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Subject: The position and measures taken by the Commission concerning the British fur ban

Member States had until 13 March to react to the draft UK ban on fur-farming. Five Member States 
(Italy, France, Finland, Spain and Denmark) voiced very serious concerns about the measure, and 
France submitted a detailed opinion opposing its adoption. As the Commission is aware, this proposal 
has no scientific basis (nor does the UK claim that it has), and the justification put forward for it by 
the UK authorities is public morality.

As the Commission is aware, fur-farming is a well regulated sector of agriculture governed by 
national and EU laws as well as by a Council of Europe Recommendation on fur animals which was 
adopted in June 1999 with the support of all EU Member States and the Commission. The EU is the 
largest producer of farmed fur, and the sector provides thousands of jobs, both directly and indirectly.

In view of this situation, does not the Commission consider it illogical and incorrect for a Member 
State to ignore EU laws governing a legitimate agricultural activity and ban it without full and proper 
justification? Is not the Commission concerned about the precedent that would be set if a ban based on 
unsubstantiated public morality arguments were accepted, and is it not worried that the same basis 
might be used to ban the keeping of other farmed animals or to introduce measures on the transport of 
animals that conflict with EU directives in this field?

Finally, in the light of the above, does not the Commission consider that it should take a position 
against the draft UK ban as a matter of urgency and join France in issuing a detailed opinion?


