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Contribution on the EU Parliament hearing Nov 25, 2013, on animal and plant health legislation
proposals.

I am speaking in a personal capacity having worked with EU legislation for 25 years and been a EU
scientific panel member for 16 years - biological hazards and animal health and welfare.

1. The proposal is a law on communicable animal diseases not an animal health law. The
diseases covered in the proposal are foot and mouth disease (FMD) or classical swine fever
(CSF) while common animal diseases such as diarrhoea or coughing are not included.

2. Moreover, an animal welfare law is needed. A sound scientific basis is now emerging – i.e.,
the use of animal based welfare indicators.

3. Free movement of animals should not mean free movement of diseases. The successful
control of public and animal health risks is a prerequisite for the EU internal market in
foodstuffs, animal products and live animals.

4. It is a good piece of work and strengths include the comprehensive approach e.g., farm
animals, fish production, embryos and animal products and the focus on ‘prevention is better
than cure’.

5. There is a ‘pig in the poke?’ question with the proposal. What implementing legislation is
foreseen? Therefore a follow-up after 5 years of implementation is valuable.

6. The amendments proposed by the EU parliament rapporteur MEP Marit Paulsen are
important improvements:

a. Disease control and food safety as the basic tenet for the EU internal market of foods
and the movements of farm and companion animals.

b. Focus on evidence based implementation.
c. Focus on animal welfare

i. Animal welfare and animal health are linked.
ii. Animal welfare as a key consideration when controlling disease outbreaks by

stamping out strategies (mass killing).
d. Bacteria that are resistant to antibiotics are a threat to animal health and animal

welfare as well as for public health and food safety.
e. In my view - the changes proposed in article 12a are crucial.

7. The control should be stricter for breeding animals (risk-based). The potential of breeding
animals or birds to rapidly spread pathogens or resistant bacteria amongst food producing
animals is huge and needs to be addressed.
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8. The EU has several success stories such as the eradication of mad cow disease (BSE) and
control of salmonella in eggs, all showing the EU’s capability to control animal and public
health threats. There is a need for similar success story where forceful Community actions
based on the animal health law contain the emergence and spread as well as consumer
exposures of antibiotic resistant bacteria.

9. Around half of broiler carcases in some MS are contaminated with resistant bacteria such as
ESBL and EFSA has classified ESBL in poultry meat as a public health concern.

10. Healthy livestock do not need antibiotics. Elements to minimize the use of antibiotics and
thereby the emergence of resistance will include quality assured trade and movement of
animals, biosecurity of farms, good agriculture and husbandry practices, as well as strategic
use of vaccines and disinfectants, and prudent use of antibiotics.

11. It is possible to reduce the amount of antibiotics given to animals shown in the EU by the ban
of the zootechnical use of antibiotics for animal production. A similar example is Norwegian
salmon farming where salmon production increased by 10 fold while amount of antibiotics
used decreased by 99% during the last 25 years.


