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Contested natures: Caracals, cats and
the boundaries of nature in the Atlantic
Beach Estate, South Africa

Abstract

In the mid2010s, residents of the Atlantic Beach Estate (ABR)relatively
high-income residential rad golf estate about 20 kilometres north of Cape Town
on the South African west codsbecame embroiled in a dispute over how to
respond toa caracal (Caracal caracgl or perhaps caracalskilling domestic
cats felis catus Caracals are increasingly miced in urban Cape TowrThe
ABE, with capacity and interest in monitoring wildlife, offers the first clear
example of what caracal preseniceresidential areasnight mean for domestic
animals, people and other wildlife. The paper draws on a survey & AB
residents to show that thattitudesof residents tended to cluster into three

owo-vl dwsd about how to Iive with pets
(53.4%) Maduaeowi o hout catsd world vi
to removing thec ar ac a l and in favour of rest

property. Al most a-nhiturle WL9%9h2%)rekada
(were opposed to removing the caracal amgre opposedio restricting
domestic cats to 1} Bustover adifthri20.79%9 ef tho r op et
sample had a oOprotect fr @ventedthetcaracdlr om
removed ando allow cats to roam freelypt stake was not whether to live in or

with nature, but what kind of nature was suitable for e friendly estate.

Some residents worried that the caracal posed a threat not only to their
pets/companion animals, but also to children (though this view was not
supported by conservation officialsMost residents, however, valued the
presence of the caracal aras the debate evolved, more critical attention was
placed on the impact of domestic cats on small wildlife within the SBEe

residents builtwalled gardens and c at i os 6 ( eattachedote thed ar e
hous@ for their cats to keep them safe as the delsanmered on over how to

live with nature in a familyand petfriendly ececonscious housing estate.



1.Introduction

In the mid2010s, residents of the Atlantic Beach Estate (ABE) relatively
high-incomé residential and golf estate about 20 kilorastnorth of Cape Town

on the South African west coastbecame embroiled in a dispute over how to
respond toa caracal Caracal caraca), or perhaps caracalkilling domestic

cats Felis catu$. Caracals are increasingly noticed in urban Cape Tawd
theABEimar ket ing itself as an o6exclusive
and ecol ogical |y 3caodwstltc capacitg an@d mterest io n me n
monitoring wildlife, offers the first clear example of what caracal presence
might mean for domestanimals, people and other wildlife.

Between early 2013 and mz018, 66 domestic cats reportedly went missing on
the ABE (Van Huyssteen, 2018: 3). During this time, the remains of 31 domestic
cats were found, of which 21 could be linked to an owmethe estateThere

was some dispute between cat owners, who suspected a caracal, and ABE
managers who wanted more proof, but afteveral autopsies found thiie
cause of death was mostly likelycaracal ipid.), the debate turned into what, if
anything, should be doneABE management found themselves caught in a
fraught (and at times public) debate between resideatsd between residents
and conservation officials over whether the caracal should be captured and
relocated. At stake were concerns ab@et safety (with some residents
worrying also about potential danger to children), what it means to live with
nature on the ABE and linked to thi§ what the originalision for the housing
estate as facilitatingiildlife movementmeant in practice

The Ocaata&dc al ssue for ABE provides a v
social understandings of what kind of nature is appropriate for an enclosed
residential estate bordering a nature resefhe. website describes the various
residential villageswi t hi n t he estate as 6car e
unobtrusively with the pristinp&andf ynbo
11). There are strict architectural guidelinesandd ensur e a oO0Cape

! Houses in Atlantic Beach Estate retail from R4 million to R20 million (see e.g.
https://www.pamgolding.co.za/propeidgarch/residentigdropertiesfor-saleatlanticbeach
estate/6616

2 There is no evidence on caracal numbers in Cape Town or whether the population is
expanding. Caracals are increasingly redicbut this could also be the impact of social media

and the growing use of camera traps (or trail cameras). Caracals have moved into spaces like
the nature reserve next to the University of the Western Cape, but this could either indicate a
growing popudtion in Cape Town or them being pushed out of other urban green spaces
because of housing development.

3 Seehttp://atlanticbeachestate.co/
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environment 0, street nted (ABEB 2915 &@.1 | s
Boundary walls and fencemot on the street are alloweut limited to

1.8 meters and for buildings facing the golf course, the maximum height for a
fence is 1.2 metergbfd.: 54). In many places, the natural vegetation comes
right up to the patios and windows of houses on the estate, allowing animals
(including caracals) an easy approacimeanyhomesi and their pet¢Figure 8)

Two key questions arose: should a medsined predator (the caracal) be
tolerated or excludedh this environment and how should domestic cats be
managed, if at all, given that they are both valued pets and potentially serious
predators osmall wildlife (birds and rodents)?

This paper analyses data from a survey commissioned by ABE management
amongstr esi dents in 2017 to show that di
The paper records how ABEGS managemen
attitudes within the estate whilst being guided by expert ecological opinion
(which turned out to be contestead legal advice. Concern that the caracal
might pose risks to children resulted in an applicatm@apeNaturgthe body
responsible for conservation in the Western Cape) to capture and relocate the
caracal, but this was turned down aABE managementvas advised not to

pursue the matter legally. As more information emerged about the number of
domestic cats in the wild spaces within the ABte estaterules were changed

to require that residents keep their cats on their properties and only let them
outsde if under their control. Some residents made their garden walls cat proof
to keep cats rcat encksurespattaehedota thd hHousmd

their cats(Figure 12) However, not all residents agreed that cats should be
contained in this manneor that it was appropriate to harden the boundary
betweertheir properties anthewild vegetation within the estate.

2.The Atlantic Beach Estate: Rules and
Regulations regarding the management of
Wildlife and Pets

The ABE development was approvead 1997 and consists of two spatially
integrated components: a ZB6ctare privately owned residential estate
managed by the Atlantic Beach Home Owners Association (ABHOA) and a 28
hectare golf estate owned byetity of Cape Town but managed under legse b

a third party The golf course includesonservation aredgmostly linear strips

of natural vegetation between the golf course and residential villages) amounting
to between 15 and 20 hectares of endangered Cape Flats Dune Strandveld.
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Environmental apyoval for developing on this endangered habitat was based on
envisaged connectivity with the Blaauberg Nature Reserve into which the ABE
extends at the Southern end like the bow of a ship (top left photo of Figure 1). A
link was also envisaged via Melkbd@3onservation Area to Koeberg Nature
Reserve and the Dassenberg Coastal Catchment Partnership to the North. By
2017, the estate was almost completely developed, with 855 free standing homes
and almost 2,300 residents (Duval, 2017).

The O6bi odinveenrtsédi tlyetawgereene t he ABE and t
envisaged théABE as providinga &6 cr i t i ¢ a lthefauwenresérved i n k
(Biodiversity agreement, 2018: 2). It prevents the golf course from encroaching
into the conservation areas, requires the ABEetnove alien vegetation and to
promote and improve environmental sustainability. This includes a prohibition

on the destruction or removal of any indigenous species ircdahservation

areas, or the introduction of any nmigenous fauna into the consatwon

areas, including cats and dogbid.. 6). The ABE has, however, introduced
springbok Antidorcas marsupiallswhich do not naturally occur in this area

(and which are managed by capturing, removing and introducing individuals to
ensure adequate geinediversityt). It has also put up an electric security fence

that acts as a barrier to people and to medsimed mammals.

The fenceincludes (onmuch ofits west boundary with the IBuberg Nature
Reservg an overhang and wire medlirigure 1) making large stretches
impermeable to animals larger than rodents. The North border (with the town of
Melkbosstrand) has a bar fence without wire mesh, making it more permeable
for small to medium mammals such as mongoose and domestic cats and even
young or Cape rysbok Raphicerus melanofisand caracal. The fence clearly
restricts oO0faunal movement 6 of | arger
full-grown grysbok (Van Wyk, 2017: 12).

The security fence is monitored by cameras and security personnel. Human
seaurity is essential to the ABE which markets itself as being primarily a safe
space for families within beautiful natural surroundings. This is consistent with

the strong focus on security in all higicome estates, including those
marketing themselves a&co estatésin South Africa (Govender, 2018).
Whet her the ABE shouédo beis txanstesdoi f i e d
contestation givethat it is relatively densely populatgéor some residents, its

natural environment and fauna are essential to thetitgg of the ABE For

4 Information from Harry White, 4/12/18This strategy was adoptedter residents became
concerned that springbok numbers had increased beyond the carrying capacity of the ABE.
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others, the wild animals like tortoises and grysbok are siiplyitochavesin
a space primarily dedicated to keeping families and pets safe.

Figure 1: Photos of Atlantic Beach Estate (bottom two from the ABE
website)

For many residents, pets are an imporgant of family life In November 2016,
a group of concerned residents set UgpaebookpagecalledPets lost & found



in Atlantic Beach Estateo collect information about pets lost to predatansl

to help ople protect their cats from caracdsrlier that year, inhe 13May

2016 Newslettey Harry White, the Chief Executive Office of the ABHORad

r e p or tWelknotv that in thé Western Caper@cals who can grow up to

a maximum height of 90cm andrt weigh up to 18kgsire attacking and eating

d o me st i c adtimgdhatcsarne ®f&he reported missing aatsthe ABE

may have Oencountered a snaked or be
believe that some may hWhite206eThaPets a k e n

lost and found in Atlantic Beach Estatebsit®é s About page 1 s r
atmosphere of social conflithat emerged over theat caracal issuie and their

clear position against having a caracal inside the ABE

This page is dedated to the safety and wellbeing of our pets at
Atlantic Beach Estate, Melkbosstrand. We are particularly concerned
about the caracal threat and encourage members to share any
information which may promote our pets safety. This is not a page for
animal agvists to troll and spread false information to enhance their
agenda. This is not a page for those who believe that cavacalhere

first and must therefore be tolerated. Please refrain from blaming us
for living here.

The group collected informatiomdost cats, helped look for lost petsorked
with ABE management regardirmgitopsies anghotographed suspected caracal
kills (Figure 10).

The ABEOGs Operational Environment al M:
2012 makes it clear that pets should noaltbreat to wildlife Households are

limited to two cats and two dogs, dogsay notl eave their owner
unless on a leash, and cats, if they roam freefyrequired to be fitted with a

collar and bell (OEMP, 2012: 280). As of 2014, the ABE res required cats

and dogs to havéentification on their collars and preferably to be micro
chipped.Outside of propertiesiogs are required to be leashed and cats to wear

a bell and an identification digar.43). In May 2017, the rules were amended

to read thatats could only be allowed off properties if under strict control of the
owner(par. 42) 8

5 https://www.facebook.com/groups/12F2%90815580/post_tags/?post_tag_
1d=230324331638496Mam grateful to the mangers of tikiacebookgroup for allowing me
access for research purposes.
6 The change in rules initially required that cats also be on a leash, but this was amended
quickly after complaints from residents that this was impractical.
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The official rules of the ABE do not mention protecting residents or their pets

from wildlife other than snakes. The OEMP lists poisonous snakesC#pe

cobra and the pufidder) as being part of the fauna, noting that in the unusual
event of a dangerous snhake entering a building, trained staff can be called to
catch the snake and relocate it into the Blaawberg conservation area (OEMP,
2012: 8, 29534 ) . The word 6écaracal 6 does not
the only allusion to mamma lbidadh Wipen e d at ¢
the caracatat controversy erupted in 2017, ABE management thus had to
formulate policy on the fly.

3.The caracal

Caracals are mediusized feline predators with long legs, a reddish coat (hence
its common Afrikladans amaimaei GRomicti ve |
with tufted tips (Figures 2, 8 and 9)
South Afican farmers, DNA analysis supports a monophyletic genus (meaning
that it has a distinct evolutionary line)'he caracal is critically endangered in

North Africa and parts of Asia but is commamd their numbers assumed to be
stable in central andsouthern Africa, which comprise most of its global range,

and hencehe caracalis classified by the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species

as 00f | eastetal,tl6)er nd6 ( Avgan

Caracals have a broad habitat tolerance and are present in all African habitat
types except for equatorial forest and the Sahara interior éRaly 2005: 87).
They weigh up to 18 kilograms and are
occupy a broad unspecialized niche which bridges the $malr ge f el i d
(loc. cit). Camacals appear to favour drier woodland and savanna regions and
mountainous desert (Avgast al, 2016) but can be found also in seteisert,
scrubland, moist woodland and thickets (as in the Western Cape). Caracals
became the dominant predator on South oafrKaroo sheep farms in the mid
twentieth century probably benefiting from efforts to control the blaakcked

jackal Canis mesomelasas this reduced competitive pressure and caracals
could easily cross jackgroof fences (Nattrass al, 2017). It emains common

in the Karoo and is increasingly noticed on the urban fringe, including Cape
Town (although whether this is due to enhanced surveillance and the expansion

’ The caracal is thought to have diverged from the Asian ancestor of all modern felids
between 8.5 and 5.6 million years ago when the progenitor of the caracal lineage arrived in
Africa (Johnsonet 4., 2006) . The <caracal 6s Lkeptalgres t 0 C (
serva) and the African golden cataracal auratg.
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of human settlements into natural vegetation or to any expansion of the caracal
populaton is unclear).

Figure 2: Carcals in the Karoo. Bottom left: wild caracal in a dry river bed
(photo Lukas Botes). Other photos are of young pet caracals © Houdini
& Palanque, for the Karoo Predator Project.

Caracals are diurnal and areokwm to hunt during the day and night depending
on prey availability and to avoid human activities, especially when persecuted
(Avenant and Nel, 2002; Avgaet al, 2016; Rameslet al, 2017). They can
survive (even prosper) in humalominated landscapesctuas rangelands and
the urban fringe, and they are tameable when captured young (Riure
Caracals were once used for sport in India where people reportedly placed bets
on how many pigeons a tame caracal could kill when unleased on an
unsuspecting flockfeeding on the ground (Roseveat al, 1974: 4078).
Rosevearet al c o mme n t 0This deliberate act
fluttering confusion must with little doubt be the true origin of the expression to
Aput a cat a mo (ikgds ¥08).t Shama mndgSarnkimaks,owere
informed by retired cheetah and caracal trainers in India that professional
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hunters used caracals to catch kites and that there was even a training school for
this (1984: 130). This suggests that caracals, like the domestiartt cat, are
capable of reading human cues and adapting to life alongside or even with
humans. However, they are not common pets (especially when full grown) given
their robust size and ferocity.

Caracals reach sexual maturity at about a year and bese recorded as
breeding all year in South Africa, but with a seasonal low in Winter, presumably
due to reduced prey availability (Stuart 1982; Bernard and Stuart, 1987; Avenant
and Nel, 1998). Like other cats, caracals are solitary, and females miise th
kittens without assistance from maldi fact, malescan pose a danger to
Kittens, as kittens have been found in the stomachs of killed male caracals in the
Karoo (Stuart, 1982: 41)). Studies of captive caracals reveal that kittens can run
and chas@rey after three to four weeks, eat solid food from one month and are
fully weaned anytime between L@nd 2%' week (Stuart, 1982: 111). Kittens
were well developed by 10 weeks and could defend themselves aggressively
(would fall on their backs, snarlingnd hissing, claws fully extended when
threatenejl(ibid.: 112).

3.1. Territoriality

Caracals are territorial animals, with territory size positively related to body size

and negatively related to prey availability (Nowell and Jackson, E30&)acals

are known to range widely and to disperse over large distances, enabling them
0t o effectively recol oni ze vacant ar
Dickman, 2005: 75). In the Cape Provinag/oung adult male travelled 138km

before settling in a 48kfrarea(Stuart, 1982)Hunters and farmers maintain that
caracal s move | ong distances on regu
roads), and they target these when setting tiSjs(t, 1982138).

Dispersal and wideanging activity,together with theiopportunistic breeding
strategy, preference for rodents (a widely occgrtaxon) and ability to prey on
a variety of other mammals and birds as well as being able to include carrion in

8 The limited available studies reveal a wide variation in the home range size of caracals
(Marker and Dickman, 2005) with males geally having larger territories than females
(Avganet al, 2016). In Southern Africa, reported sizes of the adult male home range varies
from 15.2 knt in the Mountain Zebra National Park, to 19.12kmthe farmlands adjacent to
the park (Moolman 1986ited in Bothma, 1994: 107to 27 kn% in the West Coast National
Park (Avenant, 1993; Avenant and Nel 1998); 308 kmthe Kalahari Gemsbok National
Park (Bothma and.e Riche, 1994) and 312.6 Kmin North-central Namibian farmlands
(Marker and Dickman, 2®). Territories appear to be linked to food availability and
competitive pressures from other predators.
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their diet where necessary, underpins their successful colonisatiamands
in much ofsouthernAfrica (Nattrass et gl 2017). Humarmodified landscapes
such as rangelands, plantations and cultivated Yamndgpotentially attractive for
caracals primarily as a source of rodents, but also domestic livestock.

3.2. Diet

Studies on captive caracals estimated that an adult requires an average of
586grams of meat a day (Stuart, 1982) and for wild caracals it is probably a
kilogram of meat a day (Grobler, 1981: 261). They are opportunistic feeders,
known to eat birds, skas, spiders, lizards, tortoises (Nowell and Jackson 1996,
30, 51; Avenant and Nel, 1997), but mostly mammals, the bulk being rodents
(Avenant and Nel, 2002; Drouilly et a2018). A study of home range use in the
Postberg National Park (West Coast, West€ape Province, South Africa)
found that the caracal favoured areas with vegetation associated with high
densities of rodents (Avenant and Nel, 1998).

Diet varies regionally depending on prey availability (Stuart, 1982; Avenant,
1993; Avenant and Nel,997, 2002; Drouilly et al2018). Studies from South
Africa reveal that rodents are typically the most common prey!itand that
consumption of larger mammals, especially fawns and small livestock, increases
when rodent densities decrease (Avenant 1209; Avenant and Nel, 2002). A
comparative study of caracal habitat and prey in the Weast National Park

and on eight adjacent farms found that sheep and goats were only preyed upon
from March to June (during and just after the small stock lambirgpeda the

area). This was also the time when rodent (the main prey) densities decreased
and when caracals in the reserve preyed most heavily on springbok (Avenant
and Nel, 2002)!

% A study of caracal land use in the Natal Drakensburg midlands found that caracals preferred
modified landscapes to wilderness (Rametsal, 2017).
101n the Karoo National Park, rodents comprised 86% of prey items followed by grey rhebuck
(Pelea capreolus(23%) and hyraxKrocavia capens)s(22%) (Palmer and Fairall, 1988). In
the Kgalagadi Transfrontier Park, the primary prey resource was smalmala, mostly
rodents, including springhar@édentes capensiand larger prey animals included steenbok
(Raphicerus campestjisand smaller carnivores up to the size of a blaatked jackal
(Melville et al, 2004). The remains of birdgsects and donséic livestock were identified in
eight of the 116 scat samples collectidld(). On the South African East Coast (near George
and VI eesbaai) rodent s accounted for mor e
comprising the Vlei rat@tomys irroratu$ (Braczkowskiet al, 2012).
11 During the hot season, caracals in the Kgalagadi Transfrontier Park focus their foraging in
areas where they are |likely to encounter Br
rodents are less prevalent, their foraginghpaare more random (Melville and Bothma,
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In the Postberg Nature Reserve (West Coast, Cape Province South Africa) a
study found that each adult caracal ate approximately 5GtEétidae and
Muridae and 148 rodent moles a year, and that this, coupled with its preying on
hyrax, hares, small antelope and small predators, implied that the caracal played
an important rolen the ecosystem and that eliminating the caracal could cause
disorder and other problems for farmers such as rodedt mole plagues
(Avenant, 1993: 182). Similar ecological arguments were made for the Southern
Free State, where a study of caracal dietsorall stock farms revealed that
caracals fed predominantly on mammals (93% of the volume), the most
importantbeing Lagomorpha(28%), rock hyrax Procavia capens)s(17.3%)
springhare Pedetes capengi§l5.2% and domestic shee@yis arieg (13.6%)

(PoH, 2015). The study emphasised that caracals did prey on sheep, primarily
during the two lambing seasons (March to April and September to Ogtbher)

that its prey also includegdotential damageausing animalsuch asrodents
destroying crops and carng disease, hyrax competing for forage with sheep
and mole ragwhosetunnels causdamage to tractoi(sbid.).

Caracals also eat small carnivores. In the Karoo National Park, an analysis of
100 scat found the remains of two carnivorasricate Suricatasuricattg in

one scat and polecat(onyx striatu} in the other (Palmer and Fairall, 1988).
Male caracals are also known to kill and eat caracal kiiterise Robertson
Karoo (Stuart, 1982: 41) and to hunt and kill blaz&cked jackalsand African

wild cat Felis Silvestri¥ in the Mountain Zebra National Paftérobler, 1981:

260) and blaclbacked jackals, African wild cat, baared foxes @tocyon
megloti and Cape foxesVilpes champ in the Kgalagadi Transfrontier
National Park elville et al, 2004). On the South African East Coast (near
George and Vleesbaai) they have been recorded eating domestic cats and the
Cape grey mongoos&élerella pulverulenta(Braczkowskj et al, 2012).In the
Robertson Karoo they were recorded as having consumecaapolgrey
mongoose Kerpestes pulverulentysyellow mongoose Qynictis penicillaté,
gennet Gennetta sp andwater mongooséAtilax paludinosuy (Stuart, 1982:

40).

Caracals are well designed for stalkiagd killing mammals and birds. Their
charactestically large ears are attuned to small sounds, and their powerful back
legs (longer than the front legs) can propel them two meters into the air to catch
birds. Caracals have also been observed to hunt larger mammals such as the
Dorcus gazelle in Algea, the Urial in Pakistan and have even been recorded

2006a). They are also more likely to cross over into Namibian farmlands more often during
the cold season (Melville and Bothma, 2006b).
11



attacking an Oryx (in southern Arabia) (Nowell and Jackson, 1996). They have
been known to scavenge (Avgat al, 2016) though this appears rare in
Southern Africd?

Caracal diet thus depends on cefnteand may also depend on individual
proclivities. This can pose challenges for conservation. For example, in the
winter of 2016, a female caracal killed and fed on at least 20 endangered African
penguins $pheniscus demersus)e ar Bo ul d e r 0SSmorBteven orh , ou
the Cape Pensinsul®ickenson, 2016 She was successfully captured and
relocated to Hout Bay. However, early in 2017, a second caracal, a large male,
was <caught on camera in Simonb6s Town
Whether these carals had an individual preference for penguins or were simply
opportunistically taking advantage of a nutritious food source, is unclear. There

IS suggestive evidence from cougaRuina concolor that prey preference

varies across individuals in the same& @syst em an-dlasst hat
vulnerability to cougar predation, at least for bighorn sheep, is largely a function

of the behavi our ibid.: 744n Simitarly,dan Adstrali@ao u g a r
study of predation by feral domestic cats on small marsugmalslightless birds

found that particular individual cats (most often the larger, male cats) were
disproportionately responsible for predation on threatened species, and hence
they call for:

the application of crimdéighting forensic and aggregate piofg
techniques in wildlife protection programs to determine the profile of
predators likely to prey on focal wildlife species and to guide the
development of control methods that specifically target these
individuals (Moseby et g12015: 331).

One ofthe key areas of contention within the ABE caracal debate was whether
caracal predation on domestic cats was the work of an individual (rogue) caracal

or just part of the broader balance of nature. Given that caracals can adapt to
human dominated landscapand that a generalist opportunistic predator is pre
adapted to the consumption lotally-availablefood items, the consumption of
domestic cats, even if only by an individual, is consistent with the natural

hi story of t he c araacuaQppbdabmisticpiedatorssich s s e |
as caracals are likely tdevelop a search image and prey preferentially on
locally abundant prey in this casedomestic catsYet for many cabwners in

12The general presumption in the literature is that caracals prefer freldtlyrkieat (Skinner,
1979: 523; Pringle and Pringle, 1979) but they are known to scavenge carcases dumped by
humans (Nowel and Jackson, 1996: 51; Skinner, 1979: 523; Avenant, 1993: 111) and to cache
kills and return to them later to feed on them, and td f&e kills made by other predators
(Stuart 1982: 62; Bothma, 2012: 56).
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the ABE, this was not the kind of nature they had knowinglyghointoi and

if there were a particular individualcaracal with a proclivity for targeting
domestic cats in the ABE, then it should be captured and relocated. As discussed
bel ow, those favouring the removal o f
that was more managed and safer for humans and their companion animals than
that articulated by others.

4.0pposing world-views about living with
nature in the ABE

The catcaracal debate emerged into the open in late . 2Aa6ina Redpath lost

her catVir Beabin October, and then the following month lost a second cat,
@usha Their mutilated and partially eaten bodigsre found in a fynbos area

off Sea Hare Circle, where she livdhe experience was traumatic for her and

her family.It was through ManaRedpath s subsequent acti vi
her friend Anne Jerams, that thePets lost and found in Atlantic Beach Estate
grouping was formed to assist othmet ownersandto engage with the ABE
managementbver the caracatat issue They investigate and found that at least

35 cats had gone missing in ABE during 2016 and that 10 of those had been in
Sea Hare CircleThe bodies of several cats and tremains of grysbok were

found in the fynboswvithin Sea Hare Circle an ar ea subsequen
cemeteryo by (Mguresl®andRl@dpat h

ABE managemendrranged folcamera traps to be set in the arElae cameras
and analysis of the footage was managed by Lois Van Wyk ftloen
Biodiversity Management Branch of the Environmental Management
Department of the City of Cape Towi®©n 13 January2017, Harry White
reported in theAtlantic Beach Estate Weekly Newsat no caracals had been
seen on the cameras or by the security fence cankagent orto note that
As communicated to concerned aawners, if indeed it becomes
evident that it is a caracal or some other predator preying on some of
the Estatebs cat s, we wi | | wor k wi
owners to solve the problem, always taking into consideration that the
Estate is situated ithin an environmentally sensitive and protected
area.
For instance, a possible solution offered by Dr Liebenberg [a vet at
the West Coast Animal Clinic] was theirgroduction to the Estate of
indigenous Cape Hare or other small mammals which caie@alon
naturally. The aim of this would be to encourage natural behaviour
and provide an abundant natural food supply.
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Another solution suggested by Dr Liebenberg was cat enclosures or
cat fences, which one can find examples of on the internet. Yeeha
to know that Elmien Vermeulen, formerly from Peanut Animal
Welfare and now involved with The Hope Foundation for Cats, also
supports the notion of cat enclosures quite vociferously and if
aesthetically pleasing could be supported by the Associatidn an

i ncluded in its ruleseé.

The fact I's that at this stage we
but with so many possible harms that could come to cats that are

all owed to roam freely, 1t could sirmr

| n t he As simoa it &tbeconmng snoreo gvident that the
solution that best ensures the safety of cats, the safety of our wildlife
and the protection of fellow residents from undue nuisance caused by
roaming cats, remains that, like other pets, cats should be cont@ained
the owner(@dbite,g0l@pP er t y

As it turned out, a caracalad been detected on the camera trap on 3 January
2017 (right outside Marina Redpath©os
photos to be analysednd so ABE management was not aware g t
photograph when reporting the 13 January Weekly Newvisat no caracal had
been s e e 1somedatcownedrahowederwere suspicious of the delay in
reportng the presence of the carataven suspecting thabuis van Wyk(and
perhaps also ABEmanagement) mighhave been trying talownplay the
seriousness of the problem for cat owrér§hey also rejected theeported
suggestion(by Dr Liebenbergpf providing alternativenaturalfood sources for

the caracal seeing this as encouraging the cataather than excluding it from
the estate, which was their preferred solutiEmotions were clearly running
high, with problems of trust emerging on both sides of the divide.

In orderto promote a better understanding of the situatRlBE management
arranged a talk and discussigession with thdJrban Caracal Project (a
university research project studying the behavioural ecology of caracals in Cape
Town). This took placen the 23 Februargnd was attended by members of the
ABHOA, City officials, ABE residents andCapeNaturé® At the meeting,
residents raised concerns about the safety of their pets and about what they

13 Harry White denies this allegation, pointing out that ABE management had accepted in
May 2016 that caracals were in the area and were kiling and eating cats (personal
communicatio, 16 January 2019).
14 http://www.urbancaracal.org/
15 Key role players were Laurel Serieys and Joleen Broadfield of the Urban Caracal Project,
Leandi Wessels fronCapeNature and two officials Louis van Wyk ad Jacques Kuyler
from the City of Cape TowrDuval, 2017 3).
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perceived to be a decline in the number of grysbok. City of Cape Town officials
said they would be conducting a review of thewilddi i n t he ar ea,
the correct data to underpin any decisions made regarding the balance of the
number s o f t Haangberg Natuie Raskers@@BNR), BQuarterly

Report JarMarch 2017: 34). Dr Laurel Serieys from th&rban Caracal

Project gawe a presentation arguing that caracals did not pose a threat to
children, that they hunted mainly at night (and hence if residents kept their cats
indoors at night they would be safer) and that if a caracal was captured and
relocated, it would simply creata vacant territory for other caracals to enter.
According to the recollection of some residerfapeNatureofficials at the
meeting conceded that 6éthe caracal Co
behaving in an unnatural fashion, such as enteengr dent sé6 pr ope
Huyssteen, 2018: 5).

The ABHOA commissioned a survey of attitudes of residents of the ABE to find

out prevailing views on how to manage the caraalconflict. Invitations were

sent out to registered owners to respond to aimersurvey posing four
guestions: whether predators such as the caracal should be removed, whether
domestic cats should be restricted t
electric fence and gate boundary should be tightened to exclude the passage of
any fauna, and whether there should be more research to assess the fauna on the
ABE and to ensure an appropriate balance between predators and prey species
(Table 1). Reporting in April 2017, the survey (of 479 respondetitat is, over

half of householdsn the ABE) found that most did not want the caracal
removed, or to tighten the boundary. Rather, there was a majority in favour of
restricting domestic cats to properties and leaving the ABE fence and entry gates
as is (Table 1). The next month, the ABltanged its rules from allowing cats to

roam freely as long as they were belled, to requiring them to stay on their
ownersoé6 properties unless under o6t he ¢
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Table 1: The ABE survey results (n=479)

%
agreeing

The Association lsould by whatever means available pursue the City
landowner) and nature conservation authorities for the ongoing remo] 131 | 27.4%
predatorssuch as the caracéilom the Estate.

Domestic Cats on the Estate should be restricted to resigespgties and

0
not be allowed to roam freely. 288| 60.1%

The Association should implement boundary fences and entrance
designed to prevent caracals and other fauna from entering and exitii 95 | 19.8%
Estate.

The Association should engage and partnéth whe City and naturg
conservation authorities to assess the fauna found on the Estate
ongoing basis. This assessment should attempt to ensure the best | 395| 82.5%
balance is maintained between various fauna and predatory species
caracals.

Table 2 uses the results of the survey to show how the views of residents tended

to cluster into what we might call threeainé wo-v | d ws 6 about h o
with pets and nature i n t hepromBlle Jus
without cat®world view, that is, they were opposed to removing the caracal and

in favour of restricting cats to their
not want any tightening of the boundary fence and gate. Almost a fifth (19.2%)
had what pvenatirewitinfreaca® wor |l d view i n
opposed to removing the caracal and
properties. Most of these residents wanted no further cgremafing of the
fence or the gate. Just over afifthofth@a mp | e ( 2 Qoroté¥djee data d a
fromcaracal® wor |l d view in that they want ec
be free to roam. Mogif these residen&so wanted the boundary and gate to be

made impermeable to caracafs small minority (6.7%) wated to remove the

caracal and restrict cats.

t
t

Survey respondents were also invited to comment further (in an-evpkd

space) if they wished. Of the total sample, 231 opted to leave comments (and
some wrote extensive commentary). Many of the commeais those with a
Qro-nature without ca@ wor |l d view compl ained ab
entering their houses, defecating in their gardens and preying oHifeild
especially birds. Some expressed clear resentment towards the cat owners who
wanted to remee the caracal, seeing this as a violation of the bargain with
nature wunderpinning the ABMe.nvesteslinone |
AtlanticBeacch e c aus ecoe s Ot @an not a cat sanct L
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Table 2. World views on how to live with pets and nature

N | % World view
Leave the caracal and fenc( 250 | 52.2% Pro-nature
alone, restrict cats Unrestricted nature without cats .
- without cats
Leave the caracal, restrict 6 | 1.3% (53.4%)
cats and tighten fence Restricted nature without cats '
Leave the carat and fence | 89 | 18.6% Pro-nature
alone, let cats roam free Unrestricted nature with free cats .
with free cats
Leave caracal alone, allow | 3 |0.6% (19.2%)
cats to roam, tighten fence Restricted nature with free cats '

Remove the caracal, tighte 64 | 13.4%

fence, et cats roam free Protect free cats from caracals and Protect free
further restrict nature cats from
Remove the caracal, leave | 35 | 7.3% caracals
fence alone, let cats roam Protect free cats from caracals and (20.7%)
free dondét fur atlwer r es
Remove the caracal, tighte 22 | 4.6% Remove the
fence and restrict cats Protect a restricted predateree caracal and
nature from cats trict cats
Remove the caracal, restricc 10 | 2.1% re?G 7%)
cats, leave fence Protect a predatoiffree nature frontats '
479 100%

Comment s f r o nproindivoesmvéh freeicath vao rol d vi ew

that they also bought into the idea that living with caracals in the estate was part

of living with naturei but that they did not favour an outright ban foee
ranging cats, with many commenting
properties was not feasible or even

are made to roam freelyeéeé i1its withi

change that?@0b6t Adoéedert shodher me i

doesn't bother me if they get eaten. The cat owner should make the decision
whet her they want to risk the cat gett

Several of t gratest efree weats from tcdraedls 6 w o rew d

compl ained about the Obiasedd nature

which asked about the removal of predators rather débaat theremoval of a
particular problem caracdlany thought that the survey was engineered to have
a predeternmed outcome, especially given comments in precebiengysletters
about how much it would cost to tighten the boundatyike those with the

Op-nature with free catsd world view,

18 Interview with Anne and Dave Jesrs and Marina Redpath, 10 January 20109.
17
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from car acal s 6 hatoestrhining vats evas uranatugal/iefahsibte
and a few argued that domestic cats played a role in controlling the population
of small fauna (rodents). Some argued that the caracal had upset the balance of
nature in the ABE had devastated the grysbok plaiion. In addition to
expressing pain with regard to the loss of beloved pets, several expressed
concermabout the caracal potentially posing a threat to small children

People with this worldvievexpressed a cleg@referencehat nature within the

ABE should be a tamer type of nature than would be found in a nature reserve,
and several pointed out that the management already removed poisonous snakes
when they came into properties and so the argument against removing the
caracal because it was part ofature was disingenuous. As one resident
comment ed: 0Snakes are removed and re
caracal 6. Another comment ed: OWe don't
completely, just that the population should be kept under aotitle same way

that the buck population is kept unde
the observation that the ABE was already managed as a closed estate, and that
the arguments about the natural role of the caracal in ecosystems did not apply.
As one resident observed: 0Game f ar ms
their enclosed bok species. From an animal welfare point of view it is

i nhumane. 6 Puttamagt hedr noaied:bludhTtHiys i ¢
lifestyle estate & notthKr uger Nati onal Par ko

Table 3 summarises the key themes raised by those who opted to leave
comments and organises the analysis by world view. Figures 3 to 5 provide key
phraseclouds of themes for each category of comment. Plulasels are visual
repreentations of the data in Table 3: the font size for the summary phrase is
proportional to the percentage share of the number of mentions within the three
broad world views.
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Table 3: Key themes raised in comments

Protect free
cats from
caracals

Pro-nature Pro-naure

Key themes without cats | with free cats

Cats damage natural ecology| 29 | 154% | 2 44% | 1 | 1.7%

Cats can be a nuisance in the

16 | 8.5% 0 0% 1] 1.7%
house, annoy dogs

Annoyed by the issue 15 | 8.0% 2 44% | 0 0%

Annoyed by cats in the garde|l 13 6.9% 0 0% 1| 1.7%

Cat owners must accept risks

0 0] 0
and be responsible 1 0.5% 0 0% 3 5%

Cannot confine cats to a

3 1.6% 10 | 22.2% | 9 15%
property

Can confine cats to a property 27 | 14.4% | 3 6.7% | 1 | 1.7%

Caracals are a valued part of

8 4.3% 4 8.9% | O 0%
nature

Cats shoud be managed,

) 12 6.4% 3 6.7% | 1 1.7%
levied, even banned

Caracal has upset the balancy 1 0.5% 1 2.2% | 23| 38.3%

Management is biased agains 0 0% 0 0% 3 5%

pet owners

Cats are important for the 0 0% 1 200 | 1 | 1.7%
ecology

Caracal is innocent 2 1.1% 1 22% | O 0%
Prefers caracals to cats 3 1.6% 0 0% 0 0%
Nature trumps pets 55 | 293% | 17 | 37.8%| 1 | 1.7%
Pets trump nature 0 0% 0 0% 3 5%

Conflicted over nature and pe O 0% 0 0% 1| 1.7%

Fear for children 1 0.5% 0 0% 4 6.7%

Caracal eats grysbok/birds 2 1.1% 1 2% | 7 | 11.7%

Total comments 188 | 100% 45 100% | 60 | 100%

19




CARACAL-25-SMMOCENT CABACAL-EATS-GRVSROE-G-mes  CANNOT-CONFINE-CATS-TR-A-PROPERTY

BAHM:MS ARE~A~VALUED~PART~OF~NATURErou-ron-cosns

ANNDVED~BY~CATS~IN~THE~GARDEN  ANNOYED~BY~THE~ISSUE
CATS~CAN~BE~A~NUISANGE~IN~THE~HOUSE,~ANNDY~DOGS

GATS~DAMAGE~NATURAL~EGOLDGY

NATURE~TRUMPS~PETS

GAN~GONFINE~GATS~TO~A~PROPERTY

CATS~SHOULD~BE~MANAGED,~LEVIED ~EVEN~BANNED """

CAL-TRNERS - US| - 450 P T- SIS -A N - DE-RESPORS:

Figure 3. Phrase-cloud for the ¢pro-nature without catségroup

From Table 3 and Figure 3, it is clear from the comments made by the majority
Op-nature without catsod6 posesithan o6hatut
not be meddled with, that it is more important than pets, and that cats cause
ecological damage and thus should be removed from the surrounding natural
environment by being confined to residential properties. Added to this isadften
strongly felt view that cats are a nuisance in other ways too (coming into
neighbouring gardens and houses).

CATS~SHOULD~BE~MANAGED,~LEVIED ~EVEN~BANNED
annoves-y-The-issue CAN~CONFINE~CATS~TO~A~PROPERTY

CARALAL~TATS ~GRYSHOK-5~ DS

CAROEAL -HAS~IPSET - THE-BALANEE

CANNOT~CONFINE~CATS~TD~A~PROPERTY

CATS~DAMAGE~NATURAL~ECBLOGY c475-485-mPomranr-o-1i-ousey

Figure 4. Phrase-cl oud f omatthueg eopwid h free catso
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CATS-DANACE-NATURAL-ECHLDEY

CATS-ARE-IMPORTANT-FOR - THE-ECOLOGY

CONFLICTED-DVER-NATURE-AND -PETS

Figure 5. Phrase-c | oud for the O&éprotect free ca

Figure 4 shows that the dominant- addit
nature with free catsd6 group was that
trumps pets, implying that pet owners need to accept this. The opposite, of
course, was the case forhe oOprotect free cats frorm
Mo st t hought t hat cats could not be ¢
minority argued that cats play a role in the ecology too and complained that the
caracals were destructive of small gamel &irdsi and could even pose a

danger to children.

5.The camera-trap survey and report by the
City of Cape Town

As part of the promised informatiayathering exerciselLouis van Wyk
conducted a camera trap study over a tmeath period in 2017 on theABE

and on the bordering sections of the
found that birds accounted for overthgpel ar t er s of t he &6f aun
in the ABE, and that if only mammals are considered, the most active mammal
was the domesticat, followed by small grey mongoo§€éigure 6), springbok,
domestic dogs under contra@dnus lupus familarjsand Cape grysbok (Figure

7) (Van Wyk, 2017: 5). For the BBNR section of the survey, birds accounted for

just over a third of faunal events (62) and when looking only at mammals,

17 The report did not specify the dates or even the months of the survey.
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the small grey mongoose was the most active, followed by rdéiémais, mice
and gerbils) the common duiker Sylvicapra grimmia Cape grysbok and
steenboklpc. cit). The analysis did not adjust for whether patacundividual
animals were photographed multiple times.

0
@ 62F17C @ 06-30-2017 22:11:49

<

Source: Van Wyk (2017: 13).

Figure 6: Small grey mongoose (left) and small spotted genet (right) in
the ABE

The sampling effort (number of cameras multiplied by the number of days the
caneras were active) amounted to 701 in the ABE and 479 in the BBN#&

relative activity index (RAI) for each animal in each area was calculated as the
number of photos taken of the animal divided by the sampling éffoable 4

lists the RAI for mammalén the ABE and the BBNR. It also reports a crude
6city averageb6 from camera trap studi
where RAIs have been reported for animals expected to be in that Fahgat.

can be seen from thable this average was based wary few data points with

a wide range hence it is doubtful whether one can conclude anything about the
health of the ABE ecology in comparison to it. Yet, despite acknowledging
problems with this methodology (Van Wyk, 201798 the report relied quite
heavily on this o0City averaged6 in dr av

8 This finding is unreliable as cameras are not good instruments for sampling rodent
presence.
19 There were 45 cameras used over 93 days in the ABE, and 31 cameras used over 93 days in
the BBNR (Van Wyk, 2017:-5).
20 The relative activity index uses all photos, whereas the relative ammdézdex discards
multiple photos of the same individual animal (van Wyk, 2017: 4).
21 1n other words, if an animal is expected to be there and no photos are taken, then an RAI
will be recorded of zero. If no photos are taken of animals not expectee iarea (for
example a Springbok), the RAI is simply missing.
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The report noted that grysbok numbers were higher in the ABE than in the
surveyed sections outside the fence and that with a RAI of 34.8 compared to the
average of 50.8 from camera trap surveys iy Gi Cape Town nature reserves,

Ot heir popul ation can be considered i
fragmented environment they occur I n
concluded that there was t heyedationodb c au:
t hi s slge.eit).iltesslgbatable, however, whether it is meaningful to draw
conclusions about wh at a onor mal 6 p
comparing the ABE with other nature reserves in Cape Town. Furthermore,
these static comparisonannot speak to the point made by several residents that

in their observations, the grysbok population had dedf#rietmplying that in

the past the ABE had supported a higher population.

Source: Van Wyk (2017: 13).
Figure 7: Cape grysbok in the ABE

The report attributed the Osubstanti a
ABE (34.8) and BBNR (7.5)06 to the i mp
porcupines, a species tolerant of human activity, in the estate indicates a barrier

that preventdi stri buti on or movement througtlt
(Van Wyk,2017: 11).

As indicated by Table 4, no caracals were captured on camera traps inside the
ABE or in the nearby BBNR areas. The report concluded that this meant that

22 A letter to Harry White from concerned residents dated 20 January 2017 recalled that Louis
van Wyk was reported in an ABE newsletter dated 5 August 2016 to have counted only 8
grysbok during anight count, and that although this was attributed to weather, the concerned
residents suspected that 0t he herd size has
(personal communication).
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