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Directive on the protection of chickens kept for meat production

1.
Rapporteur:  Thijs Berman 
2.
N° EP: A6-0017/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 14 February 2006
4.
Subject: Proposal for a Directive on the protection of chickens kept for meat production

5.
Inter-institutional reference : 2005/0099 (CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the Treaty
7.
Competent parliamentary committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.
The Commission can accept the following amendments wholly or partly and subject to rewording: 1, 2, 4, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 50, 20, 22, 55, 56, 25, 26, 27, 28, 60, 30, 32, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40 and 41.

With regard to amendment 12, the Commission could agree averaging stocking density over 3 flocks to allow for minor weight variations which are outside the control of the farmer while still respecting the proposed maximum of 30 kilogrammes liveweight per m2. In light of this additional flexibility the Commission considers that a lee-way of two additional days is unnecessary. This parameter of stocking density is defined in terms of kg/m2, rather than the absolute age of the birds. For amendment 13 in the Commission’s view the future proposed reduction in stocking density to 34 kg/m2 cannot be currently justified on the basis of available scientific evidence and socio-economic data. Concerning amendment 26 more scientific data should be provided concerning the importance of non-flickering light, although the Commission could in principle agree with this specification. However, an intensity of at least 50 lux would be inappropriate under many situations.

The Commission cannot accept the following amendments: 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 15, 17, 42, 21, 23, 29, 31, 33 and 36. Concerning amendment 3 although the Commission could agree on the key sentiments expressed, the reference to the EC Treaty Protocol on protection and welfare of animals is inappropriate, given that this Treaty Protocol does not state that “economic and social considerations should not take precedence over animal welfare and health”.  
For amendment 5, although the Commission agrees on the importance of labelling, a period of six months would be insufficient to collect the necessary data and carry out appropriate consultation with stakeholders etc. in order to bring forward a comprehensive and reasoned report on this technical issue. 

Concerning amendments 8, 15, 23, 29, and 33 rules applicable to such inspections and a risk-based approach are already governed by Community legislation (Official Food and Feed Control legislation).

Concerning amendments 8, 9, 10, and 42 obligations for free trade as provided for by WTO rules should be taken into account, although on a more general basis, the Commission committed in the Animal Welfare Action Plan to explore the possibility of welfare labelling, without prejudice to WTO rules. 

With regard to amendment 31 beak-trimming may be necessary for welfare reasons in situations where birds are kept to an advanced age, become sexually mature and can inflict severe injuries by pecking each other. The Commission proposal already contains adequate safeguards on the castration of male chickens, requiring it to be carried out only under veterinary supervision by personnel who have received a specific training authorised by the competent authority.

Concerning amendment 34 it is important to consider the evolution of welfare indicators over time and between flocks. However, poor welfare in one flock (due to mortality or foot-pad lesions) cannot be compensated for by better conditions in a later flock. Such later improvements are of no material benefit to birds that may have suffered or died in any given flock.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal:

The Commission will work closely to ensure that attention is given to incorporating those EP amendments which the Commission can accept, many of which echo the direction of discussions at Council technical expert group level as well as the opinion adopted by the European Economic and Social Committee.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: 

Two technical expert group meetings have been organised by the Austrian Council presidency during February 2005, to be followed by discussion at CSA and CVO levels during March. A further technical expert group meeting is planned for April, with the Austrian Council Presidency hoping to reach political agreement on this dossier in May at the Agriculture Council.
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