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Overall assessment
The proposal is in many points far too general with too many
derogations and too many decisive measures left for
delegated and implementing acts.

With overtly minimalist policies of some member states (that
is, „do as little as you possibly can”) many provisions will be
ineffective.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Example: allowing for no veterinary inspections („animal
health visits”) in some „types of establishments” that have yet
to be specified.



Leaving ample opportunities for
avoiding veterinary inspections

Article 24 Delegation of powers concerning animal health visits
„The Commission shall be empowered to adopt delegated acts..... in
accordance with Article 253 concerning:
(a) supplementing ... the criteria laid down in Article 23 to be taken into
account when determining:

which type of establishments must be subject to animal health visits;
the frequency of such animal health visits;

...........................................................................................................................
(b) determining the types of establishments to be subject to animal health
visits.”

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Resolution of Poland’s National Veterinary Convention (a constitutive
assembly to the National Veterinary Chamber): there should be a minmum
frequency of every six months for every establishment (with farm animals).



Leaving ample opportunities for foregoing
health certificates for transported animals

Article 140 Obligation of operators to ensure that animals are
accompanied by an animal health certificate p. 2: requires a health
certificate within a Member State only if animals are moved from a
restricted zone.

There are significant risks for spreading diseases at the regional
level, in particular, the trade of animals through markets.

This was found to be important in the spread of the foot-and-mouth
disease (FMD) virus (e.g., during the 2001 outbreak in Great Britain;
Mansley et al., 2003; Robinson and Christley, 2007).

Poland’s National Veterinary Convention: a health certificate should
be required for all animal transports.



Skirting the system:
Poland’s animal markets

Some 100 000 animals (mammals and birds) passed annually through
some 50 markets, both legal and illegal

(as determined by Viva Foundation and Animals’ Angels by the beginning
of 2013)

Bodzentyn 06/07/2013Twisting the tail... Radzymin, 10.09.2013



Registered animal markets trade
sick and dying animals...

This transport was allowed to the market at Bodzentyn on 06/07/2013 and the cow
was about to be sent to a slaughterhouse by the attendant veterinarian, who remains
unpunished.

... as confirmed by the last (2011) animal welfare audit by Food and
Veterinary Office (FVO). And yet this practice continues and will continue
as long as the Veterinary Inspection cooperates in blatant violations of
both Polish and EU law.



Sick and dead animals
transported to slaughterhouses

Łódzkie, March 2013



Animal markets: appalling negligence
of the competent authority

Bodzentyn 3/11/2012
Many markets are not
controlled at all (even
formally): the Veterinary
Inspection refuses to
inspect markets that have
not registered with them!

More stringent provisions are needed to be discipline some
„competent authorities” who condone overt, systematic
violations of both disease prevention and animal welfare laws.



No provisions to reduce long-
distance animal transports

The European Food Safety Authority (2011) recognized
transport of animals as a major risk for the spread of
infectious animal diseases in the EU.

Stresses associated with handling and transport may
cause latent infections with, for instance, Salmonella or
Pasteurella that proceed to clinical disease. Such animals are
more likely to infect others during the journey or after arrival
at their destination and in many cases (e.g. salmonellosis)
this will also increase the risk to public health.

The proposed Regulation should at least encourage a
reduction in both the volume and length of long distance live
animal transport which „may be replaced by the transport of
carcasses and food products” (EFSA 2011).



Final thought

Disease prevention and animal welfare strictly
overlap and enhance each other.

Divorcing animal health from animal welfare for
regulatory purposes is detrimental to both
areas.


