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1. Introduction 
 

The Primate and Predator Project (PPP) was established through a partnership between Durham 

University and Lajuma Research Centre in early 2011. The Primate and Predator Project aims to: 

(i) Assess the role of mountainous regions in biodiversity conservation 

(ii) Understand the behavioural ecology of predator-prey interactions focusing on diurnal 

primates and their predators as a model system 

(iii) Evaluate the nature and extent of human-wildlife conflict within the Soutpansberg Mountains 

 

This report summarises some of the projects scientific and community based achievements of 2017. 

 

 

2. Primate and Predator Data Collection 
 

2.1 Publications 

 

Peer reviewed publications are outlet for the PPP’s scientific findings.  Other outlets include 

newspaper articles, social media platforms and presentations. 

 

In 2017 the following papers were published, or are currently in press by members of the PPP team: 

 

Allan, A.T.L. and Hill, R.A. (2018) What have we been looking at? A call for consistency in 

studies of primate vigilance. Yearbook of Physical Anthropology 165: 4-22. doi: 

10.1002/ajpa.23381  

 

Chase Grey, J.N., Bell, S. and Hill, R.A. (2017) Leopard diets and landowner perceptions of 

human wildlife conflict in the Soutpansberg Mountains, South Africa. Journal for Nature 

Conservation 37: 56-65. 

 

Howlett, C. and Hill, R.A. (2017) Can zoo enclosures inform exclosure design for crop-raiding 

primates? A preliminary assessment. African Journal of Ecology, 55: 727–730. 

doi:10.1111/aje.12372 

 

Pitman, R.T., Fattebert, J., Williams, S.T., Williams, K.S., Hill, R.A., Hunter, L.T.B., Robinson, H., 

Power, J., Swanepoel, L., Slotow, R. and Balme, G.A. (2017) Cats, connectivity and 

conservation: incorporating data sets and integrating scales for wildlife management. Journal 

of Applied Ecology 54: 1687–1698. doi:10.1111/1365-2664.12851 

 

Pitman, R.T., Fattebert, J., Williams, S.T., Williams, K.S., Hill, R.A., Hunter, L.T.B., Slotow, R. and 

Balme, G.A. (2017) The conservation cost of game ranching. Conservation Letters 10(4): 403-

413. doi: 10.1111/conl.12276 
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Williams, S.T., Williams, K.S., Lewis, B.P. and Hill, R.A. (2017) Population dynamics and threats 

to an apex predator outside protected areas: implications for carnivore management. Royal 

Society Open Science 4(4). doi: 10.1098/rsos.161090 

 

 

Published papers are available to download from 

https://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/downloads/ 

 

2.2 Primate Data 

 

Our primate research is currently focused on habituated samango monkeys, vervet monkeys and 

chacma baboons on Lajuma and its neighbouring properties.  We collect behavioural, dietary and 

ranging data on these species, and conduct habitat and phenological assessments in order to 

understand changes in food availability. We are also trying to habituate new samango and vervet 

groups. 

 
Figure 1. Samango monkey (Cercopithecus albogularis schwarzi) 

 

2.2.1 Samango Monkey Research 

 

At Lajuma Research Centre there are two habituated groups of samango monkeys - House and Barn 

groups. Since February 2012 these groups have been followed from when they wake at dawn, until 

they settle in their sleeping sites just after dusk. Researchers collect behavioural data by scan 

sampling every 20 minutes, using a uniform methodological procedure developed by the PPP. 

 

https://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/downloads/
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2.2.1.1 Samango monkey's Ecology of Fear 

 

Laura R. LaBarge 

 

Laura has been conducting field work for her PhD at State University of New York since 2017. Laura is 

interested in samango monkey’s ecology of fear and the potential influence of human observers on 

stress-associated hormones in PPP’s habituated groups. Specifically, she is investigating four separate 

questions at Lajuma: Q1. Does encountering a predator increase behavioural and spatial coordination 

in groups of samango monkeys? Q2. What social and environmental variables most affect social 

information transfer about the presence of predators by wild samango monkeys? Q3. Do samango 

monkeys use the memory of predator encounter locations as a source of information for group 

movement and predation risk assessment? Q4. Do samango monkeys perceive themselves to be 

under less predation risk in the presence of humans, as measured by variation in stress-related 

hormones? 

 

In 2017 Laura's fieldwork was focused on testing whether realistic-looking model predators could 

serve to elicit reactions similar to when these groups encounter live predators. These trials informed 

methodological changes to her research that she will be implementing in 2018 and 2019. She also 

tested field extraction methods on samango monkey fecal samples for eventual assay of cortisol 

metabolites via EIA kits. Lastly, she assisted with collecting scan data on the two habituated groups 

which will eventually be part of analysis to investigate if predator encounters change group spatial 

cohesion and behavioral coordination. Laura's next field season will begin in May 2018 and fieldwork 

for these projects will finish in December 2019. 

 

2.2.1.2 Multiple scale habitat selection of the endangered samango monkey (Cercopithecus 

albogularis schwarzi) living in the Soutpansberg Mountains, South Africa 

 

Ed Parker 

 

Resource selection functions (RSFs) provide an invaluable tool for predicting the availability of 

preferred habitat across a landscape, which has important conservation implications. Ed designed 

2nd (selection of ranging area), 3rd (selection of core ranging area) and 4th (feeding site selection) 

order RSFs for the endangered samango monkey. He used GPS points from two samango monkey 

groups followed between 2012 – 2016 to quantify the used and available habitat for this species 

within the western Soutpansberg Mountains, South Africa. He then mapped suitable habitats for 

samango monkeys across the entire Soutpansberg Mountains for each RSF order. Samango monkeys 

strongly selected for areas of high productivity, associated with the indigenous mistbelt forest, within 

each RSF order. Western aspects and high elevations associated with the mistbelt forest were also 

selected for. In contrast, steep slopes, easterly aspects, proximity to rivers and human-altered 

habitats were avoided. The findings further demonstrate the importance of indigenous forest types, 

such as the mistbelt forest, to samango monkeys, whilst also showing the fragmentation of these 
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suitable habitats across the Soutpansberg Mountains. Conservation measures for this species should 

focus on maintaining indigenous forest and restoring natural corridors connecting suitable habitat, 

whilst minimising disturbance in and around these indigenous forest patches. 

 
Figure 2. Map showing the predicted probability of habitat use by samango monkeys across the 
western Soutpansberg Mountains. Red areas indicate high probability of use and green areas indicate 
a low probability. 
 
2.2.1.3 Effect of indigenous forest use and habitat productivity on the ranging patterns of the 

endangered samango monkey (Cercopithecus albogularis schwarzi) 

 

 

Ed Parker 

 

 

 

The endangered samango monkey (Cercopithecus albogularis schwarzi) living in the Soutpansberg 

Mountains, South Africa, is largely confined to the indigenous mistbelt forest, and is exposed to 

significant spatial and temporal variation in resources. Ed explored how resource availability and 

indigenous forest use influenced ranging patterns in the samango monkey. He used statistical models 

to explore how field sampled and remotely sensed (satellite) estimates of productivity and mistbelt 

forest use influenced ranging patterns of the habituated samango monkey groups. He found that day 

journey length significantly increased with fruit availability and decreased with availability of highly 

productive forest patches. Total home range size also decreased with availability of these highly 
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productive patches. No effect of remotely sensed productivity on home range or day journey length 

was found. In addition, both total and core home range size significantly decreased with mistbelt 

forest use. These findings highlight the importance of both the mistbelt forest and highly productive 

patches on samango monkey ranging patterns. This suggests that management plans should be 

focused towards reclaiming and restoring areas of indigenous forest, maintaining and developing 

natural corridors linking areas of suitable habitat and minimising the conversion of land for 

agriculture in and around large forest patches. 

 

2.2.1.4 The Effects of Weather on Cercopithecus albogularis schwarzi Ranging Behaviour and Habitat 

Choice 

 

James Russ-Silsby 

 

Samango monkeys like most primate species displays some thermo-regulative behaviours, such as 

sunbathing and huddling, in response to stress. However, the environment they live in is very varied 

in habitat type and each habitat has its own microclimate. These microclimates pose an opportunity 

for samango monkeys to regulate their temperature in a different way. The aim of James' research 

was to determine if weather would influence samango monkey ranging behaviour at Lajuma. 

 

James followed two groups of habituated samango monkeys throughout 2017, collecting GPS points 

to determine habitat type in conjunction with NDVI maps (satellite images that measure vegetation 

greenness). Daily distance travelled and sleep site usage were also determined using these points. 

Weather data was acquired from a weather station positioned at Lajuma within both groups home 

ranges. James then produced statistical models to look at the effects of weather on habitat usage, 

daily travel distance and sleep site usage. The results showed a number of weather factors, including 

temperature, rain and humidity, to be significant influences on habitat choice. The samangos 

appeared to be using the properties of the various habitats to minimize the impact of the weather 

conditions. However, weather had no significant impact on daily travel distance or sleep site usage. It 

is likely that other factors, such as predation risk or human disturbance, are more important for these 

aspects of habitat use. 

 
2.2.1.5 Mate choice in female samango monkeys how male reproductive strategies shape male-

female relationships 

 

  

 

Lydia White 

 

 

 

Lydia's study aimed to evaluate the behaviour of female samango monkeys towards different males 

in and out of breeding season to assess how different reproductive strategies may influence male-

female relationships and group structure. She found that the coercion defense and protector male 

hypothesis, predicting that females will form an ally with a resident male to protect herself and her 

offspring from the threat that unfamiliar males present, proved inconclusive. Grooming of the 
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resident male was found to increase during the influx of bachelor males, but with the diverse and 

extensive functions that grooming serves it cannot be shown that this is directly related to bonding 

or mate choice. Aggressions towards males were also unbiased, suggesting that bachelors do not 

adopt coercive strategies or that sexual aggression from bachelors is not a significant enough factor 

to cause females to be more aggressive towards such males. It rather seems that the paternity 

confusion hypothesis is more influential in male-female relationships. Both number of aggressive 

behaviours and copulation events showed that all males were equally likely to be involved in such 

interactions. This provides further evidence that the threat of infanticide from males, with whom 

females have not mated with, is the biggest threat to the reproductive success of females. Thus, the 

strategy that females will mate promiscuously in order to confuse paternity and make it possible that 

an infanticidal male may kill his own offspring is the biggest factor affecting the behaviour of females 

towards males. This, however, formulates the question as to why males form permanent associations 

with groups if such an association is not reproductively advantageous. Further studies, investigating 

the ecological, social and reproductive benefits of permanent male-female associations in seasonal 

breeding primates would therefore be necessary to answer this question 

 
Figure 3. Bar chart showing the number of Samango male matings during the breeding season of 

2017 across the two research groups. Bars in red were the groups dominant male prior to breeding 

season, blue bars are individuals identified from the bachelor male group, while the green bar 

represents matings where the male was unidentified. 

 

 

2.2.2 Vervet Monkey Research 

 

A group of habituated vervet monkeys is studied continuously throughout the year using similar scan 

sampling methodologies to the samango monkey research. 
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2.2.2.1 Does duration of group residency influence male groom patterns? 

 

 

Alice Newton 

 

 

Grooming is a behaviour that can be traded for reduced aggression and the opportunity to mate, 

depending on the individuals rank in the group. Vervet monkeys spend a large part of their day social 

grooming. This can be reciprocal, where they groom one other at equal levels, or more unbalanced, 

where one individual receives more groom than they initiate. During mating season lower ranking 

male vervets can be transient so move between groups in the hope of successfully climbing the social 

hierarchy of another group. This results in vervet groups being formed of males of different joining 

dates and ranks that show varied reciprocities in grooming.  

 

Alice collected grooming focal data on ten habituated vervets containing four existing males, two 

new born males; two newly joined adult males and two females. This provided an ample split 

between old and new male members to investigate whether the length of time a male has spent 

within a group can be correlated to their grooming reciprocity. The Grooming Reciprocity Index (R) 

can be calculated to produce a number between 1 (complete selfless groom) and -1 (complete selfish 

groom), whereby a result of 0 shows grooming reciprocity. 

 

This study found that the old existing males had the most even reciprocity when comparing mean 

grooming bout lengths in seconds (R = 0.036) and new joining males the least (R = 1). Furthermore, 

the males who were newly born into the group showed the most selfish grooming patterns (R = -

0.648). This study shows that the time a male has spent in a group does influence his grooming 

reciprocity as the longer a male had been in the group the move even his grooming reciprocity. In 

comparison, the males born in the group were largely recipients of grooming (due to age and kin 

effects). Overall, the lack of completely even grooming within the group shows that vervets do not 

simply groom each other reciprocally but trade grooming for lots of other behaviours and 

commodities according to the biological market theory. Therefore, the length of time a male has 

spent within a group is only a small factor affecting his groom reciprocity as in reality a vervet social 

network is extremely complex. 

 

2.2.2.2 Does giving grooming reduce anxiety in vervets (Cercopithecus aethiops) as measured by 

incidences of self-directed behaviours? 

Fleur Miles-Farrier  

Social grooming is considered one of the most common and significant affiliative behaviours amongst 

non-human primates and can take up to 10-20% of the daily activity budget of anthropoid primates. 

Its function has long been investigated and is primarily thought to assist in the removal of 

ectoparasites and vegetation/skin debris from the fur and skin, as well as developing or maintaining 

social bonds. Many studies, most focusing on behavioural indicators but some also quantitative 

physiological measures, have shown the short-term and long-term hedonic benefits of grooming, 
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with reduced incidences of self-directed behaviours, lowered heart rate, and reduced glucocorticoid 

levels. However, the majority of studies have focused on the effects of grooming on the receiver. 

The aims of this study were to investigate whether grooming reduces anxiety and stress in the short-

term of the grooming-giver, as measured by the rate of the self-directed behaviours of self-scratching 

(ss) and self-grooming (sg). Data was collected over a four-month period between May and August 

2017, on the small vervet group. The baseline rates of ss and sg for each group member were 

collected via 10-minute focal observations. Incidences of allogrooming were also collected by ad-lib 

sampling, followed by 10-minute continuous focal sampling to record the post-groom rates of ss and 

sg. A dominance hierarchy was also created by calculating the number of wins and losses of 

individuals within aggressive events, as recorded by ad-lib sampling over the same time-period. 

The mean post-groom ss and sg rates were compared to the corresponding mean baseline rates. The 

results have shown no significant difference between baseline and post-groom ss and sg rates, 

suggesting giving-groom does not reduce anxiety in the groomer. However, for three of five 

individuals, correlation analysis did show a positive relationship between groom duration and the 

following ss and sg rates, suggesting the possibility that giving-groom may actually increase anxiety in 

the groomer. The main limitation was the small sample size, and most differences seen between 

individuals are more likely explained by gender and/or age, as opposed to group rank. 

 

2.2.3 Chacma Baboon Research 

 

The PPP devised a methodology for baboon data collection based on combinations of scan samples 

(data are collected on all individuals sighted within a five minute period) and focal samples (data are 

collected on a particular individual’s activities during a ten minute period). Long-term data collection 

allows the PPP to understand seasonal feeding, ranging and behavioural activity, and also allows us 

to monitor how baboons respond to significant environmental changes. 

 

 
Figure 4. Baboon feeding from Acacia karroo 
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2.2.3.1 Baboon overview. 

 

Two confirmed predations (by adult male leopards regularly recorded on the PPP camera grid) plus 

several individuals going missing led to the group-size diminishing greatly last year; however, 

breeding success has been high, leading to an increase in infant and juvenile numbers. With the 

heavy rains towards the end of 2016 and early 2017, many unfamiliar tree species began to fruit. As a 

result, the baboons ranged into some unfamiliar areas, with numerous unfamiliar tree species 

requiring identification. With low levels of rain towards the end of 2017 and early 2018 so far, it 

seems natural forage is most abundant in the areas West of Diepkloof. This has coincided with the 

habituated study group moving further West than normal, with a number of other groups of baboons 

(that PPP does not follow or study) ranging more frequently into the Lajuma, Bergplatz, Ottosdahl, 

and Diepkloof areas.  

 

2.2.3.2 Exploring sampling methodologies used in behavioural ecology. 

 

 

 

Andrew Allan 

 

 

 

Andy is continuing to work on his PhD whilst overseeing the collection of PPP’s long-term behavioral 

data on the baboons. Over the coming year he hopes to complete his study exploring sampling 

methodologies used in behavioral ecology, and the role this can play in influencing results. Andy 

published the following review article with Russell Hill: 

 

What have we been looking at? A call for consistency in studies of primate vigilance 

 

Abstract: Vigilance functions to detect threats. In primates, these threats emerge from both 

predators and conspecifics, but a host of other social, demographic, and ecological factors have been 

shown to influence primate vigilance patterns. The primate vigilance literature is thus characterized 

by considerable variation in findings, with inconsistent or contradictory results reported not only 

across different species but also within species and populations across studies. Some of this variation 

could emerge from fundamental differences in the methods employed, making comparisons across 

species and groups challenging. Furthermore, identifying consistent behavioral markers for the state 

of vigilance appears to have proved challenging in primates, leading to a range of definitions being 

developed. Deviation at this level leads directly into concomitant variation at the level of sampling 

methodologies. As a result, the primate vigilance literature currently presents a diverse series of 

approaches to exploring subtly different behaviors and phenomena. This review calls for a greater 

consistency in studying vigilance, with the aim of encouraging future research to follow similar 

principles leading to more comparable results. Identifying whether an animal is in a vigilant state is 

challenging for most field researchers; identifying and recording a more general behavior of “looking” 

should though be more achievable. Experimental approaches could then be employed to understand 

the compatibility “looking” has with predator detection (and other threats) in individual study 

systems. The outcome of this approach will allow researchers to understand the key determinants of 
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looking in their study groups and explore threat detection probabilities given an individual or group’s 

relative level of looking. 

 

2.2.3.3 Social resilience and stress reactivity in chacma baboons 

 

Zina Morbach 

 

Zina is from Roehampton University and collected the data for her PhD project at Lajuma from 

January to November 2017. Her main research interest is whether and how individuals differ in their 

stress reactivity, and, if there are differences, whether these might be linked to social behaviours 

such as grooming or aggression, or to other factors such as age and sex. Additionally, she wants to 

find a measure of ‘resilience’ as this is a term often used in the scientific literature, but one that has 

hardly been defined. Resilience literally means ‘to bounce back’, so that means if an individual is 

resilient it has the ability to relatively quickly come back to baseline levels after being stressed, for 

example. 

 

To investigate these questions, Zina has collected data on our habituated baboon group with the help 

of her assistant Allison Stitt. They collected 320 hours of observational data of all social behaviours 

(such as grooming and fighting) as well as self-directed behaviours (such as scratching and yawning). 

In addition, they have collected about 350 faecal samples, which are currently being analysed for 

cortisol levels in the UK, as well as ratings on coat condition, and thermal images of the baboons, to 

get a more complex understanding of the effects of stress on the individual. As several baboons got 

killed by predators or disappeared during her study, this will give Zina the opportunity to directly 

investigate the effects of stress and how the disappearance of certain individuals influences the rest 

of the group. In combination with the long-term data collected by PPP on survival and reproduction, 

this allows a complex investigation into inter-individual differences in resilience and coping with 

stress. 

 
Figure 5. Chacma baboons in a grooming bout 
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2.2.4 Vegetation Research 

 

2.2.4.1 The role of samango monkeys in seed dispersal in the Soutpansberg Mountains 

 

 

Simon Stringer 

 

 

 

Simon, from Liverpool John Moores University, UK, is researching seed dispersal effectiveness in the 

three diurnal primate species here at Lajuma. His PhD is part funded through the AESOP+ scholarship, 

which is a multidisciplinary and intersectorial Erasmus Mundus consortium, co-coordinated by the 

University Paul Sabatier-Toulouse 3 in France, and the University of the Western Cape (South Africa). 

AESOP+ is a partnership composed by 10 European and 8 South African university partners, as well as 

six additional associate members. Simon is registered at the University of Venda while in South 

Africa.  

 

Seed dispersal effectiveness (SDE) is a framework that aids in investigating the relative roles of seed 

dispersers in the community composition of forests. To investigate SDE, Simon has been following 

habituated groups of samango monkeys, collecting data on the tree species they utilise, how they 

process the fruits and the seeds, and how far seeds are dispersed throughout Lajuma. In addition, 

Simon has been collecting faecal samples from the primates, identifying and germinating the seeds 

found within them. Furthermore, Simon’s plans to conduct a gut retention study to investigate how 

much time it take for seeds to pass through the digestive tract of samango monkeys. Combining 

these methodologies will help understand the relationship between the samango monkeys and tree 

composition, as well as identify the key plant species found in the diets of this species. 

 

 

2.3 Predator-Prey Ecology 

 

Another research aim of the PPP is to investigate predator-prey relationships. We have used a myriad 

of methods to achieve this, including scat analysis, experimental approaches, interacting baboon and 

leopard collars, and behavioural observations of primates and other prey species. 

 

2.3.1.1 Leopard and baboon interactions 

 

   

Alec Ayers 

 

Alec’s PhD research focuses on predator-prey interactions between baboons and leopards. Although 

previous research on predator-prey interactions primarily emphasises on the behavioural ecology of 

the prey item, Alec believes that interactions between sympatric species can only be assessed with a 

mutual understanding on how they independently interact within their environment. As a result, Alec 
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hopes to not only attain a better understanding on how baboons may modify their behaviour out of 

the perceived risk of leopard predation, yet also the environmental and anthropogenic factors that 

influences where and when leopards choose to reside in and be active. 

With the aid of GPS collars and remote sensing data, Alec has in so far assessed the factors that 

influence where leopards are more likely to occur throughout the Western Soutpansberg Mountains 

as well as within their home ranges. His findings demonstrate that leopards prefer to select (and live 

in) the heavily vegetated and topographically complex confines of the mountains while 

simultaneously showing that the low lying and human dominated areas surrounding the mountains 

do not seem suitable habitat and are thus, most likely avoided. 

With the aid of activity sensors in the GPS collars, Alec assessed whether leopards shifted in response 

to factors such habitat composition (slope, vegetation structure, and elevation), weather, and day 

length. He then evaluated whether leopards that ventured into low lying human-dominated areas 

were likely to shift their activity levels compared those found on the mountain. The results suggested 

that leopards increased their activity during rainy and windy conditions (which might improve 

hunting success), and rest more in heavily vegetated and sloped areas. Interestingly, leopards that 

occasionally went off of the mountain increased their activity levels when in proximity to humans, 

but largely confined this activity to night. Coupled with the results from leopard home range 

selection, these analyses show that leopards in Western Soutpansberg both spatially and temporally 

avoid humans and highly prefer to live and hunt in more remote parts of the mountain range. 

Currently, Alec is evaluating the factors that influences where baboons are more likely to alarm call 

throughout their home range in order to determine where on the landscape baboons are more likely 

to perceive as risky from predators, other baboon groups and a range of environmental factors. The 

results from a preliminary analysis show that the probability of encountering leopards as well as 

other baboon groups positively influences where on the landscape baboons are more likely to alarm 

call.  

 
Figure 6. Map showing the probability of occurrence of leopard in the western Soutpansberg 
Mountains. Red areas indicate high probability and green areas indicate low probability. 
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2.4 Predator Data 

 

2.4.1 Camera Trapping 

 

2.4.1.1 Leopard densities in the Soutpansberg Mountains 

Throughout Africa, large carnivore populations are declining due to anthropogenic threats including 

persecution by humans, particularly over livestock related conflicts; hunting, habitat destruction, and 

loss of prey base and globally the majority of large carnivore species have undergone substantial 

range contractions. Leopards were uplisted to a Vulnerable status in 2015 by the IUCN Global Red List 

Assessment. Few studies exist which track the changes in population densities, and their threats, 

particularly outside protected areas. This uncertainty in population measures has resulted in the 

leopard trophy hunting ban in South Africa in 2016 while calling for further data to be collected. 

Through our camera trapping efforts in the western Soutpansberg Mountains we are able to provide 

annual assessments on the trends in a leopard population. 

The PPP has been continuously monitoring the leopard density in the western Soutpansberg since 

2012 over an area of approximately 6,000 hectares. We use an array of 46 camera traps in static 

locations to photograph leopards, which are then identified on an individual basis using their unique 

spot pattern. The locations and dates at which different individuals are photographed are used to 

estimate the population density using spatially explicit capture recapture models. This has allowed us 

to estimate the density of leopards and assess the population structure six times per year over a 

period of four years. These results were recently published and showed that the leopard population 

had declined by nearly 66% since our first population estimates in 2008 and by over 30% since 2012. 

 

2.4.1.2 The Limpopo Leopard Project 

We are collaborating with South African governmental authorities in order to assist with collection of 

reliable evidence on leopard population size and trends in South Africa. Dr Guy Balme and Dr Ross 

Pitman, researchers from Panthera (a felid conservation organisation), are working with authorities 

on the Limpopo Leopard Project. This project aims to determine the population trends of leopards 

across Limpopo Province. They are surveying close to 30 different sites across Limpopo, Mpumalanga 

and KwaZulu Natal using camera traps. Since 2014, the PPP has been assisting Panthera to establish 

and manage a camera trapping grid of approximately 18,000 hectares in the Soutpansberg 

Mountains, which will record data on leopard population trends for two months each year for a 

decade. This data is used to directly inform leopard management strategies, and ensure the 

sustainability of management protocols. 

Between August and October 2014, 31 leopards were photographed. At least one leopard was 

detected on the majority of the 40 camera stations (93%). Capture-recapture models estimated 

leopard density at between 5 and 6 leopards per 100 km
2
. Between February and April 2015, 23 

leopards were photographed. Between 2014 and 2015 there was a turnover rate of 30% (i.e. 30% of 

individuals in 2015 were new). Leopard density in 2015 was estimated at just under 5 leopards per 
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100 km
2
. Between March and May 2017, 26 leopards were photographed and the density calculated 

at 8 leopards per 100 km
2
.  

The 2017 grid was conducted between the 3rd of March and 29th of April 2017. Over 30,000 

photographs were taken of which over 15,000 were independent captures. In total, 51 different 

species were photographed. Leopards were photographed at 98% of camera-trap stations. Twenty-

six individual leopards were captures on the camera traps during the survey period of these, 14 were 

classed adult female, 8 adult male, and 4 of unknown sex. Five of the adult males appeared to be 

above 7 years of age which is indication that the demographic composition of the population appears 

to be fairly healthy. The leopard population density was estimated at 6.0 per 100 km2.  

The results from the Limpopo Monitoring Project provide robust data to inform leopard management 

decisions. The results from the 2017 survey suggest a decline since 2016, but this estimate is 

relatively similar to that of 2015, which implies that the population may have remained stable over 

the last few years. Whether the population in the western Soutpansberg will remain relatively stable 

at between 6 and 8 leopards per 100 km2 or whether the decline in 2017 is part of the downward 

trend experienced across much of Limpopo, is still to be determined. We will be conducting the 5th 

annual survey in collaboration with Panthera starting the 5th of March 2018 and will then be able to 

get some further insights into the leopard population of the area. 

We are very grateful to all the landowners who support this project and we look forward to working 

with them again. 

 

2.4.1.3 Platjan Leopard Survey 

Through a collaboration between the PPP and Cheetah Outreach, and funded by an Earthwatch 

Shulman Award to Philip, we conducted a camera trapping survey in the Platjan area bordering 

Botswana. This grid was to estimate the leopard population density after farmers were concerned 

about the perceived high numbers of leopards in the area. 

The survey was conducted between the 26th of July and 30th of November 2017 using 70 cameras at 

35 camera-trap stations. More than half a million photos were taken in this period which resulted in 

a high workload. All photos have been tagged and leopard photos have been extracted for 

identification purposes. More than 1100 photos of leopards were captured at 83% of camera-trap 

stations (29 of 35 stations). The survey covered an area of approximately 22,300 (223 km2) hectares.  
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Figure 7. A young male leopard from the Platjan study site. 
 

 
Figure 8. A leopard photographed on camera traps in Limpokwena Nature Reserve. 
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Figure 9. Hippo Mother and infant captured on camera traps in Limpokwena Nature Reserve. 
 

This data is still in the process of being analysed but should be done relatively soon. Thank you to all 

the landowners from the Platjan farming community for their hospitality and support. 

2.4.1.4 Mara Camera Trapping Survey 

Through collaboration between the PPP and Dr Lourens Swanepoel (University of Venda) we 

conducted a camera trapping survey in the Mara farming area (south of the mountains). The purpose 

of this camera trapping survey was to assess the carnivore communities in a mixed land use system 

before the placement of Anatolian livestock guarding dogs. We plan on conducting a second survey in 

the same area (with the permission of the various landowners) later this year.  

This study forms part of a larger collaborative project between the PPP, Dr Lourens Swanepoel 

(University of Venda), Dr Fred Dalerum (University of Oviedo), Dr Kyran Kunkel (American Prairie 

Reserve), Dr Natasha Constant (University of Cardiff), and Dr David Marnewick and Derek van der 

Merwe (both from the Endangered Wildlife Trust’s Carnivore Conservation Programme). The project 

aims to investigate the impacts of Anatolian livestock guarding dogs on carnivore guilds and whether 

they enforce spatial or temporal niche partitioning within a landscape.  

We aim to conduct carnivore surveys before the placement of Anatolian dogs in the study site and 

during the working period of the dogs to investigate, using a robust before-after control-

implementation study design, whether there are any impacts of these dogs on carnivore 

spatiotemporal trends.  
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a)  b)  
Figure 10. An aardwolf (a) and serval (b) captured during the Mara camera-trap survey 
 

Between the 1st of March and 30th of May over 80,000 photos were taken with 39 different 

mammalian species recorded. The study site covered over 9,500 hectares (95 km2) using 62 cameras 

at 31 camera-trap stations. One male leopard was photographed, one adult female, and one 

unidentifiable leopard across the study area. Fourteen servals and minimum 16 African civets were 

identified across the study area. Species recorded in Mara are listed in Table 1 below indicating the 

number of camera capture events, and number of camera-trap stations were species were captured. 

Table 1: Species recorded in Mara camera trapping survey 

Species Number of events Number of stations 

Aardvark 37 11 

Aardwolf 54 9 

African Civet 113 16 

African Wildcat 142 21 

Banded Mongoose 16 12 

Bird 186 22 

Black-Backed Jackal 419 19 

Blue Wildebeest 31 3 

Brown Hyaena 18 7 

Bushbuck 50 13 

Bushpig 9 7 

Cape Buffalo 10 1 

Cape Porcupine 213 21 

Caracal 29 12 

Chacma Baboon 57 10 

Common Duiker 317 22 

Common Warthog 128 17 

Crested Guinea Fowl 6 2 

Domestic Animal 946 24 

Domestic Dog 25 12 
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Francolin 148 21 

Genet 44 19 

Giraffe 20 2 

Greater Cane-rat 1 1 

Greater Kudu 145 20 

Helmeted Guinea Fowl 118 17 

Honey Badger 18 12 

Human 1765 31 

Impala 129 8 

Klipspringer 1 1 

Leopard 10 6 

Lesser Bushbaby 2 1 

Monitor Lizard 1 1 

Mouse 1 1 

Nyala 42 8 

Scrub Hare 138 15 

Serval 64 13 

Slender Mongoose 21 8 

Spotted Hyaena 1 1 

Steenbok 62 12 

Tortoise 1 1 

Tree Squirrel 3 3 

Vervet Monkey 147 14 

Waterbuck 14 6 

White Tailed Mongoose 17 6 

Zebra 5 1 

  

This study is still in progress and all landowners will be shown the results as soon as they are ready. 

Thank you to all the landowners who gave us permission and support to work on their properties. 

2.4.1.5 Meso-predator release of caracals amongst a declining leopard population 

 

Sandi Monger 

 

Camera trap studies started in the 1980’s for the African leopard and the African caracals, primarily 

focusing on diet, home range and population density of both species. Studies are becoming 

increasingly popular for conservation purposes using a wide range of methods for wildlife species, 

with most of the studies being published in the last decade. Camera traps can be highly effective 

whilst being reasonably affordable which means it is a highly used approach by conservationists. 

Leopards are the apex predator of the western Soutpansberg Mountains and with their population 

declining the aim of this study is to see whether caracal visits have increased due to mesopredator 

release. Using the PPP camera trap data to determine how many visits there were to each camera 

station for both leopards and caracals between 2014 and 2016, the results showed that there was an 
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overall decrease in caracal visits and an overall increase in leopard visits over the years. There 

seemed to be no correlation between how often leopard and caracal visit monthly and no correlation 

between how often leopards and caracals visit according to seasons (wet and dry). There was a 

significant difference between how often leopards and caracals visited according to certain time 

periods which could indicate temporal avoidance. Both species have different niches which include, 

prey species, different habitat preference, home range sizes and when they are active. 

 

2.4.2 Brown hyena diet composition 

 

Brown hyenas (Parahyaena brunnea) are known as predominantly scavengers with an opportunistic 

foraging behaviour. However, most data on brown hyena diet composition come from different 

habitats to that of the Limpopo bushveld, for example from the Kalahari system or the Namibian 

deserts. There is a lack of information on brown hyena diets relating to their whole distribution range 

which requires further investigation. This resulted in Philip collecting 60 brown hyena scats from 

Zingela Nature Reserve in 2013 to investigate their diet composition. Standard techniques for scat 

analysis were used to identify prey remains from most of the collected scats. These contained 18 

different mammals, as well as, birds, insects, plant material, and plastic water pipes. The hairs of 

common duiker (Sylvicapra grimmia) were found the most frequent in faeces, followed by kudu 

(Tragelaphus strepsiceros) and steenbuck (Raphicerus campestris). 

 

Early in February 2018, Philip and PPP assistant Nadine Holmes went back to Zingela to go on a 

treasure hunt to find more poo. The reserve is over 23,000 hectares big and over two days they 

covered about three quarters of the total reserve area. They found a total of 148 scats in two days! 

These scats are being processed at the moment and we should be finished with this study later in 

2018. 

 

 
Figure 11. Predator research assistant, Nadine Holmes, washing scats to extract all the prey remains. 
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3. Community Engagement and Conflict Resolution 
 

3.1 Community Engagement 

 

3.1.1 Relationship Building 

With the generous extension of our funding through the Earthwatch-Shell partnership we were able 

to continue the role of Philip Faure as the Community Engagement Officer. In order for conservation 

engagement to be successful, there needs to be trust between the involved parties. Philip acts as a 

first point of contact with local stakeholders, and has been busy building and maintaining 

relationships with many farmers and landowners over the past 18 months. As expected, some 

relationships take time to develop, with some landowners often suspicious of conservationists. Philip 

advertises his human-wildlife conflict mitigation call-out services through social media, regular farm 

visits, and newspaper articles.  

Throughout 2017, Philip has established connections with various stakeholders including farmers, 

government conservation officials, educators, headman and leaders from the local rural villages, and 

the general public. In the first year of Philip’s role, he met 338 different stakeholders within the 

region. Now, almost approaching three years, he has met even more stakeholders, but more 

importantly, has built on existing relationships and gained more trust and credibility from key 

stakeholders.  

 

3.1.2 Environmental Education 

In addition to engaging with communities and stakeholders, Philip has visited several schools to teach 

children about the importance of biodiversity, conservation and the impacts of snaring. Philip visits 

local schools at least once a month to teach children about the environment and to promote 

conservation and sustainability. During the last year Philip has conducted 14 school visits and 

reached out to over 700 learners through his environmental education work. Various learners have 

shown interest in nature and some have even asked him if they could work with him and the 

leopards. Philip, with help from PPP assistants, Allison Stitt, Annie Casey, Zina Morbach and James 

Russ Silsby, went to paint a mural at one of the local schools in the Kutama community to promote 

leopard conservation. 

 



21 
 

 
Figure 12. Philip teaching some learners about leopards accompanied by research assistant Bobby 
Benjamin (in the top photo). 
 

Philip also had the Ridgeway School from Louis Trichardt up at Lajuma for a day to learn about the 

research we do on leopards and monkeys and took them on eco-walks to show them the beauty of 

the mountains and teach them about forest ecology and a range of other facts from the field. In June, 

the African Leadership Academy also had some of their students at Lajuma for a day to learn about 

the livestock guarding dog project and carnivores. And in July, Philip had employees from IQ Business 

with Derek van der Merwe (Endangered Wildlife Trust) up at Lajuma to teach them about our camera 

trapping research and how it is used to contribute to conservation of leopards. They also went on a 

snare sweep at Medike where they removed several snares from the forest. 

Philip held a soccer match with Bainbridge high school against one of the local schools in the Kutama 

community. Our team got completely annihilated by the local Kutama team and the game finished 

with a score of 4-1. The one goal that the PPP-Bainbridge team was in fact sympathy own goal scored 

by Kutama!  There was a big turnout at the match and the whole school gathered around the field to 

watch us play, or should I say laugh at us play soccer! 

In July, Philip and Leah Findlay went to Leshiba to give talks on the research conducted by the PPP 
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and to promote our conservation and outreach work to a group of teachers from Seattle and Louis 

Trichardt. And in February 2018, Philip gave a presentation to the Buysdorp community on some 

preliminary findings from the Mara camera trapping study which was conducted partly on their 

property. 

 

 

3.2 Conflict Resolution 

 

3.2.1 Human-Predator Conflict Resolution 

 

3.2.1.1 Predator-proof boma building 

Philip has invested considerable time in building relationships with farmers, attending farmers 

markets (where he sometimes established an information stall) and offering to run workshops. 

Rather than formal workshops, practical demonstrations of methods to improve animal husbandry, 

particularly in boma building, have proven to be more efficient in many of the rural villages. As a 

consequence, we have undertaken a series of demonstrations for individual farmers and their farm 

staff in response to livestock losses and requests for assistance. Some of these activities have been 

very successful and have allowed Philip and our project to establish good relationships with farmers 

in the Kutama communal area and the Kranspoort community. Follow-up conversations with farmers 

who attended demonstrations suggest that those who now have bomas on their farms have not lost 

any cattle to predators after the bomas were built. Farmers have also expressed that they no longer 

use poison or other lethal methods as a result. During 2016, Philip and the PPP team, along with 

other visitors to the project, built more than 10 bomas for the local community. During 2017, Philip 

had built another 6 bomas in Kranspoort and Kutama communities. 

 
Figure 13. Image of our boma design using diamond mesh wire walls, a corrugated iron roof, and the 
all completely covered with thorny bushes to stop animals from forcing through or under the boma. 
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3.2.1.2 Livestock guardian dogs 

Philip has been advocating the use of Anatolian livestock guarding dogs (LGDs) in the area as a means 

to mitigate livestock losses from predators. We have also started collaborating with the Endangered 

Wildlife Trust (EWT) carnivore and LGD project. Philip is also collaborating with the Cheetah Outreach 

to help put farmers in contact with professional conflict mitigation officers who also work with 

livestock guarding dogs in case of situations where the farmer is too far out of our area. We continue 

to ask for help from farmers in the area experiencing problems with carnivores to take part in our 

research. This research project aims to determine the impacts of LGDs on local wildlife. Farmers 

taking part in our study receive an LGD free of charge, as well as the veterinary and food costs for 

their first year. We then ask to do some camera trapping work on their land to monitor the wildlife 

populations. Working in partnership with these farmers and their neighbours, we are assessing 

perceptions of the value of LGDs and how their use changes livestock management practices and 

reported stock losses. Coupled with information from other studies, we will determine the financial 

benefits of LGD ownership and work with our ambassadors to disseminate this information to the 

farming community, with the aim of increasing the long-term adoption of LGDs. Furthermore, we aim 

to investigate whether there is an impact resulting from LGD presence on predator populations or 

other wildlife. 

 
Figure 14. One of our new Anatolian dogs, Ridley, placed in the Buysdorp communal area (left). One 

of the landowners with his livestock guarding dog (right). 
 

3.2.1.3 Wildlife deaths from snaring continue 

Philip continues to take visiting groups and our own assistants out to local farms to conduct snare 

sweeps. This activity involves searching an area for snares and removing them when found.  

Wire snaring is a popular harvesting method for bushmeat, given that snares are inexpensive, 

effective, and easy to obtain, set and conceal. Snares are non-selective and can inflict significant by-

catch (i.e. killing animals not intended for consumption). Animal body parts from by-catch are often 
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sold on the black market and for use in traditional medicine.  

Unfortunately, the impact of snaring on our local wildlife is difficult to quantify due to the secretive 

nature of bushmeat poaching. Landowners often don’t know about snares on their land and poachers 

often move away from an area abandoning active snares. Snaring can especially impact large 

carnivore populations, such as the leopards in the Soutpansberg Mountains, because they are wide 

ranging (have a high probability of running into an abandoned snare), occur in low densities (have 

large territories), and are long-lived (only reaching sexual maturity after 2 years of age). Further 

research into black market trade of animal species and the impacts of snaring on biodiversity is an 

underrated environmental issue which needs to be addressed. 

The general public can help by removing snares when found in the field and by reporting incidents of 

poaching directly to LEDET. In addition, landowners can get their employees to do a monthly snare 

sweep on their properties to remove any snares. The PPP have conducted several snare sweeps and 

removed hundreds of snares from the Soutpansberg Mountains. We would be happy to work with 

other landowners on this issue. 

 

 

4. Alldays Wildlife and Communities Research Centre 
 

Early in 2017, PPP was fortunate to receive further funding from the Earthwatch-Shell partnership. As 

well as continuing to fund our Community Outreach programme at Lajuma, this latest grant allowed 

us to expand our research base down into the Alldays area and set up a second research centre. This 

centre is now known as the Alldays Wildlife and Communities Research Centre (AWCRC) and is run 

from Campfornis Game Farm, about 10 km outside of Alldays. With the help of the Campfornis Farm 

manager, Braam de Klerk, the PPP set up the research centre and Leah Findlay transferred down to 

the new site from Lajuma as the Research Coordinator. We also appointed South African Peet Botes 

as our Farm Trials Assistant, to help with the running of the centre. Peet grew up in South Africa, 

attending an agricultural high school and completed a Masters in Nature Conservation, where he 

worked on human-baboon conflict in a peri-urban environment. Peet has also spent a year teaching 

in Thailand. 

 

From 2012 to 2014, Leah conducted her PhD field work in the Alldays area, focusing her research on 

farmer-baboon conflict and ways to mitigate it. At the AWCRC, we are now continuing with this 

research, as well as maintaining and developing the community engagement that Leah started during 

her PhD. Working towards the PPP’s third aim of “evaluating the nature and extent of human-wildlife 

conflict”, the AWCRC is focusing on trialing different methods to mitigate crop loss to wildlife, and 

working with farmers to implement these methods. We also aim to provide a service where farmers 

can seek advice or assistance from us regarding their problems with wildlife, as well as expand our 

environmental education activities into this new area. 
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Figure 15. Landscape view of the Alldays research area 

 

4.1 AWCRC Research 

 

4.1.1 Crop preference trials 

 

Before we get started with our mitigation trials, we needed to find out which crops baboons prefer to 

eat. This is important to know when developing deterrents because keeping baboons away from 

their favourite crop will be a lot more difficult than keeping them away from a crop they don’t really 

care for. In order to test this, we have been running paired choice trials since September. This 

involves presenting the baboons with 10 pairs of buckets, with one type of crop in one bucket and a 

different crop in the other. We wait and see which of the crops the baboons choose to eat first from 

each bucket pair, and record this as the preferred crop. We repeat each crop pair five times to make 

sure that we are recording a true preference. By testing a variety of crops against one another we are 

building up a hierarchy of baboons favourite crops. The current trials are being conducted on 

Campfornis Game Farm, where the baboons do not have access to crop fields. We want to repeat the 

experiment on a crop farm to test whether baboons that have access to crops differ in their 

preferences to those that do not. We also want to repeat the trials during the dry season to find out 

whether less preferred crops are eaten more readily when there is less natural vegetation to be 

eaten. Masters student Sara Guidolin from the University of Turin, with the help of volunteer Jamie 

McKaughan, started these trials for us with six crops, and we will continue with the trials into 2018 to 

include more crops. Sara also distributed a questionnaire to local farmers to ask their opinions on 

which of the crops we will test are most preferred by baboons. When we have finished the trials we 

will be able to compare the results with the farmers’ opinions to see if they match up. 
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Figure 16. A baboon selecting a favoured crop item during food preference trails 

 

4.1.2 Electric fence assessments  

 

During Leah’s PhD, electric fencing proved to be very effective at keeping baboons, as well as other 

wildlife, out of crop fields, providing of course the design is right. However, this design comes with an 

inherent problem – the electrical wire required at ground level to stop animals digging under the 

fence causes mortalities by electrocution of smaller animals, such as tortoises and snakes. Before we 

recommend this design to crop farmers, we want to try and prevent these unintended deaths. As 

such, we are conducting transects along electrical fences of different designs to assess where and 

why mortalities occur. Once this information is gathered we can try to amend the design of the 

electric fence to reduce mortalities, while maintaining the effectiveness of keeping raiding wildlife 

away from crop fields. We have started with our transects, but these will continue into 2018 before 

any results are ready. 

 

4.2 Community Engagement 
 

Being immersed within the local community we are trying at AWCRC to get involved in as much as 

possible with the local Alldays community. We have established a relationship with Alldays 

Community Project, run by Emma and Anthony Peniston, and we have already been involved with a 

couple of their activities. We have also helped Emma with her annual Christmas lunch, where she 

hands out Christmas presents to local underprivileged children. We helped Emma fundraise to 

purchase the presents, raising a whopping £1,500 from our friends and family, and our volunteers got 

involved in wrapping the masses of presents. Peet Botes and Jamie McKaughan also helped Emma 

distribute the presents and participated in the fun day on 1st December. 
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Figure 17. Children from the Alldays community receiving Christmas gifts 

 

We have also been attending our local Agri-meetings so that the farmers in our area are aware of our 

presence and we are available to them should they want to ask us for help. To promote the new 

research centre we have also presented at the Greater Mapungubwe Researchers Network meeting, 

as well as attended the Vivo Farmer’s Marketing Day in August. 

 

4.3 Environmental Education 
 

We started our environmental education programme in Alldays with the help of seasoned 

professional Philip Faure. During the visits we had from the Earthwatch ELP groups, we took the 

groups, along with Phil, to Alldays High School and had them participate in lessons on predators, 

cattle protection and snaring. After seeing how it is done, our plan is to develop new lessons on 

human-primate problems and living sustainably. 
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Figure 18. Environmental education visit to Alldays High School 

 

5. Visiting Groups 
 

5.1 Earthwatch Institute 

 

5.1.1 Enhanced Learning Programme 

 

In October we hosted two Enhanced Learning Programme (ELP) workshops in cooperation with 

Earthwatch and Shell. This initiative presents Shell employees with the opportunity to conduct citizen 

science and contribute to field based scientific research and conservation activities.  The two visiting 

Earthwatch ELP groups explored the beautiful location of Lajuma, analysed camera trap images, 

counted seeds from primate fecal samples, conducted vegetation sampling and monkey follows.  In 

addition, the ELP teams spent time at our new site in Alldays where they visited a local crop farmer 

who showed them the wildlife damage to his crops and talked with them about the sorts of problems 

he faces daily with wild animals foraging on his crops. After this meeting the groups' brain stormed 

the problems and thought about solutions. With the variety of knowledge that the Shell employees 

were able to contribute, from community engagement to engineering, they came up with some great 

ideas that we hope to test and implement in the future. 

 

5.1.2 Earth Skills Network 

 

In October and November we once again hosted two Earth Skills Network teams.  Staff members 

from both the Earthwatch Institute and Shell came to Lajuma to lead a dynamic programme based 

around developing business management skills for managers of protected areas and conservation 

NGOs. The participants on the course came from South Africa, Zambia, Cote d'Ivoire, Ghana, Nigeria, 

Mozambique, Netherlands and the USA. These programmes were a great success, with all 
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participants taking back extra knowledge on how to better manage their conservation areas. We look 

forward to welcoming them back in 2018. 

 

 

5.2 International School Visits 

 

5.2.1 Bainbridge High School 

 

Brad Lewis and Jason Uitvlugt from Bainbridge High School, near Seattle, USA, returned to Lajuma 

once more with a group of high school students. Brad has been involved with the PPP since 2013 

when he volunteered with Earthwatch together with Jason. The pair were inspired to bring their 

students to South Africa to assist the PPP and since 2014 this expedition has become an annual 

opportunity. Plans are already in progress for the group to return again in 2018. 

 

5.2.2 Calverton High School 

 

Brian Sprit and his wife Tomi-Lyn, another duo that visited Lajuma during an Earthwatch project, 

were inspired to bring their own group to Lajuma for a two week visit in 2017. We hope they will 

come back again. 

 

5.2.3 Durham University 

 

Once again Durham University Anthropology undergraduates visited Lajuma and the PPP on their 3rd 

year field course. Students spent time both at Lajuma, conducting giving up density (GUD) 

experiments on samango moneys, and on a homestay down in the local village of Indermark, getting 

involved in daily life. The students were also required to conduct an interview with a member of staff 

at Lajuma, and Philip and his conflict work proved very popular with the students. 

 

6. PPP on the BBC 
 

In August, the BBC came to South Africa to work with the PPP on a great new production called 

‘Animals with Cameras’. In this ground breaking new series, wildlife cameraman Gordon Buchanan 

joined forces with a number of scientific projects to put cameras on animals, and we were lucky 

enough to be one of those projects. With the help of the BBC, an amazing camera technician and a 

professional vet, we put cameras onto wild baboons for the first time. All of this was done on one of 

our local farms, Shiloh, with the help of Rynauw van den Heever, the farmer. After a little 

investigating of what the baboons had around their necks, and a few enquiries from other 

individuals, the baboons were quite happy to wear these cameras and film their lives for us. We were 

amazed at the BBC quality footage on such small cameras! The cameras give remarkable insight into 

these baboons’ lives, showing intimate scenes of sunbathing and grooming. Crucially, the cameras 

also show that the baboons choose wild fruits over crops if they are available, and this is a great 

place to start with developing our mitigation. We also saw baboons foraging through and eating 

animal dung, a behaviour which has rarely been recorded in the wild. After viewing this footage, 

Rynauw – a farmer who suffers high amounts of crop damage by baboons – stated that seeing how 
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dry it is out in the bush and how the baboons struggle to find food made him feel a lot sorrier for the 

baboons. We hope to use some of this footage to make videos to show local people, with the hope of 

increasing their tolerance towards baboons. The series aired in the UK on BBC One in February 2018, 

and we hope that we will eventually be able to see it in South Africa. 

 

 
Figure 19. Dr. Leah Findley filming with the BBC One crew for Animals with Cameras 

 

7. General News 
 

7.1 Departures from Lajuma 
 

After 18 months of running the PPP, Dr. Leah Findlay left her position at Lajuma. Leah continues to 

work under the umbrella of PPP and is currently establishing a new research facility at Campfonis in 

Alldays, with a primary research focus on human wildlife interactions between crop raiding baboons 

and vervet monkeys and commercial farmers.  

 

7.2 Arrivals at Lajuma 

 

In October 2017 Dr. Andrea Donaldson replaced Dr. Leah Findlay as the Research Coordinator and 

Keith Thompson joined PPP as the Field Station Manager. They come with many years of experience 

of managing primate related projects in Malawi and Kenya. 
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Figure 20. Dr. Andrea Donaldson and Keith Thompson hiking in the Soutpansberg Mountains 

 

8. Contact Us and Donate 
 

8.1 Contact Details 
 

For general enquires PPP can be contacted at:- 

 

Primate and Predator Project 

Lajuma Research Centre 

PO Box 522, Louis Trichardt (Makhado) 

0920, South Africa 

 

E-mail: primate.predator@durham.ac.uk 

 

Phone: +27 (0)63 558 3941 

 

For assistance with wildlife problems PPP can be contact at:- 

 

Primate and Predator Project 

Lajuma Research Centre 

PO Box 522, Louis Trichardt (Makhado) 

0920, South Africa 

 

E-mail: wildlife.help@durham.ac.uk  

 

Phone: +27 (0)71 841 8361 

 

 

8.2 Further Information 

 

More information about the PPP can be found at: 

mailto:wildlife.help@durham.ac.uk
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 Project website: http://community.dur.ac.uk/r.a.hill/primate_and_predator_project.htm 

 

 Project blog: http://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/ 

 

 Click to the downloads page to find all our publications: 

http://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/downloads/ 

 

 Facebook page: https://www.facebook.com/pages/Primate-and-Predator- 

Project/168026853274442?ref_type=bookmark 

 

 Project YouTube channel: http://www.youtube.com/channel/UCp6R2F0SePk_9kEcMdvV0bA 

 

 Twitter: @PrimatePredator 

 

 Instagram @primate_predator 

 

8.3 Donate to the Primate and Predator Project 

 

The important work we are doing to protect primates, predators and the biodiversity of the 

Soutpansberg Mountains is not possible without on-going funding.  Thank you so much to all the 

individuals and organisations that offered PPP financial support in 2017. 

 

If you would like to donate towards the project please follow these instructions: 

 

Visit https://www.dunelm.org.uk/donations/make-a-donation.  Under  “Donation  Information”  

select “Other” enter the amount you would like to donate.  In the “Comments” section write in 

“Primate & Predator  Project  –  Dr  R  Hill”.  Please  email  us  at  primate.predator@durham.ac.uk  so  

that  we  can ensure that the donation gets to us. 

 

9. Thank you  
 

We are extremely grateful to the many people that support our work, including landowners, funders, 

stakeholders, and volunteers. 

 

The Primate and Predator Project is extremely grateful to the following people for their support: 

 

 Lajuma Research Centre, for partnering, hosting and supporting the work of PPP. Special thanks 

go to the landowner, management team and staff members 

o Dr. Ian Gaigher 

o Jabu and Bibi Linden 

o Kyle Stuart 

o Maintenance and housekeeping staff of Lajuma including, Ticha Mudadi, Robert Mudau, 

Ephraim Rambuda, Jenifer Mudadi, Hilda Musapha and Olga Mabaso 

http://community.dur.ac.uk/r.a.hill/primate_and_predator_project.htm
http://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/
http://primateandpredatorproject.wordpress.com/downloads/
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Primate-and-Predator-Project/168026853274442?ref_type=bookmark
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Primate-and-Predator-Project/168026853274442?ref_type=bookmark
http://www.youtube.com/channel/UCp6R2F0SePk_9kEcMdvV0bA
https://twitter.com/PrimatePredator
mailto:@primate_predator
http://www.dunelm.org.uk/donations/make-a-donation
http://www.dunelm.org.uk/donations/make-a-donation
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 Oldrich and Judy van Schalkwyk 

 Brad Lewis 

 The landowners in the Soutpansberg Mountains who allow us to work on their land or offer 

support in other ways 

o Owners, families and staff of Amatola, Bergplaas, Bergtop, Buysdorp, Calitzdorp, 

Diepkloof, Goro, Koedoesvlei, Kranspoort, Leshiba, Llewellyn, Louisville, Medike, 

Ontmoet, Ottoshoek, Ottosdal, Sigurwana, Tolo, Uniondale and Vierfontein 

 Special thanks go to Leon and Lynette Oosthuizen of Ontmoet for additional assistants with land 

access 

 Gareth, his family and staff of Diepkloof for locating and returning a lost leopard collar 

 Braam de Klerk, his family and staff for hosting PPP's new Research Centre in Alldays 

 The volunteer research assistants who helped with data collection this year 

o Allison  Stitt,  Sandi Monger, Abbey Whates, Roberta Benjamin-Wand, Jade Donaldson, 

James Russ-Silsby, Lydia White, Annie Bailey, Felix Schroder, Alice Newton, Nadine 

Holmes, Anna Bush, Christopher Duff, Tristan Kleyn, Peet Botes, Benjamin Jones, Fleur 

Miles-Farrier, Rosie Wynn, Alex Whittaker, Sara Guidolin and Jamie McKaughan 

 Postgraduate students who conducted fieldwork at Lajuma and/or conducted data analysis on 

behalf of PPP 

o Sara Guidolin from the University of Turin 

o Ed Parker - Liverpool John Moores University, UK 

o Laura LaBarge - State University of New York, USA 

o Zina Morbach - Roehampton University, UK 

o Alec Ayers - Durham University 

o Katy Williams - University of Mpumalanga, South Africa 

o Simon Stringer - Liverpool John Moores University, UK and University of Venda, South 

Africa. 

 The Earthwatch Institute and our Earthwatch volunteers, with special thanks to our on-site 

facilitators 

o Stacey Baggaley 

o Paul Scott 

o Paula Lernelius 

o Phil Dickinson 

o Richard Sylvester 

 


