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Please let cruel factory farming processes matter to you 
   The NSPCA has laid charges against Tiger Brands and Pork Packers Abattoirs in 
Olifantsfontein, claiming that the abattoirs is practising an inhumane slaughtering 
procedure. The abattoirs supplies pork to major retailers.  
   The abattoirs uses carbon dioxide to stun and incapacitate the animals prior to 
slaughtering them. The NSPCA has filmed a video and made this available to the police 
as proof that the pigs feel “extreme panic” and fear prior to losing consciousness.   
   “After exposure to the CO2 gas, the pigs suffocate as a result of lack of oxygen.” Until 
they lose consciousness, which can take as long as 56 seconds in some cases, they display 
“violent reactions, including panic-like symptoms such as kicking, gasping and frantic 
efforts to escape by climbing on top of one another,” says Grace de Lange, spokesperson 
for the NSPCA. For those of us who are old enough, this recalls certain chilling 20th 
century history.  
   If 56 seconds sounds like a very short time to anyone, please count off 56 seconds 
while you imagine being suffocated by a noxious gas.  
   “We believe that if we are going to eat meat, the very least we can do,” Grace de Lange 
says, “is ensure that the animals’ welfare is considered and to ensure humaneness from 
birth to death.”  
   If we have allowed ourselves to know the less savoury details of factory farming, we 
will know that birth is the beginning of a life of misery for animals being raised by 
factory farming methods.  
   Tiger Brands considers that the abattoirs is complying with the legal requirements 
governing the industry. Managing director, Andrew Cock, made the following statement: 
“While Pork Packers understands the role the NSPCA plays, the NSPCA is not the 
regulating authority for meat production and its demands of the company, and criminal 
charges laid against Pork Packers are neither valid, rational nor in the interest of the 
animals. We believe it is necessary to employ measures to avoid pain and minimise 
distress and suffering of animals in the slaughtering process. We take into account the 
best practices in the field and the methods under the regulations.” 
   A News24 report dated 23 November 2015 describes the process as involving “caged 
pigs being mechanically dropped into a pit which is pre-filled with carbon dioxide… 
After minutes of exposure to the carbon dioxide, the pigs suffocate.”  
   The NSPCA says that this method is extensively documented on an international scale. 
Swedish animal environment and health researcher, Sophie Atkinson, says there is no 
doubt that procedure causes “a period of suffering and anxiety”. Pigs are highly 
intelligent and sensitive animals.    
   Although gassing to induce unconsciousness before slaughter is widely practised 
overseas, the standard practice in South Africa for factory-farmed animals is, according 
to the NSPCA, electrical stunning, “rendering them immediately unconscious”.  
   Marcelle Meredith, director of the NSPCA, reported that they had proposed that the 
noxious carbon dioxide in the pit be changed to an inert gas such as orgon, or to a 
mixture of orgon and carbon dioxide. This would render the animals unconscious without 
inducing the terror and panic of suffocation. The proposal was rejected.  



   A video is available on the Internet for those who feel able to view such a process. I 
have chosen not to see it, because I admit that I do not want the pictures already in my 
mind made everlastingly graphic by actual visual depiction.  
   Those who wish to see the view of at least one scientist who defends the method can 
look up an article written by Dr Niels Lombolt, Department of Pharmacology, University 
of Copenhagen: “The Use of Carbon Dioxide Anaesthesia before Slaughter”.  
   Dr Lombolt talks of situations involving accidental inhalation by humans that are 
“similar” in that they “have by accident been anaesthetized exactly like the animals”. 
Since they did not go on to be slaughtered like the animals, of course, they returned to 
consciousness when the accidental anesthesia wore off. 
   I, however, do not see these incidents as being “similar” in the least. Go back and read 
what happens to the pigs in their final moments… and consider for a moment what has 
happened to them during their short and unhappy lives as mere ‘things’ in a food chain.  
   In order for unsavoury practices to be changed, we have first of all to acknowledge 
what is wrong. We cannot simply look the other way and “rather not know”.  
   Until we check the sources of what we are buying and exert our power as the 
purchasing public, we are – consciously or otherwise – supporting inhumane practices we 
would “rather not know about”.     
 
Escapist Pinetown dassie 
   When a motorist stopped to purchase petrol at a Pinetown filling station just before 
Christmas, the attendant found a dassie draped over the engine. With the engine switched 
off and no air circulating under the bonnet, his perch quickly grew hot, and the dassie 
made for another vehicle. While members of the garage staff were peering under the 
second bonnet, the dassie had already made a dash for a third car. 
   Andrea Mathios of South African Community Action was appealed to, and he in turn 
called Steve Smit. Smit reported that they had managed to extract the stressed dassie only 
with difficulty from the engine compartment of a Fiat. It was found to have quite severe 
injuries and was immediately taken to veterinarian Dr Kerry Easson at Riverside Vet in 
Durban North.   
   The nature of its injuries suggested that it had been in conflict with other dassies and 
had most likely been evicted from its colony by dominant dassies.  
   After veterninary treatment, it was taken to the Westville Monkey Helpline facility to 
be cared for until it could be released into a promising area where it would have a good 
chance of meeting up with other dassies.  
 
More than food and shelter needed 
   An article by Nabeelah Shaikh in the Sunday Tribune recently highlighted rising public 
concern over the lonely situation of Opal, an orangutan who is living at the Natal 
Zoological Gardens near Pietermaritzburg. The facility is owned by Brian Boswell. 
   Activists around the world have joined the clamour for Opal’s transfer to the Monkey 
World Ape Rescue Centre in Dorset, England.  
     Cheri Cooke of Kloof & Highway SPCA Inspectorate confirmed that the organisation 
would be laying charges against Mr Boswell under the Animal Protection Act, but Mr 
Boswell believes that it is in Opal’s best interests to remain where she is and says he 



cannot see where he is contravening the Act. At stake is the future of one isolated, highly 
intelligent animal, whose welfare should ultimately be the deciding factor.  
   Opal was born at the Natal Zoological Gardens and originally had the company of 
others of her species. She apparently earlier gave birth to a male baby which was later 
relocated to another facility in order to avoid interbreeding. The breeding programme, 
however, came to an end 24 years ago. The Kloof & Highway SPCA has carried out 
inspections over the years.  
   Brian Boswell says that every effort was made to find a mate for Opal, but that the 
government denied a breeding permit. His view is that orangutans tend to be fairly 
solitary animals and that, after 34 years, Opal is ‘comfortable’ living where she is and 
that it would be traumatic for her to endure transportation to the UK and then have to 
adapt to conditions very different from those she is used to. 
   The SPCA’s charge is not made on the basis of any deliberate acts of animal cruelty, 
but on the undeniable loneliness and emptiness which a highly intelligent animal (second 
in intelligence capability only to man) is forced to endure when deprived of any 
communication with its own kind and is totally isolated under caged conditions, however 
well fed it is. The fact that Opal throws her dung at onlookers suggests that this is her 
way of making a statement for herself.  
   Opal is not an injured or physically impaired animal unable to fend for herself in 
communication with others of her species, which is the only reason why an animal might 
need to be separated from the group.   
   It is true that the response of the public might sometimes include an element of 
sentiment rather than informed opinion, but caring is nonetheless always a positive 
emotion. It means that people have paused to consider a situation and want to make it 
better.   
   The teaching of compassion is fundamental to our Durban & Coast SPCA Humane 
Education project for primary schools. Empathy is deeper than sympathy. Empathy 
includes imagining oneself in the position of another living creature and trying to feel 
what their situation must feel like to them.  
   Food and shelter, while essential requirements for any animal in captivity, are in 
themselves just not enough. Inflicting perpetual loneliness and boredom and deprivation 
of any communication with a wild creature’s own species constitute a form of abuse.  
   An elderly animal born in captivity and knowing no other life needs a special protected 
environment and one that offers some stimulation if the animal is not to lapse into apathy. 
As with a human being, it also needs normal communication with its own kind. Humans 
who have had this kind of experience inflicted on them need intensive therapy when 
released.   
   That Opal cannot be transferred to England without undergoing some stress is true, but 
a lonely life without stimulation or companionship has already been a life sentence for 
her. The time that is left to her would surely be transformed were she to be with her own 
kind in a sanctuary dedicated to the rescue and rehabilitation of primates. There is 
nothing anthropomorphic about taking serious account of the feelings of animals. 


