_____________________________________________________________________________
AFFIDAVIT
__________________________________________________________________

I, the undersigned,
Thembinkosi Malinga

do hereby make oath and states that:
I am a male employed as an inspector by the Garden Route SPCA (Society for the prevention of cruelty to animals) situated 18 Bill Jeffery street with telephone number 044 0693 0824 
The facts contained in this affidavit fall within my personal knowledge unless indicated otherwise or unless it appears so from context. The facts are also to the best of my knowledge and belief true and correct.
1.
On the 06 of February 2026 a call was received at the SPCA offices regarding an injured dog at / upon 19933 Izinyoka street Mossel bay. The complainant stated the dog has a bad neck injury.
2.
The dog was collected and taken to the SPCA. The owner called by others as Malumi was not at home but his daughter Nosipho Mayekiso with contact number 0604302111 signed the admission card on her father’s behalf.  She also resides on the property which makes her the owner: definition of owner as per The Animal Protection Act 71 0f 1969. 
5.
Upon arrival at the SPCA premises I took a closer look at the injury of the dog. Out of experienced I could determine that the injuries were caused due to embedded chaining and that the wound was already infected due to the smell. I could see that the injury was severe. I immediately took photographs and euthanised the Cross-breed type dog to prevent prolong suffering. Arrangements were made with a veterinarian to conduct a Postmortem and to compile a full report. See Annexure _____ and 
6.
I went back to the premises with Inspector Wentzel. Upon arrival no one was home. I entered the premises as the gate was not locked.  In the front yard I found an approximately 40 cm chain anchored onto a pole in an area where it’s clearly visible that a dog was being kept. The yard was not clean. Rubble and foreign objects were observed.
7.
There is no doubt that the dog suffered for more than a week with the injury around the neck. The veterinarian clearly states that the dog ___________
The owner and all tenants at the property did not ensure veterinarian treatment to assist the dog and let the dog to suffer unnecessary. It took one person from the public that notified the SPCA instead of the owner.  There is no excuse for not assisting an animal in need. If you can ask someone to phone after that specific person told you there is a concern with your dog, you deliberately and intentionally did no effort to ensure you are not letting your animal suffer. See annexure 
8.
Furthermore, in this case the elected rope/chain /material/equipment used to chain or tether or confine the dog caused tremendous suffering as the rope/chain/material/equipment used had no form of protection around the neck to prevent injury on the dog’s neck. Not only did the dog experience contact pain and discomfort, but it must also have suffered mentally psychologically and mentally, continuously experiencing a feeling of being strangled, and with every little move, even when breathing, barking, swallowing or drinking that feeling of being strangled and the accompanying pain was exacerbated. Dogs explore their world by sniffing and observing and running around to burn energy, this also helps their muscles to become strong and grow.

9.
Such suffering could have been prevented if the dog was no tethered or confined in a matter that caused injury fenced /closed /secure premises. The owner could have provided veterinary treatment for the dog 

10

THE ANIMALS PROTECTION ACT 71 OF 1962 
The animals protection act 71 of 1962 read with regulation 468 defines ‘owner’
‘Owner’ in relation to an animals ,to include any person having the charge,custody or control of that animal .  Owner therefore includes all adults resinding on the property . All adults should therefore be charged for the suffering of the dog.
I hereby wish to lay charges of animal cruelty in terms of Section 2(1) (a), ®,(i),(q) and ® of the Animals Protection Act No 71 of 1962 against Mr Jola  as per allegations that the horse is being used without any medical or veterinary treatment provided , using un acceptable equipment and /resulting  to  unnecessary suffering. , the regulations contained in Government Notice No R1258 of 21 July 1972, as amended, and Government Notice No R1648 of 19 August 1977, as amended, having been complied with.

	OFFENCES IN RESPECT OF ANIMALS – (1) Any person who:

(a) overloads, overdrives, overrides, ill-treats, neglect, infuriates, tortures or mains or cruelly beats, kicks, goads or terrifies any animal; or 
· It is evident that the dog was neglected and ill-treated by the owner/s in that it did not receive and veterinary care and no proper shelter was available.

(b) confines, chains, tethers or secures any animal unnecessarily or under such conditions or in such a manner or position as to cause that animal unnecessary suffering or in any place which affords inadequate space, ventilation, light protection or shelter from heat, cold or weather; or
· the dog was tethered secured chained in such condition which caused unnecessary suffering, cutting into the neck 

(e)  being the owner of any animal, deliberately or negligently keeps such animal in a dirty or parasitic condition or allows it to become infested with external parasites or fails to render or procure veterinary or other medical treatment or attention which he is able to render or procure for any such animal in need of such treatment or attention, whether through disease, injury, delivery of young or any other cause, or fails to destroy or cause to be destroyed any such animal which is so seriously injured or diseased or in such a physical condition that to prolong its life would be cruel and would cause such animal unnecessary suffering; or

· The dog was found with a severe injury around the neck without any evidence of treatment given.

(f) uses on or attaches to any animal any equipment, appliance or vehicle which causes or will cause injury to such animal, or which is loaded, used or attached in such a manner as will cause such animal to be injured or become diseased or to suffer unnecessarily.

· The equipment used in this case material which was used or attached in such a manner as to have caused the animal to become injured and to suffer. The dog was also  not provided with any veterinary care.

(q) causes, procures or assists in the commission or omission of any of the aforesaid acts or, being the owner of any animal, permits the commission or omission of any such act; or

(r) by wantonly or unreasonably or negligently doing or omitting to do any act or causing or procuring the commission or omission of any act, causes any unnecessary suffering to any animal,

The universal accepted 5 freedoms of animals are:
1. Freedom from Hunger and Thirst: 
2. Freedom from Discomfort
3. Freedom from Pain, Injury, or Disease:
4. Freedom to Express Normal Behaviour.
5.  Freedom from fear and distress.


Although the animal was fetched and taken to The SPCA it does not exempt you from the Law for letting an animal suffer unnecessary for a period of time due to human ignorance. Dogs are sentient beings, can feel pain and discomfort. Animals can not speak and therefor the owner should be held accountable for his own animal and should take full responsibility for the neglect and ill treatment of his Cross breed, male, tan type dog. 

						
I have no objection into taking the prescribed oath.
I consider the prescribed oath to be binding on my conscience. 
						
_______________________
DEPONENT

I certify that the above statement was taken down by me and that the deponent I know and understand the content of this statement.
has acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this statement. This statement was sworn to before me and the deponent’s signature was placed thereon in my presence at ____ _____ on this the ______ day of _______ 2023


					
							COMMISSIONER OF OATHS
												
							NAME: COMMISSIONER OF OATH
				

