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 Committee of Inquiry on the Protection of Animals during Transport 

Written questions to Dr. H.HENRIKSON 

Jordbruksverket  

ANIT hearing of 1/02/2021 on Approvals controls data 
No QUESTION EPP 

Michal Wiezik 
(EPP)  

 
Question  

Article 26 of Regulation 1/2005 requires that when a MS of transit or destination finds breaches of the Regulation they must notify these to the 
competent MS and it provides that competent authorities “shall, if appropriate 

(a) require the transporter concerned to remedy the breaches observed and establish systems to prevent their recurrence; 
(b) subject the transporter concerned to additional checks, in particular requiring the presence of a veterinarian at loading of the animals; 
(c) suspend or withdraw the authorisation of the transporter or the certificate of approval of the means of transport concerned.” 

Article 28 states, that Veterinary experts from the Commission may, in collaboration with the authorities of the MS, make on-the-spot checks.  
How often are the competent authorities of the MS of departure notified of such a breach and what number and to what extent are the 
notification dealt with. Do you have any knowledge on the cases, where such notifications are not even submitted by MS who is aware of the 
breach? How often aare on-the-spot checks by the Commission held in problematic cases? 
 

Answer  Sweden have very limited export of live animals and it is manly concentrated to animals exported for breeding purposes. We have taken several 
steps to ensure the welfare of animals during such transports.  These steps include for example internal guidance on the process on approval of 
journey plans for long transports making sure it is realistic and in line with the regulation. When approving these documents, factors such as 
weather forecast and opening hours of exit posts/border controls, have to be taken into account.  
We receive about 10-15 notifications per year from other member states with information that we put forward to the County Administrative 
Board, the authority that carry out the animal welfare inspections in Sweden. 
 
We have no information about cases where notifications have not been submitted to us. 
 
We are not aware of any on-the-spot checks by the Commission in Sweden during the last years, and we have no information about how often 
they do this within the whole of EU. 
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No QUESTION S&D 

Isabel 
CARVALHAIS 

(S&D) 
 

Question 
 

A strong harmonised system of control and approvals across the EU is essential to ensure compliance and proper enforcement of the regulation 
and thus to guarantee the animal welfare during transport and a level playing filed between operators. Given your experience, what are the 
weakest points of the current rules on approvals, controls and data collection provided in Regulation (EC) 1/2005, both on what concerns their 
implementation on the ground and their ability to ensure animal welfare during transport? What modifications, regulatory or others, would you 
propose to improve the current system? 
 

Answer Our view is that we need to strive for replacing the transports of live animals with transports of meat. This may require various efforts such as 
investments in another infrastructure with more local slaughterhouses and improved cold chain capacity. 
 
When it comes to the transports that are carried out, our view is that the transport times needs to be shortened in order to meet the animals' 
need for rest and comfort during the journey. The planning of the journey also has to be realistic and a comprehensive information on transport 
routes and existing control stations could facilitate the work of examining if roadmaps are realistic. A further development of systems and 
coordination with TRACES might be a good idea. SE is in favour of initiatives aimed at making it easier for control authorities to carry out their 
audits and controls. 
It is important that the process on approval of journey plans for long transports take into account factors such the temperature throughout the 
whole journey and opening hours of exit posts/border controls. 
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No QUESTION GREENS-EFA  

Greens-EFA 
 

Question 1 

Through which systems/means do Member States communicate their findings during controls?  

Are Member States able to contest the findings of other Member States, where they find eg journey logs, vehicle approvals or transporter 
authorisations done by another MS to be incorrect? What responses are given from other Member States, when problems are highlighted? 

What actions are taken - in the Swedish context if you can give examples - where repeated infringements by the same transporter are found? 
Likewise, what use is made of a Member States enforcement powers, such as the possibility to suspend/withdraw a transporter’s authorisation, 
or to subject them to additional checks? 

Answer  When Member States discover shortcomings that concerns other Member States, they communicate these though the National contact points 
which have an ongoing dialog. On a more general level, Member States report a summary of the results of the control to the Commission. The 
Commission publish this on their website. 
 
If there are different views on how the regulations should be interpreted, this can be discussed in the NCP group and with the Commission. If 
needed, a case can be brought to the European Court of Justice for  
The Swedish authorities may order a temporary or definitive withdrawal of the registration or approval of the transport concerned, or the 
temporary or definitive withdrawal of a transporter's license or the driver's certificate of competence. 

 
No QUESTION GREENS-EFA  

Greens-EFA 
 

Question 2 

The watering systems on the vehicles is said not to be suitable for liquid feeding of unweaned animals.  Are current long-distance transports of 
unweaned calves in line with current legislation and if not, why these kind of transports get authorisations?  

Which steps should be taken to solve this problem? Is it sufficient to take early breaks to unload and milk feed the calves in a control post but 
then load them back onto the truck shortly after feeding to transport them further? 

Answer  Sweden has very limited export of unweaned animals and our view is that current legislation needs to be reviewed in order to secure the welfare 
for these animals. The former sub-group of the EU Platform on Animal Welfare on animal transport looked into these issues but did not have the 
time to complete their work. In their working documents, they concluded that there is a lack of knowledge regarding many issues on how to 
secure the welfare of transporting unweaned calves. This entail for example the calves' needs for milk and rest after they have eaten as well as 
best height when it comes to drinking device. Our view is that that current legislation needs to be updated with present scientific knowledge. 
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No QUESTION ECR 

Peter Lundgren 
 

Question 

I recently payed attention to an abominable and shocking incident in Sweden that concerns animal welfare and not animal transport. It is still very 
important and show us the larger issue when it comes to animal welfare in the meat production in general. 

It recently discovered that a certified slaughterhouse in Southern Sweden had been torturing the animal in a sadistic way. The employees had 
kicked the animals in the head and beating them with a chain. Some of the pictures were so brutal that the news channel could not show them 
on TV. This film material is showing the same crime against animal welfare as the Swedish authorities shut down the slaughterhouse once before, 
but this time even more brutal than before. The fact that the slaughterhouse was allowed to re-open again after how they were treating the 
animals at the first place shows that the system is broken and the wellbeing of animals are not priority by the authorities. The owner of the 
slaughterhouse should had got the licence revoked for both running a business concerning animals and own animals for a lifetime, but also got 
convicted for grossly animal cruelty. The employees should of course also got convicted for grossly animal cruelty. 

How can we improve the controls to ensure that animals are not harmed during transport and what measures can we take to prevent animals 
from keep being harmed? 

What can we as politicians do legislatively to prevent animals abusers from torturing animals again after they have committed such heinous 
crimes? 

Answer  We have received information about this case from the County Administrative Board and we naturally find the actions appalling. The County 
Administrative Board have made inspections at this slaughterhouse previously and they have then fulfilled the legal requirements.  When they 
received information about the actions of this person, they acted very swiftly and this person may no longer work with animals in a 
slaughterhouse. The slaughterhouse is at the present shut down.  
 
We have an extensive animal welfare legislation in Sweden that in many cases goes beyond the EU requirements. The controls of animal welfare 
are also more numerous than the controls of many other important areas. We work constantly to try to improve enforcement of the regulations 
and making sure that all people working with animals are aware and understand the importance of animal welfare. These types of sadistic actions 
are as far as we know very rare, but also very difficult to prevent. At the present, the topic of surveillance cameras in slaughterhouses are 
discussed. This type of intervention measures have of course both pros and con and needs to be decide on by the parliament.  
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No QUESTION THE LEFT - GUE/NGL 

The Left - 
GUE/NGL 

 
Question 

 

What are in your view the main issues we’re facing when it comes to the approval of vehicles and vessels for the transportation of animals, the 
controls of these transports and the data collected in the EU? 

Answer  Sweden has very limited export of live animals and therefore limited experience when it comes to improving technical details.  
In general, we think that compliance with the existing legislation at all times is of the essences and that the interpretation of the rules are uniform 
within the EU. We do however also think that the current legislation needs to be revised in order to take in to account present scientific knowledge 
and ensure that the animals’ needs are taken care of when transported. We especially think that issues like the timeframes for transportation 
and rest needs to be revised as well as the regulation for unweaned animals. And, as stated above, our view is ultimately that the transports of 
live animals ought to be replaced with transports of meat. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 


