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Subject: Petition 1475/2010 by Sophie Bilger (French), on environmental impact 
assessment in the fur industry 

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner asks the Commission for an objective and independent assessment of the 
environmental impact of the fur industry.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 7 March 2011. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 6 September 2011

The work programmes of the different Departments of the Commission put into effect the 
duties which are assigned to it by the Treaty. There are Treaty domains which are of some 
relevance to the fur industry, but they are by no means confined to the environment as the 
petitioner's request might seem to suppose; nor do they apply to this branch of activity as a 
whole, in such a way as would justify a study to determine for instance the "ecological 
footprint" of the whole.  The Commission cannot, therefore, justify devoting resources to the 
study which the petitioner would like to see, but would be pleased to draw attention to 
relevant issues which do come within the broad ambit of EU activities. It might be remarked 
at the outset, that the products of animals from a healthy farmed fur sector will tend to 
substitute for similar products whose production might put pressure on the ever-rarer wild 
populations of equivalent animals and thus provide a useful economic buffer overall. Fur 
farming as such has never received direct subsidies under the Common Agricultural Policy; 
neither for that matter has wool production.

There is currently no EU eco-label for fur products under the EU scheme, Regulation 
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1980/2000 on a Revised Community Ecolabel Scheme; preparation of such a label would 
have involved studies which would have come the closest to what the petitioner has in mind. 
Worldwide, there are over a dozen eco-label schemes which are potentially relevant, but they 
tend to concern soft furnishings and the like, in which the fur element will tend to be minor.

Animals which are farmed for fur may present health risks both to humans, such as workers in 
contact with the animals, and to wildlife, such as local wildlife in the event of an escape from 
a farm. Whilst it is arguable that fur farms can provide a valuable service in consuming edible 
materials which would otherwise go to waste, it has also to be ensured that the corresponding 
risks are controlled. Thus, risks which could arise and which need to be dealt with at EU level 
are scientifically managed, for instance pursuant to Regulation (EC) N° 999/2001 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 22 May 2001 laying down rules for the 
prevention, control and eradication of certain transmissible spongiform encephalopathies. The 
Commission would like to point out that such risk management is a priori indifferent as to 
whether the animals are kept for fur or for any other purpose; the aspect which matters is the 
actual risk. 

Animals which are farmed for fur may come within the scope of EU animal welfare 
legislation, such as Directive 1998/58/EC, concerning the protection of animals kept for 
farming purposes. The Commission would like to point out that this animal welfare 
legislation, although it can apply to fur farms, is actually indifferent as to whether the animals 
are being kept for fur production purposes, or for any other. As a matter of record, the 
Commission has no evidence of greater animal welfare problems on fur farms as compared 
with any other sort of farm. The EU has also already adopted certain rules affecting the 
welfare of animals for certain wild animals not kept in captivity (importation of seal products 
and the use of leghold traps)1. In accordance with the Agreement on International Humane 
Trapping Standards, the use of the leghold traps is prohibited in the EU. The introduction in 
the EU of pelts and manufactured goods of certain wild animal species originating in 
countries which do not meet the international humane trapping standards is also prohibited. 
The attention of the petitioner could also be drawn to the recent report2 by Mrs Paulsen on this 
general topic.

Intra EU movements and imports from third countries of fur animals are also covered by 
Directive 92/65/EEC as regards animal health requirements.

Conclusions
                                               
1  Directive 83/129/EEC concerning the importation into Member States of skins of certain 
seal pups and products derived therefrom (OJ L 091, 9.4.1983, p. 30) and Regulation (EEC) 
No 3254/91 of 4 November 1991 prohibiting the use of leghold traps in the Community and 
the introduction into the Community of pelts and manufactured goods of certain wild animal 
species originating in countries which catch them by means of leghold traps or trapping 
methods which do not meet international humane trapping standards (OJ L 308, 09.11.1991 
p.1).
2

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/documents/agri/pr/798/798693/798693e
n.pdf
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The Commission can only reply to those aspects of the petition which fall under its 
competence. For a general overview of the sector and its socioeconomic impact in Europe, the 
petitioner should refer to the website of the International Fur Trade Federation:
http://www.iftf.com/publctns/5036FrenchEuroSocioEconomic.pdf


