Commission communication
on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the May 2009 part-session

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation on the protection of animals at the time of killing
1.
Rapporteur: Janusz WOJCIECHOWSKI (UEN/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0185/2009 / P6_TA-PROV(2009)0369
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 6 May 2009
4.
Subject: the protection of animals at the time of killing
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2008/0180(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts certain amendments.
Here is the Commission's position on the main amendments:
Amendments on religious slaughter: 27, 28 and 81
Amendment 27 [Article 4(2)] Accepted in principle subject to rewording
This amendment deletes the reference to a derogation in case of ritual slaughter without affecting the meaning. This amendment makes the wording closer to the current EU legislation provided that amendment 28 is rejected. Amendment 27 is therefore acceptable in principle (i.e. not emphasizing the derogation) provided that Member States continue to have the possibility to adopt stricter rules, including banning slaughter without stunning (see Amendment 28).
Amendment 28 [Article 4 (2) (2)] Rejected
This amendment eliminates the possibility for the Member States to establish stricter national rules applicable to ritual slaughter. This is a major modification compared to the current situation, where Member States have the possibility to adopt stricter national rules in many aspects of the legislation.
Amendment 81 [Annex II, point 3.3] Accepted subject to rewording to clarify that the new type of restrainer by inversion can continue to be used.
This amendment deletes the ban on the rotating box. The rotating box is a system of restraining cattle, used in the case of ritual slaughter, without stunning, that inverts the animal in order to facilitate bleeding. The Jewish and Muslims communities argued that the European Food Safety Authority, when recommending the phasing out of this method of restraining, based its opinion on a type of rotating box that is not anymore used in the EU and ask for a scientific reassessment of the restrainer by inversion. Giving those facts, the Commission could accept that the ban be limited to the precise systems that have been the subject of the opinion of the EFSA. However, further study is necessary to evaluate the effect of the most common type of rotating box presently in use in the EU and to consider the requirements of ritual slaughter.
Amendments on religious festivities: 3, 4, 15, and 21
Amendment 15 [Article 1 (2)]: Rejected
Amendments 3, 4, 15 and 21 aim at allowing slaughter without stunning during the Easter and Christmas periods, as it is commonly practiced in some new Member States, contrary to the provisions of the EU legislation. The Commission proposal does not prevent animals from being slaughtered on farm for private consumption - provided that they are stunned. In addition to the clear concerns for animal welfare, accepting those amendments will open the way to the increase of slaughter activities on farm, with additional concerns in the food safety area.
Amendment on the national centres of reference: 64

Amendment 64 [Article 17]: Rejected
This amendment deletes the article requiring the establishment of national centres of reference for the welfare of animals at the time of killing. This article is one of the key elements of the Commission proposal, as it addresses the insufficient scientific support given to the current practices in many Member States. The suppression of this requirement would lead to very limited possibilities to improve awareness and competence in slaughterhouses about new scientific improvements.
Amendments on the imports from third countries: 45 and 46
Amendment 45 [Article 10] Accepted
This amendment reintroduces the wording of the current EU legislation on imports. This wording is slightly more restrictive than the Commission proposal, as it imposes a specific mention of the welfare legislation into the import certificates (as exists today).
Amendment 46 [Article 10a new] Rejected
This amendment has a similar objective as 45 but obliges the Commission to ensure compliance with this regulation for imported meat. For the Commission the amendment is not acceptable, as control on imports is mainly performed by the Member States at border inspection posts. In addition, WTO rules cannot impose full compliance, but only “equivalent standards” (i.e. having the same effect). Requiring compliance to a third country is not appropriate.
Amendment on transport of animals: 85

Amendment 85 [Annex III, point 1.2] Accepted
This amendment deletes the reference to transport time in slaughterhouses. The Commission proposal aimed at encouraging the transport of slaughter animals for a shorter period of time, an objective that is already mentioned in the EU legislation on animal transport
 by including 'time spent before slaughter' (at the slaughterhouse, after unloading) in total transport time. This would have encouraged slaughterhouses to collect animals in their vicinity. As the Commission is working on a new proposal on animal transport, the Commission does not consider that this is an essential part of its present proposal and would accept it for facilitating its adoption.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intent to present a modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: The Council reached a political agreement on 22 June 2009.
� Recital 5 of Council Regulation (EC) No 1/2005 on the protection of animals during transport states that: “For reasons of animal welfare the transport of animals over long journeys, including animals for slaughter, should be limited as far as possible”.





