
















































































A wolf paws at the snow next to electric barrier inside of low, primary perimeter fence.

This enclosure is large but may be too open for the wolves.
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HIDDEN VALLY EXOTICS MINI ZOO

The Hidden Valley Exotics Mini Zoo (HVZ) is a small, privately-operated facility located in Taylor,
British Columbia. Originally opened and operated by Penny and Phil Bruvold, the zoo was sold sometime
between 2004 and 2006 and most recently has been operated by Marie Duffus.

In 2006, the HVZ attracted considerable media attention when a three year old tiger being transported
from the Vancouver region to Taylor escaped after the pickup truck pulling the trailer containing the tiger
collided with a gravel truck. The pickup entered a roadside ditch causing the tiger cage to open allowing
the animal to escape to a nearby pasture. The tiger was later coaxed back into a cage and taken to the
facility.

Overview

According to real estate listings published when it was offered for sale, the HVZ and its property is
approximately six acres in size and features a 12.2m (40 ft) x 18.3 (60 ft) building with some adjoining
cages and several separate, free-standing enclosures.

A variety of animal species, including rabbits, wallabies, llamas, tigers, lions, lynx, primates and several
kinds of birds, have been housed at the facility over the years. Animal acquisition seems to be somewhat
opportunistic and does not appear to follow any kind of taxonomic or zoogeographic pattern. All species
kept at HVZ are common in captivity and already in a surplus situation.

The animal accommodation is not purpose-built according to the biology and behaviour of each species
being kept, but appears instead to be “cookie-cutter,” meaning each animal is housed in the same general
kind of cage regardless of its needs. The majority of the cages and enclosures are undersized and poorly
equipped.

Several species of psittacine birds (e.g., blue and gold macaws) are housed in rudimentary, vertically-
oriented, indoor cages that provide no opportunity for flight. Cage furnishings consist of several
horizontal and/or diagonal perches, commercially-produced bird toys (e.g., rings, bells) and sundry other
items. Floors are flat and covered with a layer of wood chips. The macaws had abraded tail feathers,
presumably a result of rubbing against the sides of their narrow cages. Several other bird cages, generally
rectangular in shape, are also located indoors.

Small primate species, including ring-tailed and brown lemurs, are kept in indoor/outdoor cages. Their
cages allow basic movement, but are rather Spartan, containing a few pieces of children’s play furniture
(e.g., picnic table, ladder) and a small number of miscellaneous items. Their environment is entirely
artificial and lacks sufficient complexity to facilitate a full range of natural movements and behaviours.

A number of animals (e.g., big cats) are kept in outdoor pens. A small, rectangular compound houses
three African lions. The primary barrier is chainlink fence, supported by metal posts and struts. The
barrier is not topped with an additional barbed-wire section or an overhanging, inwardly angled section
that would deter climbing or jumping out of the cage. The floor surface is predominantly hardpan (earth
compacted to a concrete-like consistency) with moderate straw cover in places. No structural
enhancements or furnishings were noted. The lions all appeared to be obese, presumably from lack of
activity. Rotting meat and bones, excessive feces, a strong urine odour and large numbers of flies were
apparent. Nearby, a tiger with lower body caked in mud was observed in a similar cage.
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A pair of leopards shared a small, bland indoor/outdoor exhibit. During a BC SPCA inspection, Ms.
Duffus indicated to the SPC that she was missing one leopard cub and did not know if' it had squeezed
through the chainlink into a neighbouring cage or if it had escaped.

A rectangular, chainlink cage with an interior fence bisecting the cage into two separate sections
contained a female lynx with three kittens on one side and an adult male lynx on the adjacent side. The
male exhibited aggressive, defensive behaviours, including hissing, swatting and charging when
approached too closely.

Additional outdoor cages consisted of a grass-floored exhibit housing wallabies and a cage holding two
Japanese macaques (snow monkeys). The cages are all poorly designed (primarily rectangular and/or box-
like spaces) and are sparsely equipped.

Stand-off barriers to keep visitors a safe distance from the animal cages are not in place. The only stand-
off present was a single strand of rope placed approximately five feet from the tiger enclosure. Entering
the cages of potentially dangerous animals is also a concern. During one inspection, a volunteer entered
the lynx cage with a piece of meat in his hand to entice the female lynx into the adjoining cage. The
female jumped and swatted at the meat prior to it be tossed into the adjacent cage. Ms. Duffus also
indicated that her spouse, Wayne Harvey, entered the big cat cages on occasion.

Discussion

While the motivation of the HVZ proprietors to keep and display wild animals may be honourable, it
appears they lack the experience, expertise and funding necessary to initiate and operate a quality
zoological facility. In fact, the principal animal custodian, Marie Duffus, acknowledged to a British
Columbia SPCA Special Constable (SPC) in 2007 that her exotic animal husbandry knowledge has
largely been obtained from the internet. While some useful information can be obtained online, it is not a
replacement for proper training in a professional situation. Apparently, Ms. Duffus is assisted in the
cleaning of cages and feeding of animals by a number of volunteers, who presumably are trained by her.
She also indicated that she manages most medical concerns herself and does not engage a veterinarian on
a regular basis.

The HVZ animal accommodation is small, rudimentary and is not designed according to the specific
biological and behavioural needs of the animals in mind. The cages provide more or less the same kinds
of conditions to species that evolved in widely differing habitats and who have very different
requirements.

Structural enhancements, furnishings and object enrichment are poor, so there is little to encourage and
facilitate species-typical movements and behaviours. This may be a key factor in the obesity in the lions.

Safety and security are major concerns at HVZ as proper safeguards for humans and animals are not in
place. As well, the practice of entering cages housing potentially dangerous animals is foolhardy and
dangerous to staff, volunteers, visitors and neighbouring property owners.

The HVZ lacks the necessary expertise and financial resources to properly operate a zoological facility
housing a wide range of exotic species. Unless significant funding is acquired and professional staff
brought in, the HVZ animal collection should be dispersed to more appropriate accommodation
elsewhere.
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Soiled tiger lies on the floor of rudimentary enclosure.
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This sparsely-equipped, vertical caging is inappropriate and does not allow macaws flight space.
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MOUNTAIN VIEW CONSERVATION AND BREEDING CENTER

Mountain View Conservation and Breeding Center (MVC) is situated on over 200 acres of property near
Langley, British Columbia. Founded by Gordon and Yvonne Blankstein in 1986, the facility is focused on
the maintenance and breeding of endangered species from around the world. While MVC originally
operated as a private facility with no public access, in recent years the facility has offered controlled,
guided tours to small groups of visitors. It is now operated as non-profit, charitable organization.

MVC currently houses more than 50 species, including one of the world’s largest collections of small
cats. High profile endangered species include African hunting dogs, pygmy hippos, bongos and the Indian
rhinocerous. Several off-exhibit areas house sensitive, critically endangered species, including some of
the small cats and the Vancouver Island marmot.

MVC has linked to several in-situ conservation projects and a number of its animals have been used in
reintroduction programs.

Overview

After receiving an orientation explaining the history and philosophy of the MVC, a guided walking tour
of the facility was conducted. The majority of the property consists of large, outdoor paddocks, with the
remainder being made up of several cage complexes for smaller species (e.g., small cats) and
barns/service buildings, some that are used as interior accommodation and/or winter housing for
particularly sensitive species. All barriers and buildings appeared in good condition and well maintained.

The outdoor paddocks were far more spacious than most zoological facilities, with the majority being
between two and 10 acres in size. A much larger paddock at the rear of the property contained a small
group of bison. Most paddocks were relatively level, grassy fields (e.g., Maasi giraffe, Malayan tapir,
Indian rhinocerous, Cape buffalo), while others were on undulating terrain (e.g., cheetah, Cape hunting
dog) that incorporated natural forest and scrub areas (e.g., pygmy hippo).

The small animal complexes consisted of mid-sized exhibits radiating out from central service building
hubs. These cages all featured natural substrates, were structurally enhanced and reasonably furnished
with small trees, ground vegetation, branch work, platforms, climbing apparatus, etc.

Another row of exhibits next to the service building near the MVC entrance housed lemurs. These
exhibits were moderately-sized, but well-equipped with natural vegetation, climbing materials and other
furnishings. Abutting that area was an aviary-style complex, with individual cages being predominantly
long, low, rectangular spaces with natural grass substrates. These moderately well-equipped cages,
housed Andean condors, bat-eared foxes and other species.

Interior accommodation for animals appeared simple, functional and relatively spacious. It was not
determined whether artificial heat was provided or how long animals were housed indoors during the

colder months of the year. Some interior accommodation (e.g., lemurs) was not observed.

The animals all appeared to be in good condition, relatively active and no abnormal behaviours were
observed.
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Discussion

The MVC is designed as a breeding center for rare and endangered species and not as a public zoo. Until
very recently, members of the public were unable to visit the facility, except by invitation. Today, anyone
wishing to visit must book a place on one of the organized tours that are conducted periodically. Each
tour is supervised and visitors are not allowed unfettered access to any part of the facility.

The outdoor ungulate paddocks are spacious, many of them being up to 10 acres in size, and are far larger
than those found in most zoos. As well, unlike commercial drive-through safari park zoos that may also
have large enclosures, the density of animals in each of the paddocks was very low.

The large carnivore enclosures (e.g., African painted dog, cheetah) were much smaller than the ungulate
paddocks, but still far more spacious than those found in most zoos. The complexes of cages housing
small cats, lemurs, bat-eared fox, Andean condor and other species, were moderate in size, but generally
larger than those in many other zoological facilities.

The outdoor paddocks, by virtue of their size, may provide enhanced opportunities for animals to engage
in a moderately increased range of normal movements and behaviours. In smaller enclosures, interior
furnishings and, in some cases, object enrichment, presumably encourage species-typical movements and
behaviours. The attempt to assemble “natural” social groupings may facilitate an increase in social
interactions and some natural behaviours.

Most of the interior accommodation appeared simple but functional. Since a number of MVC’s animals
originate from warmer, drier environments, very unlike British Columbia’s climate, presumably some of
them are housed indoors during the cooler months. However, no information about winter housing was
acquired, so commentary on this aspect of the MVC is not offered.

In recent years a small visitor orientation building has been opened and organized tours have been
offered.

An Informal Review of Captive Wildlife in British Columbia




b
)

Two Cape buffalo walk alon perimer of their xpasive paddock.
R 0.9 | : YR g '¥i

An Informal Review of Captive Wildlife in British Columbia

33




34

VANCOUVER AQUARIUM

The Vancouver Aquarium (VA) was founded by Murray Newman in 1956 in Vancouver’s Stanley Park.
The facility began as a 836 sq m (9,000 sq ft) operation with seven employees and gradually expanded
into the 9,290 sq m (100,000 sq ft) facility with 385 staff that it is today.

According to VA materials, it is now Canada’s largest aquarium and houses approximately 70,000
individual animals.

In recent years, the VA has been the target of considerable criticism from local and regional animal
welfare and wildlife protection organizations, a great deal of it focused on the keeping of orcas, belugas
and dolphins and their incursions into new areas of Stanley Park.

In 2001, the VA made a decision to end their display of orcas. Bjossa, their sole surviving orca at the
time, was then shipped to Sea World, San Diego.

Overview

As Canada’s largest aquarium, the VA houses a broad range of species in a diversity of captive
environments. They include, but are not limited to, aquariums of all shapes and sizes, touch tanks,
terrariums, a landscape immersion gallery and outdoor pools.

The VA’s major indoor exhibit areas are the Pacific Coast, Treasures of the BC coast, Exploration
Gallery, Giant Fishes and Amazon Rain Forest, while the outdoor pool exhibits are the Wild Coast
(dolphins), sea lions/seals, sea otter, beluga whales, invertebrate touch tank and the BC Forest Headwaters
display. The major outdoor pools have substantive underwater viewing galleries.

The various aquariums ranged in size from small to large and the majority housed multiple species. Most
of the aquarium exhibits were furnished with natural-looking substrate materials, rocks and living plants,
creating a somewhat naturalistic appearance. A few exhibits, such as those housing jellyfish, were entirely
devoid of furnishings, presumably so that attention is focused on the animals themselves.

Interactive exhibits were situated throughout the various galleries, including domed glass observation
stations allowing 360 degree viewing of select aquaria and an outdoor invertebrate touch tank.

The Tropic Zone’s Graham Amazon Gallery is an immersion exhibit in which visitors walk along a
slightly elevated wooden walkway into an open gallery that superficially resembles a South America
rainforest environment. Some of the animals (e.g., sloth, birds) are able to move freely throughout this
area, while others are confined in specific sections. Several other exhibits are located in the Tropic Zone
area but are separate from the main gallery. They include a gunite-floored marmoset exhibit furnished
with vertical trunks, horizontal branches and some living vegetation, and a number of extremely small,
rudimentary reptile exhibits. Two of these exhibits were extremely small and provided little opportunity
for the snakes they contained to locmote in a natural manner.

The outdoor marine mammal pools were comparable in size to many other aquariums and marine parks,
but not particularly large when the natural lifestyles of these animals are considered. The pool surfaces
were framed by simulated, molded gunite, rockwork perimeters and planted vegetation, while the below
water situation was decidedly different, being relatively simplistic and barren. A mock “West Coast Field
Station” is positioned above the dolphin pool.
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The sea lions were observed in what appeared to be a stereotypic swimming pattern, moving back and
forth along the length of their exhibit at the same depth, surfacing at the same location each time.

Discussion

With such an enormous array of species, many with profoundly different husbandry requirements, housed
in such a diversity of environments, it was impossible to conduct a comprehensive review of this facility
in the timeframe available. However, sufficient observations were made to allow for some general
commentary to be developed.

The comments that follow are, for the most part, generally relevant to other aquariums and marine parks
and many of the ideas expressed have already been more comprehensively and effectively articulated in
other books and reports (see recommended reading).

With such a large number of species and an even larger number of individual animals forced to live
within the limited footprint of the Vancouver Aquarium, space is at a premium. When one considers that
space must also be allocated for the aquarium’s considerable infrastructure, including offices,
laboratories, service areas, restaurants, gift stores, visitor viewing stations, pathways and galleries, it
becomes clear that most animals are relegated to rather confined circumstances.

Through careful design of visitor and exhibit areas, the VA has succeeded, in part, in creating an
impression of spaciousness. The large entrance hall, relatively wide visitor pathways, expansive viewing
areas around outdoor pools and multiple underwater viewing stations all contribute to lessening the sense
of visitor crowding. To a certain extent, a good deal of the VA growth seems to have occurred vertically,
instead of horizontally.

Exhibit framing through the prodigious use of molded gunite, complemented with living vegetation,
vegetated buffer zones, green backdrops, carefully placed natural furnishings, mirrored walls and other
design features also create the impression of spaciousness in some of the exhibits. However, many of
these design features are entirely for human visitors and have little or no biological relevance to the
animals themselves. Upon close examination, many of the animal living spaces appear remarkably small,
especially for large, wide-ranging species.

In addition, at a time when other sectors of the zoo industry claim to have reduced their reliance on wild-
caught animals, aquariums, including the VA, still seem to acquire a significant portion, if not the
majority, of their live collections from the wild. In fact, the VA website states unequivocally that they
remove animals from the wild. According to the VA website,

Most of the tropical fish are flown to the Aquarium from dealers around the world. The Aquarium tries to
buy fish from sustainable fisheries and conservation-based associations and only purchases from dealers
who collect fish with nets, and not chemicals or explosives.

Many animals are donated to the Aquarium by fishers, aquarists, sport divers and scientists. Some are
caught with nets or lines from boats. Aquarium divers have permits to collect marine invertebrates
including octopuses, sea stars, sea anemones, and species of fish. Other collectors walk out from the
beach with seine nets to gather local invertebrates and fishes.

There is no information on the VA website regarding the mortality rates of these animals die during
capture or in transport (or even if the VA knows) or how often existing stock is replaced by additional
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wild-caught individuals. Whenever wild animals of any species are chased, caught, transported and then
confined in restricted artificial environments, they experience trauma and stress, resulting in a certain
level of mortality. The entire process is rife with animal welfare concerns.

A particularly contentious aspect of the VA operation is the keeping of marine mammals, specifically
whales and dolphins (cetaceans). While the VA claims that the captivity of cetaceans performs a vital
educational function, those claims are rigorously refuted by animal welfare and wildlife protection
organizations around the world.

Even in the largest captive facilities, the space available to captive cetaceans is thousands or millions of
times smaller than their minimum home ranges in the wild. As well, the complexity of the marine
environments they inhabit and the social context they live in cannot be replicated in captivity. For
example, beluga whales are known to travel thousands of kilometers seasonally and can dive to depths
exceeding 1,000m. Family groups stay together for extended periods and congregations of groups,
sometimes numbering the thousands, are not uncommon. Life is captivity is entirely contrary to
everything these animals experience in the wild. These animals should be phased out the VA altogether.
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Belugas are confined in pools millions of times smaller than their natural home range.

A seal swims back and forth in bland, unimaginative pool.
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Two caiman are kept in a very small, simplistic environment.

=

A snake is housed in a glass container with little to do.
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OTHER ZOO-TYPE COLLECTIONS
CREATIVE ANIMAL TALENT

Located in Abbotsford, approximately 45 minutes from the City of Vancouver, Creative Animal Talent
(CAT) is one of several suppliers of wild animals for the movie industry. This facility is not open to the
public.

The CAT property sits on a rural road populated with residences and farm properties. Several buildings,
wooden fencing and vegetation block roadside viewing of the facility. However, a significant portion of
the facility can be observed from neighboring properties and public space.

Various animal pens, cages and service buildings are situated along the length of the property. Perimeter
fencing on one side (the opposite side was not observed) consisted of a large gauge wire fence
approximately 1.5m in height with a single hot wire strand running along its top.

A number of cages and pens were observed, housing animals, such as a polar bear, grizzly bear, wolves,
coyote, caribou and miniature ponies. The pens were primarily constructed out of chain-link or wire mesh
fencing of varying heights with those housing carnivores having an additional low, hot wire barrier
positioned approximately 1m from the interior side of the main fencing. A number of basic, concrete-
floored cages equipped with roofs were also situated throughout the property. One of these confined a
coyote, while another served as part of the grizzly bear pen, presumably acting as a shelter area should the
animal need to escape from rain or excessive sun.

The majority of the pens and cages (except the covered, concrete-floored cages) had grass, earth and/or
gravel substrates and all appeared to be relatively devoid of structural enhancements, furnishings or other
forms of enrichment. The polar bear pen contained a small, rectangular in-ground swimming pool.

The animal cages and pens were rudimentary with relatively modest amounts of space provided to the
animals. Structural enhancements, furnishings and objects should be introduced into each animal
environment to facilitate species-typical movements and behaviours. Other forms of enrichment (e.g.,
olfactory, temporal) can be employed to add additional levels of complexity.

Safety and security could be a concern. The barrier fence confining the polar bear appeared to be about
2.5 - 3m in height and was not equipped with an inwardly angled or barbed wire top. The fence appeared
to be standard chain-link supported by metal posts. Some sections of fencing did not have horizontal
cross-struts and could presumably be pushed over should the bear be motivated to do so. The three strand
hot wire barrier inside the primary fence acts as a deterrent to keep the bear away from it, but, on its own,
may not be a particularly dependable system. As well, the lack of a sufficiently high, well constructed
perimeter fence may be problematic should an animal, specifically a potentially dangerous large animal,
such as a bear, escape from its cage or pen.
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PRIMATE ESTATES

Note: While this review was being prepared, PE was reportedly closed down and the animals moved out
of the province.

Primate Estates (PE) was a small, private facility located on Vancouver Island near the Town of Lake
Cowichan. PE was not open to the public during this investigation and the proprietor did not return
telephone calls. However, sufficient observations were made from neighbouring properties and adjacent
public space to allow for some commentary to be developed, as well as information from community
members and media articles.

According to newspaper accounts, in 2007, the PE menagerie consisted of more than 80 exotic animals
including various primates (some apparently bred for sale), big cats, peacocks, a horse, miniature ponies
and an assortment of dogs. The owner and custodian of the animals is Jamie Bell, who acknowledges that
she is self-taught in wild animal husbandry and care.

The facility appeared to consist of a variety of homemade wire and chain-link cages, residence, barn and
service buildings. Cages housing various primate species were simplistic and poorly equipped. A
macaque was observed engaged in a repetitive behaviour involving a vertical circling of its cage ending in
a violent shaking of the chain-link roof. The property was unkempt with debris (discarded construction
materials, farm equipment) littering the property. Fencing around the property was approximately 1.2m (4
ft) high and in places was damaged or entirely collapsed.

Animal escapes have generated considerable local controversy. Neighbours have voiced concerns about
the security of PE and their own safety. Local residents have reported several monkey escapes and ponies
leaving the property. As well, on May 20, 2007, a tiger escaped from PE and was encountered
approximately one mile from the property. That incident led to local residents initiating a letter writing
campaign urging the Government of British Columbia to prohibit the keeping of exotic animals by private
residents.

There is little doubt that Primate Estates was a poorly funded, ad hoc, amateur facility that was inhumane
and unsafe. It served as a potent reminder as to why comprehensive wildlife in captivity legislation is
required in British Columbia.

OTHER FACILITIES

Emerald Forest Bird Garden
Kicking Horse Grizzly Bear Refuge
Pacific Undersea Gardens

Parrot Island

Rainforest Reptile Refuge Sanctuary
Speedwell Bird Sanctuary
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CONCLUDING COMMENTARY

While the number of publicly accessible zoos and zoo-type displays in British Columbia seems to have
remained relatively stable in recent years, no one is entirely sure how many wild animals are being kept in
the province or under what conditions, primarily because the keeping of most wildlife species is not fully
monitored or regulated.

The problems, both real and perceived, associated with the keeping of wild animals in captivity,
especially in largely unregulated environments, are numerous. One problem in particular, human safety,
achieved a very high profile with the death of Tanya Dumstry-Soos in 2007. Of course, there are many
other problems, including, but not limited to, poor animal welfare, nuisance issues, potential negative
impacts to native wildlife, misguided conservation initiatives that waste resources and inadequate
counterproductive, educational programming.

While the standard of facilities reviewed in this report range from unacceptable to good, there is room for
improvement in all of them. In some cases, relatively minor housing and husbandry changes would
improve the wellbeing of animals, while in other cases, more substantial changes, such as an increase in
the space available to animals or even facility closure, are needed.

Many problems occur in both small and large facilities. For example, the small, impoverished conditions
experienced by the lions at Hidden Valley Mini Zoo restrict or eliminate their ability to engage in natural
movements and behaviours. At the GVZ, many of the animals confined in the vivarium are subject to
similar constraints, while the living conditions of a variety of creatures, from whales to jellyfish, at the
Vancouver Aquarium also hinder or prevent many natural movements and behaviours.

This review shows a profound disparity in the way wild animals are kept in captivity in British Columbia
and points to the need for strong provincial regulations governing the housing and care of all wild animals
in the province. Those regulations should deal with wild animals kept in a variety of circumstances,
including, but not limited to, zoos, zoo-type collections and by private individuals and all regulations
should be part of one comprehensive licensing regime.

The Vancouver Humane Society and Zoocheck Canada object in principle to the keeping, confinement,
use, exhibition and performance of wild animals in captivity as captivity is not in the best interests of
those animals. Further, we do not believe the exhibition of live wildlife provides a positive educational
experience for the general public. Wild animals removed from their natural environment and ecological
context bear little or no meaningful resemblance to their counterparts in the wild. Indeed, there is no
empirical data that proves that any positive education is derived from observing animals in captivity.

Nonetheless, animals are kept in zoos and similar captive situations at present and for these animals,
improvements in the conditions to which they are subjected are urgently needed. The onus must be on
the owners/operators of facilities who choose to keep these animals captive, to provide for them the best
possible care in the circumstances.

The Vancouver Humane Society and Zoocheck Canada believe that whenever wild animals are held
captive, satisfying their biological, behavioural and social needs must be the highest priority. If those
needs cannot be met, then the captivity of those animals must be reconsidered. Placing the needs of the
animals first should be the foundation upon which a British Columbian regulatory regime is constructed.
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