (2010:326) explain that ñsome 

expensive systems, especially those associated with nomadic pastoralists, have no night-time 

enclosuresò, in turn the livestock sleep close to the campsite where they are guarded by the 

shepherds and dogs. Also, enclosures which are constructed of ñpoles or wicker were superior 

to those built of thorny Acacia branches or wire mesh, because they reduce the chances of stock 

panicking at the sight of a predator and breaking out of the protective enclosureò (Loveridge et 

al, 2010:181). Linell et al (2012:327) argue that large carnivores, particularly large felids, tend 

to be ñextremely aggressive and persistent when entering night-time enclosures, either by 

jumping fences, squeezing through small openings, or using brute force (often aided by 

panicking the livestock that break down the enclosure wall from the inside)ò. Hence, it is often 

suggested that enclosures should be constructed with very solid materials and even a roof.  
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Damage compensation schemes have been implemented in different countries to mitigate the 

damage caused by wild animals. According to Loveridge et al (2010), the payment of damage 

compensation has the consequence of extending the monetary liability and financial risk 

between the local farmers experiencing the livestock predation and the conservation authorities 

responsible for wildlife conservation. Compensation is normally funded by the government, 

non-government organisations (NGOs) or agricultural insurance schemes  

Although compensation might alleviate some of the expenses and possibly encourage tolerance 

towards the damage caused by predators, the approach does suffer from some key 

shortcomings. Loveridge et al (2010: 183) argue that the ñverification of damage (to eliminate 

fraudulent claims and over-estimates of loss) can be time-consuming and expensive and lead 

to animosity between conservation managers and livestock owners.ò There is also the 

possibility that incentives might be given to wrongly accredited losses caused by poor 

husbandry practices, accidents, or disease rather than problem animals in order to claim 

compensation. Compensation schemes can be extremely expensive and debateable, especially 

in developing countries with limited resources, unless supported by NGOôs or international 

funding (Loveridge et al, 2010; Linnell et al, 2012).  

As cited in Loveridge et al (2010: 184), ñprivate insurance schemes to cover costs of carnivore 

damage have also been attempted; however, in many cases rural farmers are unwilling to cover 

the relatively expensive premiums required (Nyhus et al, 2005)ò. Hence, due to this 

compensation schemes can be viewed as unsustainable, especially because of failure to fully 

compensate or poor management of these schemes may cause local residents to be resentful 

towards conservation authorities and to mistrust conservation efforts (Loveridge et al, 2010; 

Linnell et al, 2012).  

Lastly, zoning is another suggested mitigation strategy amoungst conservationists. Zoning can 

be described as the spatial separation of humans and wildlife (Larson, 2008). The objective of 

zoning conservation of wild animals is to conserve feasible populations of predators as well as 

to minimise, or at least mitigate conflicts with local residents and livestock (Loveridge et al, 

2010). Restricting the interaction between predators and people can in turn assist in reducing 

conflict in areas where it occurs. Zoning conservation ñallows prioritization of mitigation 

efforts and efficient use of conservation resources in the areaò (Loveridge et al, 2010: 185).  
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It is important to note, however, that due to the fact that local people will rarely be welcomed 

and included in the zones where carnivores are given preference, it may create a feeling by 

locals of the ñurban majority overruling a rural minorityò (Linnell et al, 2005: 174).  This may 

lead to resentment towards the conservation authorities which could evolve into social 

conflicts. Futhermore, Linnell et al (2005:174) argues that the greater density of large 

carnivores in an area, ñespecially if multiple species are zoned sympatrically, may increase the 

competition between game hunter and large carnivores.ò  

 

2.7) Conservation and local communities 

Critics of modern conservation often argue that indigenous knowledge is overlooked by 

science. To conserve African wildlife species in human-occupied spaces requires management, 

which scholars argue is often guided by a ñmechanistic understandingò of how anthropogenic 

factors influence ecological processes (Gandiwa et al, 2011). According to Gadgil et al (1993), 

indigenous peoples with a historical continuity of resource-use practices often possess a broad 

knowledge base of the behaviour of complex ecological systems in their own localities.  

This knowledge is gathered through years of observations transferred from generation to 

generation. Gadgil et al (1993:151) argue that ñsuch ñdiachronicò observations can be of great 

value and complement the ñsynchronicò observations on which western science is basedò.  

As noted, due to óenvironmental concernô there has been a great need to understand the 

environment for the purposes of conservation and preservation of biodiversity. As mentioned 

by Hunter and Rinner (2004), ñenvironmental concernò has come to represent a broad concept 

referring to a wide range of phenomena from awareness of environmental problems to support 

for environmental protection. According to Parathian (2019: 27) ñlocal beliefs are 

misunderstood, contradicted or overlooked by conservation policies (Forsyth: 2004)ò. Gadgil 

et al (1993) argue for the importance of ñtraditional ecological knowledgeò as a significant use 

for conservation in resource practices. Indigenous knowledge is important in the context of 

understanding the environment. Indigenous people have lived in their environment for 

generations now and in some respects might understand the environment better than scientists 

do.  

It is argued that the combination of scientific and local knowledge can contribute to a more 

comprehensive method of managing complex and dynamic natural processes and systems.  
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As cited in Reed (2008: 2425), ñby triangulating different local and scientific sources, it may 

be possible to investigate uncertainties and assumptions and develop more rigorous 

understanding as well (Johnson et al, 2004)ò. By incorporating local knowledge, it has been 

argued, the broader the knowledge one would gain about the particular environment and 

therefore it could lead to more robust solutions for the environmental problems the 

communities are facing. The growing literature on the incorporation of local knowledge into 

the management of the environment suggests such methods ñémay empower local 

communities to monitor and manage environmental change more easily and accuratelyò (Reed, 

2008: 2425). Stringer and Reed (2007) argue that by ñhybridising these knowledges (Forsyth 

1996; Nygren 1999) it may be possible for researchers and local communities, with their 

different understandings, to interact in order to produce more relevant and effective 

environmental policy and practiceò (Reed, 2008: 2425).  

There have been global debates regarding the management of resources in protected areas, in 

particular to promote the involvement of local inhabitants to create more sustainable methods 

for conservation of resources and biodiversity. Gandiwa et al (2011) argue that for this 

involvement to be effective and for local knowledge to be incorporated, a deeper understanding 

of peopleôs relationships with the environment is needed.  

Hence, there is a need for a socially sensitive approach which considers the basic needs of the 

community and possible projects that can be undertaken to improve the livelihoods of the locals 

whilst promoting wildlife conservation (Gandiwa et al, 2011). The burgeoning field of 

ócommunity-based conservationô cannot be reviewed here in detail, but some observations are 

made below. 

2.7.1) Community involvement in wildlife conservation 

The conservation of large carnivores can be viewed as a pressing issue due to the rapid declines 

in their geographic ranges, the size of the population of these species as well as their probable 

capacity as umbrella species for broader biodiversity (Dickman et al, 2010). Whilst human-

wildlife conflict has been a serious issue for conservationists, the need to protect the worldôs 

wildlife animals that have great value at a global scale but little or none at a local scale, remains 

one of wildlife conservationôs biggest challenges.  

According to Hackel (1999), community- based conservation is rooted in the practice of 

conservationists operating in poorer countries during the 1960s and 1970s.  
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It is noted in Barrow and Murphree (2001) that the community development practiced in Africa 

and Asia at that time was state-controlled. Therefore, conservationists came to the realisation 

that local communities are commonly hostile to conservation practices and had to be won over 

as to support conservation efforts (Hackel, 1999). Hence, the ñnew conservationò narrative, 

which is known in literature as ñcommunity conservationò, approaches started between the 

1980s and 1990 in Africa (Hulme & Murphree, 1999: 193). The new conservation narrative 

requires a shift from a state-centric activity and responsibility, to a more local-level, society-

based practice (Hulme& Murphree, 1999; Adams & Hulme, 2001; Barrow & Murpree, 2001). 

The need for an integrated conservation approach attempts to ñélink biological diversity 

within a protected area to social and economic development outside that protected areaò 

(Newmark & Hough, 2000:585). 

Here, it is clear that locals in community conservation must be viewed as partners and they 

need to be actively participating in conservation. In addition, community conservation must be 

organised in such a manner that the protected/ conservation areas and species provide economic 

benefits for local people and broader community. Adams and Hulme (2001) discuss integrated 

conservation and development projects (IDCPs), community conservation and development 

projects, collaborative or joint management ventures and community-based natural resource 

management (CBNRM).  

These initiatives were practiced in case studies such as West and East Africa, India, Asia, and 

South America. Whilst the decision as to what would be the best conservation practice for the 

specific areaôs needs is a complex one, all these projects share a common goal ï to bring about 

behavioural change in local people towards the environment and wildlife, as well as to promote 

economic and social development of local communities.  

2.7.2) Combining cultural values, economic incentives, and conservation goals 

Whilst there has been a recognition that cultural values play a significant role in achieving 

conservation goals, Waylen et al (2010) argue that greater focus should be placed on 

understanding and adapting to this. According to Loveridge et al (2010), co-management and 

stakeholder involvement shows improvement in attitudes regarding conservation efforts. As 

cited in Waylen et al (2010:1126), ñeffective governing institutions can enable successful and 

equitable control of community activities and responsibilities, and local control of land tenure 

promotes individual security and concern for resources (Noss, 1997)ò.  
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Hence, conservation efforts are more likely successful when they understand and respect local 

culture and institutions. Brooks et al (2012:3-4) argue that ñcommunity participation, capacity 

building, and equitable distribution of economic benefits, and supportò are significant design 

features of community-based conservation. Community-based conservation requires adequate 

ñtime for development opportunities and income generation to emerge before measurable 

economic success is achievedò (Brooks et al, 2012: 4). Shrestha and Lapeyre (2018:99) argue 

that conservationists should ñcreate space for a more transparent, democratic, and participatory 

model of conservation, building the local populationôs sense of ownership and responsibility 

over biodiversity.ò 

One of the economic programmes used to achieve biodiversity conservation along with 

community-based conservation is the implementation of community-based ecotourism 

(CBET). Kiss (2004:232) argues that the ñattraction of CBET is the prospect of linking 

conservation and local livelihoods, preserving biodiversity whilst simultaneously reducing 

rural poverty, and of achieving both objectives on a sustainable (self-financing) basis.ò Up until 

now the general experience of most community-based ecotourism projects is that these 

generate limited cash benefits which often only reach a small part of the community (Kiss, 

2004). 

As cited in Kiss (2004:234), ñEcotourism can generate support for conservation among 

communities as long as they see some benefit (or maintain a hope of doing so), and if it does 

not threaten or interfere with their main sources of livelihood (Alexander, 2002; Walpole and 

Goodwin, 2001; Salafsky et al; 2001)ò.  

However, according to Stem et al (2003:388) ñsome ecotourism operations contribute 

minimally to local development, with little or no revenue reaching local people.ò Furthermore, 

tourism is also seen as a ñfar from ideal entry-level businessô for rural communities which have 

little or no prior experience (Kiss, 2004:234). 

The ideal for CBET is for incentives from ecotourism to be extremely high such that locals will 

intentionally protect biodiversity in order to maintain that income (Kiss, 2004). Hence, the 

economic benefits generated from ecotourism must be exceptionally high and extensive enough 

to replace their basic livelihoods. Aside from this outcome being highly unlikely, as cited in 

Kiss (2004:234), ñthis kind of success is likely to attract outsiders, who will both dilute the 

benefits and put greater pressure on local natural resources (Hodgson and Dixon, 2000; 

Wunder, 2000; Taylor, 2002)ò.  
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Stem et al (2003:388) argue that even though ecotourism depends on a minimal impact on the 

environment, successful ecotourism may lead to an increase of visitors which may ultimately 

contribute to ñsolid waste generation and habitat disturbanceò that can threaten the resources 

ecotourism depends on.  

Overall, Stem et al (2003:410) argue that ñthere is a need for greater emphasis on integrating 

environmental awareness raising and knowledge generation into ecotourism activities.ò 

Waylen et al (2010:1126) support this argument, stating that ñ[community-based conservation] 

ñinterventions providing community outreach and education about conservation were more 

likely to successfully change attitudes than those who did not.ò However the goals of 

community-based ecotourism, while perhaps laudable, are difficult to achieve in practice. 

 

2.8) Conclusion 

This chapter has reviewed literature that assists in understanding the concepts of wilderness 

and how wild animals are viewed by humans. Wilderness spaces are socially constructed and 

contested, as scholars have shown. By drawing on the sub-discipline of óanimal geographiesô, 

the chapter also gives an understanding of how humans create spaces in which they believe 

particular animals belong.  

Literature on conservation, the migitation of human-wildlife conflict and in particular 

community-based conservation has also been reviewed. Literature has shown that there is a 

greater need for social sciences to be included in conservation strategies in order for it to be 

successful. Wild animals are a special focus here, as a key subject of this dissertation is a wild 

animal, the leopard.  

My main interest in this thesis is to explore the way in which the increasing priority given to 

conservation and ówildnessô in Cederberg landscapes is impacting on local communities, and 

to understand their responses to these shifts. 

 This research explores whether indigenous knowledge is incorporated with the methods used 

to preserve leopards as well as the responses of local residents to the reimagined conservation 

and tourism development priorities for the region.  
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Therefore, a focus has been placed here on the incorporation of indigenous knowledge, as well 

as the different mitigation strategies to alleviate human-wildlife conflict to understand its 

importance for biodiversity conservation and preservation. The focus on community 

involvement and community-based conservation and ecotourism is important as background 

and guidance to help understand the relationship between local farmers and conservation 

authorities, as well as the impact of the leopard conservation as a priority over local livelihoods 

within the Cederberg area.   
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CHAPTER 3: BACKGROUND TO  THE STUDY  
 

3.1) The Cederberg 

The Cederberg settlementsô history dates back to the times of the San and the Khoi slaves who 

were emancipated from slavery. The Khoi were pastoralists who grazed their flocks in the 

coastal Strandveld in winter and migrated east beyond the mountains for summer months (Red 

Cederberg, undated). As mentioned by Van Rooyen and Steyn (2004), the first written account 

of the Cederberg Mountains dates from 1488 when Bartholomeus Diaz saw them from the 

Atlantic Ocean and named them the ñSierra dos Reisò (the mountains of the three wise men of 

the East) (Red Cederberg, undated). The name Cederberg is derived from the Clanwilliam 

Cedar Tree (Widdringtonia cerdarbergensis), a relic species from a time of a colder climate 

(Red Cederberg, undated).  

In the 18th century, European settlers were established as stock farmers in the Cederberg. 

Historically properties were used for the grazing of livestock and over time it appears that these 

areas became severely overstocked and consequently overgrazed (Red Cederberg, undated). In 

1830 the first Rhenish Mission station, Wupperthal (originally a farm named Rietmond), in the 

Cederberg was established by Johan Gottlieb Leipoldt, the grandfather of C Louis Leipoldt, 

the late well-known Afrikaans poet, novelist and medical doctor. It started out as a Rhenish 

mission station that was then transferred to the Moravian church in 1966.   

The Cederberg has a long conservation history. As far back as 1876, there was an attempt to 

introduce conservation practices when a forester was appointed to oversee Crown Land in the 

Cederberg Mountains (Red Cederberg, undated). It was not until the late 1960s however that 

harvesting of wood resources in the region ended. In 1967 the removal of dead cedar trees was 

halted and all other exploitation ended in 1973 with the proclamation of the Cederberg 

Wilderness Area (Cederberg Conservancy, undated). The area under conservation was 

expanded in October 1997 when the Cederberg Conservancy was constituted as a voluntary 

agreement between landowners to manage the environment in a sustainable manner (Cederberg 

Conservancy, undated). Today land in the Cederberg Mountains includes several private farms, 

tourism destinations, and rural communities. The rural communities mostly survive from 

subsistence farming of livestock and crops, and some have connections with family members 

who live in the city. 
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Figure 1: Location map of the Cederberg and Cederberg Wilderness  

3.2) The Wupperthal Mission 

The isolated rural mission of Wupperthal is situated in the heart of the Cederberg Mountains; 

approximately 290 km (4 hoursô drive) from Cape Town. From Clanwilliam the tar road 

continues up until one has reached the ñEngelsman se grafò (Englishmanôs Grave), then the 

dirt road begins until one has reached the village itself.  

The Wupperthal area is approximately 36 000 ha with 19 surrounding rural communities, 

including Langbome, Beukeskraal, Nuweplaas, Prins-se-kraal, Brugkraal, Martiensrus, 

Eselbank, Langkloof, Heiveld, Kouberg, Suurrug, Menskraal, Brugkraal, Die Hang, 

Heuningvlei, Kleinvlei, Witwater, Grasvlei, and Agterstevlei. The land of Wupperthal belongs 

to the Moravian Church and the traditional white houses with thatched roofs are visible in the 

landscape. In order for one to gain residency, you need to be a member of the Moravian church. 

The fundamentals of their lifestyle are based on the church and their beliefs, and the land cannot 

be privately owned.  
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Arriving from the Clanwilliam side, you will notice that when you enter the gates to the official 

grounds of the Wupperthal Mission, you are quite far from any community or built-up area. 

Due to the fact that there are various communities within the Wupperthal mission, one would 

often be greeted by the sights of free roaming livestock such as sheep, donkeys, horses, and 

cows on your way to the Wupperthal community.  

 

Figure 2: Free roaming sheep along the road. 

(Photographer: Van Schalkwyk, 2017) 

 

Figure 3: Free roaming donkeys outside the village of Kleinvlei 

. (Photographer: Van Schalkwyk, 2017) 
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As one passes the different turnoffs that lead to the communities of Heuningvlei, Kleinvlei, 

Grasvlei, Heiveld and Brugkraal, one reaches the top of Koueberg, also known as άdie Setέ. 

When you take the bend on άdie Setέ, you will see a green patch in the depths of the undeniably 

rugged landscape. Entering the valley of Wupperthal community, you will pass the new 

graveyard and park. The road splits once you have reached the Community Hall on the right-

hand side, where one road leads you to the residential area and the other main driveway to the 

town.  

 

Figure 4: The intersection as you enter 

Wupperthal village   

(Photographer Figures 4 & 5: Van 

Schalkwyk, 2018) 

 

Figure 5: The view of the town from 

residential area 

 

The architecture and buildings in Wupperthal are similar to other Moravian mission stations 

such as Elim, located on the Agulhas Plain. The layout of the town itself makes it clear that the 

church is the central point since it is situated at the end of the main driveway with large 

eucalyptus trees on either side. The town preserves its original look of the whitewashed thatch-

roofed buildings which one can find scattered throughout the town. Other than the community 

hall and church, buildings include the following: the local άVan Schalkwykέ Bakery, the 

Mission stores, which used to be a store with the basic needs for the community, the Café, 

άRed Cedar Cosmeticsέ which sells handmade organic rooibos tea product, a local restaurant 

named άLekkerbekkieέ, a museum, butchery, information centre, small post office, shoe 

factory which still produces handmade veldskoene (vellies) and the Wupperthal primary school 

with a hostel for children from the surrounding communities within the mission.  
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Most parts of the buildings are in moderately good condition, however, some buildings have 

been completely neglected. If one would be to build a house in Wupperthal it is mandatory that 

the houses are the same as the traditionally whitewashed thatch-roof houses.1The people of the 

mission are highly dependent on their livestock and crops. Gardens and grazing land is rented 

from the church, therefore animals such as cows, goats, sheep, donkeys, and horses graze freely 

on the land that belongs to the church. Crops and livestock such as cows, goats, sheep, and pigs 

are used for own consumption and sometimes sold to earn something extra over the festive 

season. 

 

  Figure 6: Subsistence farmer with his sweet 

potato crop       

            Figure 7: Importance of the garden 

(Photographer Figures 6 & 7: Van Schalkwyk, 2017) 

Some of the locals also have their own rooibos production where the growing and harvesting 

of local rooibos tea takes place. Much is also sold in Biedouw Valley or Clanwilliam for 

processing. Other than that locals do not have a lot of local employment opportunities, except 

for those who work in the restaurant, bakery, shops, shoe factory, tuck shops or others who 

work in the surrounding communities as builders, fieldworkers, and cleaners in nature 

reserves, farms or in the town (Clanwilliam). The Wupperthal mission on the border of the 

Cederberg Wilderness Area is incorporated as part of the Wupperthal conservancy, however, 

this does conservancy not appear to be active currently.  

                                                             
1 Note that since conducting the fieldwork for this thesis, the appearance of Wupperthal village has changed 
following a devastating fire in December 2018. 
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3.3) The Cederberg Wilderness Area 

The mountainous region of the Cederberg has proclaimed a wilderness area in 1973 and the 

nature reserve of 5250 hectares was established in 1987 in order to prevent the extinction of 

the Clanwilliam cedar tree (CapeNature, undated). The Cederberg Wilderness Area is 

considered a significant area since it forms part of the eight selected areas selected to represent 

the Cape Floral region for World Heritage Status (Table Mountain National Park, 2004). It has 

since then been acknowledged as a World Heritage Site. On the official tourism website of the 

Cederberg, it is stated that: άThe Cederberg Wilderness is surrounded by conservancies - land 

owned by farmers but conserved in its natural state - such as the Cederberg Conservancy, the 

Pakhuis conservancy, and Nardouwsberg conservancy so that the whole Cederberg wilderness 

area is close to 170000ha.έ (Cederberg, undated). Therefore, the Cederberg area remains one 

of the least impacted by humans in South Africa and is increasingly viewed as a wilderness 

landscape with important potential for conservation and tourism. As a World Heritage Site, the 

provincial conservation agency CapeNature has an important role in management, together 

with a number of private landowners within the area.  

3.4) Leopards and conservation 

One of the biggest issues for local residents of this area is the difficulties they face in keeping 

livestock within an area that is earmarked for conservation, in particular conservation of the 

Cape Mountain Leopard. This section provides a little more background on leopard 

conservation in South Africa and the work of the Cape Leopard Trust. 

3.4.1) Leopard trophy hunting as conservation  

In the context of South Africa, regulations attempt to offer certain species special protections. 

In the Threatened or Protected Species Regulations (ToPS), which is produced in terms of the 

Biodiversity Act, leopards are listed as ñnear threatenedò. Hence, they are considered ñas facing 

a high risk of extinction in the wild in the medium-term future but are not regarded as critically 

endangered or endangered.ò (Kvalsvig, 2017).  Due to the rapid decline in leopard population 

numbers, conservationists believe that leopards are one step closer to the endangered list. 

According to Brophy (2016), the leopardsô population has declined by more than ñ30% in the 

past 25 years, and the species has lost 48% to 67% of its historic range in Africa.ò  

Due to the poor management of leopard trophy hunting, this industry continues to play a big 

role in leopard decline. In South Africa, there have been constant changes in leopard trophy 

hunting restriction and banning.  
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The question of lifting the ban on hunting leopards has stirred up controversy between the 

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), with animal welfare conservationists arguing 

that there is not substantial data to allow for the lifting of the ban (Brophy, 2016). 

Conservationists of the Ban Animal Trading and EMS Foundation disagree with the notion of 

leopard trophy hunting due to insufficient data availability on leopard populations in South 

Africa and the management thereof (Louw & Pickover, 2017). Brophy (2016) states that in 

2014 alone, a total of 311 leopard trophies was imported to the United States, as well as 

between the years of 2004 and 2015 there has been a total of 10 191 individual leopards traded 

internationally.  

3.4.2) The Cape Leopard Trust 

The Cape Leopard Trust is an environmental NGO which actively works together with 

CapeNature (the provincial conservation agency) towards the conservation of leopards. As 

stated on their webpage they aim to use ñé research as a tool for conservation, finding 

solutions to human-wildlife conflict and inspiring interest in the environment through an 

interactive and dynamic environmental education programmeò (Cape Leopard Trust, 2015). 

Their research is highly scientific to gather information on leopard behaviour and the overall 

ecology of the leopard. They are also considered as one of the leading authorities on predator 

conservation in South Africa (Cape Leopard Trust, 2015). In the Cederberg, their offices are 

located in the Matjiesrivier Nature Reserve (run by CapeNature, the provincial conservation 

agency) which is part of the Greater Cederberg Biodiversity Corridor.   

 

Having provided more context with regard to the study area, the next chapter explains the 

research methodology adopted in the study.
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CHAPTER 4: METHODOLOGY  
 

4.1) Introduction 

This chapter outlines the main aim and research objectives, as well as discussing the 

methodological approach adopted for this study and the method of data analysis employed. 

Interviews were conducted in the rural communities located in the mountainous region of the 

Cederberg in 2017. I am an insider to this community, due to the fact that I have visited the 

area throughout the year for over 24 years of my life, visiting my family who resides in one of 

the rural communities during the holidays. There were always stories about the losses 

subsistence farmers experienced due to ñtierò (leopard) attacks.  

The presence of leopards is prominently advertised on the tourist destination websites as one 

of the biggest attractions within the Cederberg (eg Cederberg Conservancy), but little focus is 

placed on how local communities who practice subsistence farming share space or co-exist 

with these wild animals, or on understanding their involvement in tourism and conservation 

within the area. I began conducting interviews with local subsistence farmers during my 

honours research in 2015 and extended this in the present study (interviews conducted in 2017). 

Due to the nature of this study, a qualitative methodology was used. This research uses a 

humanistic approach that seeks to understand reality through the eyes of the research 

participants. A qualitative approach differs in various ways from a quantitative approach. 

Qualitative methods seek to illuminate human behaviours through the perspectives and 

experiences of the research participants ï that is, to understand their reality rather than 

collecting ñstatistical factsò to prove or disprove scientific hypotheses about reality. Qualitative 

research is characterised by its aims, which relate to understanding some aspect of social life, 

and its methods (which in general) generate words, rather than numbers, as data for analysis 

(Bricki and Green, 2007). Therefore, this research aims to collect evidence about how people 

perceive their reality rather than investigating reality by generating scientific facts.  
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4.2) Research Objectives 

The main aim and objectives were informed by the conceptual framework which draws from 

nature-society debates, including animal geographies and human-wildlife conflict. The sub-

discipline of Animal Geographies was used as the main source of inspiration for this study, 

focusing specifically on how local people are involved in conservation practices within the 

peripheries of the Greater Cederberg Biodiversity Corridor as well as how the domestic and 

wild animals are defined, understood and treated in this area. As a result of humans and wild 

animals sharing space, the invisible boundary between ócultureô and ónatureô creates conflict 

between the wild and domestic. Hence, it is significant to understand the role of the community 

concerning conservation and eco-tourism related practices within the Mega Conservancy, as 

well as the relationship of the partnership between locals and conservation authorities. 

The main aim of the study is to explore the way in which the increasing priority given to 

conservation and ówildnessô in Cederberg landscapes is impacting on local communities, and 

their responses to these shifts. 

This, in turn, informs the research objectives of the study which are broken down as follows: 

1. To explore the politics of the domestic and the wild in the form of potential conflict 

between local subsistence farmers and conservation authorities with regards to resource 

management and land use (in particular, livestock keeping).  

2. To investigate local livestock keepersô attitudes towards the leopards, as well as their 

stories of encounters with these animals.  

3. To explore the responses of local residents to the reimagined conservation and tourism 

development priorities for the region.  

 

4.3) Data collection 

The way people experience the world differs on many levels. Their perceptions and experiences 

are usually influenced by their environment and space which they function in. This includes 

their cultural values, a geographical location which they occupy, livelihoods, level of 

education, etc. Therefore, their reality is shaped through their experiences and knowledge about 

their surroundings and social experiences.  

According to Ballard (2002), in qualitative research language is treated not as a transparent 

medium for reflecting reality, but as a way of understanding and gaining insight into 

constructions of reality in relation to particular social contexts. 



39 

This study focuses on how tourism and other interests are currently reframing the Cederberg 

as a leisure landscape; a development that is not always compatible with sustaining the 

livelihoods of local inhabitants. Livestock-keeping communities deep in the Cederberg are 

affected in particular by leopard conservation efforts.  

The data used for this study consist of both primary and secondary sources. Secondary data 

consists of academic journal articles relevant to the fields of animal geographies and human-

wildlife conflict. 

The main source of primary data was in-depth semi-structured interviews conducted with local 

people, mainly subsistence farmers who have interacted with leopards before. As mentioned in 

Clifford et al (2016), semi-structured interviews ñéunfold in a conversational manner offering 

participants the chance to explore issues they feel are important.ò This research method allows 

participants to speak comfortably and freely in a less formal setting. The purpose of interviews 

is to investigate and understand operations within specific settings, to examine human 

relationships and discover as much as possible concerning the reasons why people feel or act 

in a particular way. 

In my Honours research of 2015, a total of 19 interviews were conducted of which 18 

interviews were conducted with local subsistence farmers who has suffered livestock losses 

due to leopard attacks. The nineteenth interview was that with the Environmental Educator of 

the Cape Leopard Trust. In 2017 I returned for Masters fieldwork on the extended study. Nine 

further in-depth interviews with subsistence farmers were conducted in order to acquire more 

in-depth information on how local subsistence farmers are coping with leopard predation, as 

well as to what extent they are involved in leopard conservation strategies. This was also done 

to explore the relationship between the Cape Leopard Trust and the local farmers. The fact that 

the Cape Leopard Trustôs mission is to reduce human-wildlife  conflicts suggests that it is their 

responsibility to include farmers as well as the communities that interact with the predators.  

 

With the permission of the participants, all the stories from farmers were collected by means 

of snowball sampling, where one farmer guided/ led me to the next farmer. Interviews were in 

depth and in Afrikaans, since it is the home language of the local people and interviews were 

more meaningful because locals felt more comfortable and could express their feelings better. 

These interviews were recorded and later transcribed and translated into English.   
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Both English and Afrikaans versions are given in the text of the thesis. This approach, therefore, 

provided valuable insight into various discourses, which are defined by Ballard (2002) as ñthe 

process of people using language to draw on systems of meaning in order to make their 

environment intelligible to themselves and, in so doing, to construct the nature of those 

environmentsò.   

A semi-structured interview with the Chief Executive Officer of the Cape Leopard Trust was 

conducted in July 2018. Information on the methods the Cape Leopard Trust employs to reduce 

human-wildlife  conflict was gathered prior to this interview. The interview gave me a good 

understanding as to whether the Cape Leopard Trust involves local subsistence farmers in their 

conservation strategies and practices and if they have some sort of relationship with the local 

farmers as well as the different communities. The interview also gave insight into what projects 

will be implemented in the future in order to reduce human-wildlif e conflict.  

In September 2018, a semi-structured interview was conducted with the Community 

Conservation Officer of CapeNature. This interview provided insight on the relationship 

between the local communities and CapeNature, as well as the projects that have been involved 

in to empower the communities of Wupperthal. 

Primary data also includes information in articles published on the Facebook page and website 

of the Cape Leopard Trust as I needed to better understand the way in which leopards are 

portrayed and studied. Maps from the website of the Cape Leopard Trust are useful to explore 

where leopards are commonly found and for a better understanding of the dynamics between 

leopards and livestock within rural communities. These maps might seem limited because it 

only shows the movements of a few leopards that were tracked, but at the same time, one gets 

a better understanding of the space that these few leopards dominate. 

In summary, a total of 30 interviews were conducted for this study, 27 of which were 

conducted with local subsistence farmers who, it became apparent, have suffered great losses 

due to leopard attacks.  

The other 3 interviews were with the Chief Executive of the Cape Leopard Trust, the 

Environmental Education Officer of the Cape Leopard Trust and the Community 

Conservation Officer of CapeNature.  
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4.4) Research Process 

As already mentioned, qualitative semi-structured interviews were used as the primary basis 

for empirical data. In order for me to gain an understanding of how local subsistence farmers 

are involved in leopard conservation strategies, I spoke to a variety of people all of whom were 

in different locations within the Cederberg. This gave me an understanding of how the different 

communities might experience leopard attacks differently depending on their close proximity 

to the borderline of the Cederberg Wilderness Area. The interviews also allowed locals to 

mention stories of other predators such as the caracal and the baboon within the area. This was 

mainly to get an idea of what the local farmers experienced and also how they make their own 

comparison between the predators, and what seems to be most problematic at the moment.  

The interviews (in particular those conducted in 2017) also ranged more widely to discuss local 

views about conservation and tourism in the region. Subsistence farmers who are livestock 

keepers were interviewed, and an effort was made to also include individual farmers and 

residents with some knowledge and involvement in conservation. This was in order to gain an 

idea of how they see the issue the other subsistence farmers have experienced, as perhaps those 

more experienced in such work may have different perspectives on the animals within the 

environment. The different communities experienced livestock loss due to leopard predation 

differently; therefore, I gained insight into various discourses the different Cederberg 

communities have.  This provided the foundation, not only to understand the dynamics between 

the domestic and the wild, but also to better understanding the relationship between local 

communities and conservation authorities. Overall the research explored localsô reactions to 

the changing priorities in the Cederberg and the extent to which they are involved in tourism 

and conservation practices, especially leopard conservation. 

I began the interviews by providing the farmers with the information sheet explaining what this 

research seeks to understand (Appendix C). One reason for giving a background on the 

questions before actually asking questions was to observe which objective they would answer 

first. This gave me an understanding as to what they felt was important to share first, as well 

as what concerned them the most.  
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From their responses, it was clear that the relationship which they have with the Cape Leopard 

Trust and CapeNature was of vital importance, along with how the communities are involved 

in tourism and their interactions with CapeNature concerning their involvement in tourism. A 

relationship with the CLT and CapeNature concerning leopard conservation and livestock 

protection was something many are longing for. Currently the situation is tense and 

communication poor. 

Although the themes of the interviews were predetermined, some general questions (Appendix 

C) were prepared as a guide to discussion since questions were asked based on the experiences 

and stories shared by the subsistence farmers. Every farmer had their own experience to share 

and every situation was handled differently. Questions such as, ñHow is the community 

involved in conservation within the area?ò and ñDo leopard conservation strategies include 

livestock protection?ò were asked to get an understanding of how people are involved within 

leopard conservation within the area. The interviews were conversational in nature and 

involved the building of trust between myself and the participants.  

4.5) Challenges experienced in the research process 

My study area is located within the Cederberg mountainous area, which is a drive of 3.5 hours 

from Cape Town. I spent limited periods within the area collecting data and as I travelled every 

day from one community to the other, it was not possible to spend much time within one 

community before moving on to the next. This meant that I could not interview all the local 

farmers I initially wanted to interview.  

Due to the extremely bad condition of the roads, it took a very long time to get from the one 

place to another. Also, some of the telephone lines did not work in certain sections of the area 

so one could not make appointments with the farmers to make sure that they would be home 

when I visited. Some of the subsistence farmers who might have spoken to me were either were 

in the field or had gone to town (Clanwilliam).  

Not many people on the óoutsideô are aware of the human-leopard conflict within the 

Cederberg. This is a sensitive topic for conservationists due to the threatened status of leopards 

and also the risk of the leopardsô presence possibly attracting trophy hunters. Few articles are 

written in local newspapers on human-leopard conflicts or issues experienced due to leopards. 

Thus, existing textual data on the issue was limited.  
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4.6) Data Analysis  

After collecting the different forms of textual data, the process of analysis could begin. The 

most appropriate method for analysing the qualitative textual data for this study was discourse 

analysis. According to Denscombe (2007:308), ñDiscourse Analysis is an approach to the 

analysis of qualitative data that focuses on the implicit meaning of the text or image rather than 

its explicit content.ò Furthermore, it ñaims to expose patterns and hidden rules of how language 

is used and narratives are createdò (Hewitt, 2009: 2). Hence, it is a ñresearch method which 

involves examining communication in order to gain new insightò (Hewitt, 2009: 2). In this 

study, the specific discourses and themes emerge from the way in which locals use language 

to understand and to communicate within their surrounding environment. Since I am interested 

in how local subsistence farmers are involved in leopard conservation strategies, this method 

of data analysis was considered most suitable. The analysis includes  quotes from the interviews 

so that these discourses could emerge clearly. 

The data collected goes deeper than just written or spoken words, for there is meaning behind 

how the subsistence farmers responded and why they responded in such a manner. The main 

ñstorylinesò were identified by reading through the transcripts on many occasions. The stories 

from the different experiences that were shared with me, provide a better understanding of the 

farmersô reality and are central in illuminating the dynamics between the local subsistence 

farmers, conservationists and leopards in the Cederberg. 

4.7) Ethical Considerations 

Due to the fact that these are personal narratives from the subsistence farmers and residents, 

certain ethical considerations had to be taken into account before the fieldwork could start to 

ensure that no harm occurs to participants. Firstly, I applied for ethical clearance from the 

University of the Western Cape as well as requested permission from the relevant authorities 

to conduct my research in the area of study.. 

I ensured that potential participants are fully aware of what my research entails, its desired 

outcomes as well as what it requires of them. Respondents received an information letter and 

consent form which they were required to sign after acknowledging its contents. An Afrikaans 

version was prepared. In the case of illiterate participants, the letter was read out loud to ensure 

that the potential participant fully understood what they were consenting to.  
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Signing the form confirmed that they agreed to participate, however, it was communicated that 

their participation was completely voluntary and that they were able to withdraw from the study 

at any time if they wished to do so, without any undesirable consequences for themselves. 

Furthermore, in order to ensure that the confidentiality of the respondents is protected, I have 

used pseudonyms to assure their anonymity.  
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CHAPTER 5: CONSERVATION, LEOPARDS AND LIVESTOCK 

KEEPING IN THE CEDERBERG  
 

5.1) Introduction 

This chapter focuses on the contestation that arises when Cape Mountain Leopards move across 

the porous boundary of the formal Cederberg Wilderness Area to predate on the livestock (in 

particular, sheep) farmed by local residents. Rarely seen, and a ñvulnerableò animal, the Cape 

Mountain Leopard is of conservation value andprotected under the National Environmnetal 

Management: Biodiversity Act (NEMBA).  

The reimagining of this animal may be compared to Emelôs (1995) discussion of the American 

wolf, a once hated predator which is now seen as an iconic symbol of the wild. Leopards are 

the Cederbergôs equivalent. Their preservation is a key focus of CapeNature together with an 

NGO, the Cape Leopard Trust (CLT) which is based in Cape Town. Local people, however, 

do not regard the increased presence of leopards in the same positive way. In this instance, 

ówildnessô appears to be incompatible with the domestic. 

This chapter explores the impacts of leopard conservation on the livelihoods of small scale 

livestock farmers in the Cederberg and discusses local attitudes towards the animal. It 

illustrates how perceptions and activities have changed over time as well as how conservation 

operations are perceived from the local subsistence farmers and the CLT. The tense relationship 

between local livestock owners and conservation-oriented bodies such as CapeNature and the 

Cape Leopard Trust is also explored. The chapter explores in what manner human-wildlife  

conflict is dealt with as well as how the different parties involved are experiencing this issue. 

When addressing the issue of human-wildlife  conflict, it is important to include the needs of 

both affected parties in order to minimize and/or resolve the conflict. 

5.2) Leopard encounters: Past practices  

Leopards have been a threat to the subsistence farmers of Wupperthal since the days when the 

Strassbergers resided in the then Rhenish mission.  

Prior to the current conservation legislation banning the killing of leopards without a permit, it 

was expected that the mission residents would kill leopards when they attacked livestock within 

the area. After killing a leopard, all one had to do was report it at the church office and receive 

your reward for protecting the area. One respondent, Willem, remembered an incident in which 

a leopard had killed seven sheep:  



46 

ñMan, vroe± jare. Kyk doerie vroe jare het jy hom mos maar doodskiet. Ja, het jy hom 

mos maar dood maaké Hier was am toe nog ón man wat toe nog ón geweer gehad het. 

Toeôt hy hom daar geskiet. Toeôt ons, toeôt hy dit aangemeld. Daai tyd het jy mos nog 

alles by die kerkkantoor aangemeld. Nou toeôt ons dit aangemeld laat hy hom 

doodgeskiet het, want hyôt sewe goed gevang.ò (Interview with Willem, 7 July 2015) 

[English translation] Man, in earlier years. Look in earlier years you couldôve shot him. 

Yes, you could just kill him. There was still a man who had a gun. He shot the leopard 

and reported it. Back then everything had to be reported by the church office. We 

reported it, that he had killed it, because the leopard killed seven sheep. 

In the past, when the residents of the Wupperthal mission were still under the control of the 

European missionaries, it was possible for them to hunt the leopards that attacked their 

livestock and to kill the animals if they got the opportunity. As Koos explained: 

ñNou ja, daai tyd toe was dit nog so, toe mag ons hulle nog, van toeôt hulle nog nie 

bedreigde spesies was nie. Toeôt hulle hom gevang, daai tyd toe was dit 5 pond. Ek weet 

nie of jy weet hoeveel dit is nie, dis ongeveer R 10, n°. Toeôt hulle die vel verkoop, maar 

nou mag jy hom nie meer vang nie, maar nou is hy, hy is nou gevaarlik.ò (Interview 

with Koos, 9 July 2015) 

[English translation] Yes, back then we could still [kill them], they were not endangered 

species yet. They caught him, at that time it was still 5 Pounds. I do not know if you 

know how much that was; it was more or less R 10. They sold its skin, but now you are 

no longer allowed to catch him. Now he is very dangerous. 

It is clear that everything one did on church grounds was done according to church regulations, 

and that the behaviour of killing problem animals was rewarded. Willem confirmed that, in the 

past, the church paid a bounty on each predator or nuisance animal shot, not only leopards: 

 

ñSy vel was iets werd. Ja, hy en die boejaan sôn, en die rooikat en die rooijakkals. Jy, 

jy is uitbetaal vir hom as jy doodmaak, want hy maak skade. Ja, maar nou mag jy mos 

nie meer. Jy moet mos nou, jy moet mos nou gaa sit.ò (Interview with Willem, 7 July 

2015) 

[English translation] His skin was worth something. Yes, the baboonôs, caracalôs and 

red jackalôs skin as well. You were compensated if you killed him, because he caused 

damage. Yes, but you are not allowed to do it anymore. Now you must just go and sit. 

In addition to the skin of a leopard having some value, the main focus was survival and 

protecting valuable property (in this case, sheep). Unfortunately, this meant that so-called 

problem animals were killed by local farmers because they constituted a threat to their 

livelihood. Killing leopards became acceptable and this was passed on from generation to 

generation. As a result, the leopard species almost became extinct in the Cederberg. 
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While the local farmers never got into any trouble from the authorities due to killing these 

leopards, respondents stressed that it was dangerous to try and catch or kill a leopard. There 

were no stories from respondents about accompanying their parents to see how a leopard was 

killed, as children were only allowed to see the leopard after it was killed. Only the bravest 

men with the best shooting and trapping skills and experience were the ones to face the 

leopards. Hannes remembered that his father had considerable skill in this area, and recounting 

a story about a memorable leopard encounter: 

ñMy pa het baie luiperd gevang in sy leeftyd. Vyftien met die ysteréMy pa het baie 

kennis gehad ook oor die luiperd... Een van sy laaste stelle, pa sê toe pa die luiperd 

sien, pa en oom Ewerd so glyk. Toe lê en skommel hy hom eintlik so reg om te spring. 

Toe het oom Ewerd netso op pa se skouer gedruk. Pa sê dit is ook al. Toe is pa se ore 

toe. Toe klap die skoot.ò (Interview with Hannes, 6 July 2015) 

[English translation] My father caught many leopards in his lifetime. Fifteen with the 

iron trapé My father had a lot of knowledge regarding the leopards. One of his last 

iron traps, my father said that when he saw the leopard, he and uncle Ewerd saw it 

simultaneously. The leopard was preparing to attack. Then uncle Ewerd just pushed 

down my fatherôs shoulder. Father said that was all. After that, he was deaf. The shot 

went off! 

Not everyone had a revolver to shoot the leopards. It is also clear that trapping methods evolved 

over the years. As Hannes explained:  

ñIn die oudae het hulle nie die ysters vasgemaak nie. Dit het hakke gehad. Dan volg 

hulle die sleepsel tot waar hy vasgehak het. Dan het die oom sommer die tier met die 

tuinvurk doodgesteek.ò (Interview with Hannes, 6 July 2015) 

[English translation] In the past they didnôt secure the trap. It had hooks. They just 

followed the drag marks until where it stopped. Then the uncle just took the pitchfork 

and killed the leopard. 

Today, the livestock owners are no longer allowed to aggressively defend their sheep against 

predation by leopards. Trapping leopards can have serious consequences. Local people link 

this to the increased presence of outsiders (tourists) in the Cederberg and associated 

conservation controls in the area.  

 

As Elvin put it: 

 

ñJa ek het sommer 3 ysters gestel, maar toe se hulle nou van Cape, hier is te veel 

Kapenaars, almal hier en so aan. Ek wil nou nie da in die tronk gaan sit nie. Toe los ek 

maar die besigheid.ò (Interview with Elvin, 24 April 2017) 
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[English translation] Yes, I set three traps, but then they said, the people from Cape 

Town, there are too many Capetonians, everyone here and so on. I do not want to sit in 

jail, so I rather left that trapping. 

 

5.3) Livestock keepersô current experience: Losses due to leopard predation 

In the present day, the killing of leopards is no longer rewarded and indeed killing a leopard 

can incur a severe penalty in law. This leaves the local subsistence farmers and their livestock 

in a vulnerable position. Due to leopard conservation efforts, the leopard population in the 

Cederberg is increasing. Local peopleôs sheep are easy prey for the large predator. In interviews 

I conducted in 2015, livestock owners described the leopard predation on their sheep and its 

effects on them. 

Livestock keepers who live close to the boundary of the Wilderness Area, for example in 

Heuningvlei, Kleinvlei, Langkloof, and Heiveld, have experienced losses due to leopards over 

more than a decade. Jan described an incident about a decade ago where his sheep were 

attacked just prior to their planned slaughter for sale in Wupperthal: 

ñé ek het uh, seker so 10 jaar gelede gewees. Toeôt ón klompie skaap van my uitgebly, 

ma toeôt ons nou al klaar Wupperthalé Ons maak mos nou slaggoed. Toeôs hier nou 

al sewe tot agt lammers wat ons nou al uitgesit het moet Wupperthal toe gaan en net ón 

week voor dit toe slaap van die skaap nou uit. Toe vang die tier hulle daar. Daai, al agt 

lammers nog twee ooie op ón streep gel°. Een kry ek daar l° die volgende l° daar. Niks 

weggedra nie. Almal l° daar, maar daarvan het ook niks gekom nie.ò (Interview with 

Jan, 8 July 2015) 

 

[English translation] I did uh, it was probably about 10 years ago. A lot of my sheep 

slept in the field that night, but then we have already decided on Wupperthalôs meaté 

we were busy slaughtering. So 7 or 8 lambs were set aside to go to Wupperthal and just 

a week before they slept in the field the one night. Then the leopard caught them all 

there. All eight of the lambs with two ewes laying in a row. The one there and the other 

there. He didnôt take any away to feed on. All of them were just lying there and nothing 

was done about it. 
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Klaas stated that he has experienced substantial losses over a period of five years: 

ñWag laat ek eers tel, sewe, vyf en agtien plus twee... hoeveel is dit nou? Oor ón tydperk 

van so te s° 5 jaar het hy 32 van my gevang.ò (Interview with Klaas, 6 July 2015) 

 

[English translation] Wait let me count first, seven, five and eighteen plus two... how 

many is that? Over a period of so five years he has caught 32 of mine. 

 

Hannes, one of the locals who has worked in conservation before and has a relatively broad 

knowledge on the biodiversity of the Cederberg, was well aware that that the localsô livestock 

is considered as an easier catch for the leopards. 

ñąrens is ón versteuring. In die veld is nie kos vir hulle nie. Nou kom hulle hier. Die is 

maklike prooi en sodra hulle agterkom van die maklike prooi, da los hulle daai. Hierdie 

is baie maklike prooi.ò (Interview with Hannes, 6 July 2015)   

 

[English translation] Somewhere there is a disruption. There is no food for them in the 

field. Now they come here. This is an easier prey and when they are aware of this easier 

prey, and then they leave the natural prey in the field. This is very easy prey. 

The communities located close to the boundary of the Wilderness Area mentioned a few 

expectations that they have of CapeNature but which are not being fulfilled. It was mentioned 

by Jakobus that they do not have field workers in their Wilderness Area anymore. He said that 

the field workers he last saw regularly about ten years ago are no longer evident, and he argues 

that they could at least let field workers patrol the area once a month or so. CapeNature does 

not patrol. In the absence of the field workers, he admitted, he sometimes went to hunt in the 

Wilderness Area which is illegal.  

From the respondentsô accounts, leopards now appear to be ranging further afield. Dirk lives 

in Langbome, which is further away from the boundary of the Cederberg Wilderness Area and 

closer to the Karoo. He has experienced livestock loss due to leopard activity only since 2013. 

I interviewed Dirk in 2015 soon after he had suffered the loss of his livestock. Whilst 

conducting the interview with him, he was visibly upset and was trying hard to hide his sadness 

by looking at the ceiling as he was sharing his stories. From time to time he would make eye 

contact with me but when it was getting too difficult for him and his eyes started tearing up, he 

would just look back at the ceiling again.  
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Dirk described his loss as follows:  

ñDis die volgende oggend toe is hulle uit mekaat uit! Toe ons daar kom toe is daar drie 

lammers doodgebyt en een van die ooie toe nou die gevat en so ón ent gesleep en so, so 

uh, uh halfpad aangevreet en toe het ons hom maar ón yster gestel, maar hyôt ook nie 

weer gekom nie. Nee, dis maar nou die tweede keer wat met my gebeur, maar met die 

ander mense het dit ook al gebeur... oor die twee jare het hy sewe van my skape 

gevang.ò (Interview with Dirk, 3 July 2015) 

 

[English translation] The next morning they were torn apart! When we got there three 

lambs were dead and one of the ewes he took a little further and uh uh only fed on it 

halfway. We set up a trap but he didnôt come back again. This is only the second time 

this has happened to me, but other people have also suffered. Over the two years he has 

caught seven of my sheep. 

 

One factor mentioned by some of the respondents is that changes in the landscape are also 

making their sheep more vulnerable to attack. Of particular importance is the expansion of 

rooibos tea production. The fenced rooibos tea camps make it easier for leopards to trap and 

attack their prey. Hennieôs narrative makes a clear connection between the rooibos tea 

production and the greater vulnerability of his sheep.  

Despite the fact that the sheep were only a few hundred meters away from his home, Hennie 

suffered a major loss in just one night. The leopard succeeded in trapping the sheep against the 

fence of the tea camp, which is just a few hundred meters away from his house. 

ñIn hierdie omgewing het nog niemand so groot skade gekry soos ek nie. Baie van die 

blankes wat ook vir my ken s° uh, ñHennie, is dit regtig waar dat die luiperd veertig 

skaap van jou gevang het?ò éseker so 500m of something nuh. Ja nog bietjie minder. 

Het hy die skaap aangejaag en hulle het in die tee kamp loop vaskeer waar dit skoon is 

en toeôt hy daarvanaf net gevreet. (stilte)ò (Interview with Hennie, 6 July 2015) 

 

[English translation] In this area, no one has ever suffered such a great loss as I did. 

Many whites who know me asked, ñHennie, is it really true that the leopard caught forty 

of your sheep?ò é Probably about 500m or something nuh. Actually, it was a little less. 

He chased the sheep into the tea camp where they were trapped and then he just started 

to feed. (silence) 

As a subsistence farmer in a rural community, losing 40 sheep in one night is a tremendous 

loss from which many would not be able to recover. At about R1000 per sheep, the loss 

amounts to approximately R40 000. Many other farmers said that if this were to happen with 

them, they would not have been able to survive. Even some of the white commercial farmers 

Hennie knew agreed and offered Hennie sympathy and support.  






























































































































































