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INFORMATION NOTE

From: General Secretariat of the Council

To: Delegations

Subject: Regulation on the welfare of dogs and cats

- Summary of public feedback received after adoption of the proposal

Delegations will find attached, for information, a letter by the European Commission's Director
General for Health and Food Safety to the Deputy Permanent Representative of Hungary to the EU
with a summary of the public feedback received after the adoption of the proposal for a Regulation

on the welfare of dogs and cats and their traceability.

12541/24 MLL/kh 1
LIFE.3 EN



ANNEX

12541/24 MLL/kh 2
ANNEX LIFE.3 EN



12541/24
ANNEX

LIFE.3

MLL/kh

EN



12541/24
ANNEX

LIFE.3

MLL/kh

EN



12541/24
ANNEX

LIFE.3

MLL/kh

EN



12541/24
ANNEX

LIFE.3

MLL/kh

EN



for setting a maximum of two pregnancies in two years for bitches and queens. 2 stakeholders
maintain that non-veterinarians should also be allowed to perform euthanasia of dogs and cats.

For what concerns the behavioural needs (art. 14), 28 contributors believe that tethering should
be prohibited regardless of the amount of time.!°

64 out of 404 contributions (16%) refer to painful practices (art. 15). 13 contributors advocate
for a ban on the sale and use of electric collars for dogs and cats.!! By contrast, 5 contributors
do not support the prohibition of exposing dogs and cats to an electric current, arguing that
electric collars are effective for aversive training. 4 contributors believe that the requirements
on painful practices should apply to all dogs and cats in the EU, while 6 contributors believe
that any form of mutilation should be forbidden.!? By contrast, 3 stakeholders express the view
that tail docking should be allowed for hunting dogs.

With regard to neutering, 13 contributors point out that the surgical castration of dogs and cats
should be carried out with consideration and that non-surgical alternatives for neutering are
available.!® 15 EU citizens call for the neutering of all stray dogs and cats, while 13 contributors
call specifically only for the neutering of all stray cats.?

7 contributions (2%) are related to the approval of breeding establishments (art. 16). 6
contributors consider the transitional period of five years for breeding establishments to be
subject to the approval of a competent authority to be too long,” with 2 stakeholders
recommending it to be shortened to three years.

S. IDENTIFICATION AND REGISTRATION OF DOGS AND CATS (Art. 17)

100 out of 404 contributions (25%) concern the identification and registration of dogs and cats
(art. 17). The feedback is distributed as follows: 55 from EU citizens, 31 from NGOs, 6 from
other institutions, 3 from public authorities, 3 from business and business associations, 1 from
a research institution, and 1 from a trade union.

78 contributors call for identification and registration requirements to be applied to all dogs
and cats in the EU.'¢

As regards the requirement to identify and register dogs and cats in breeding establishments
within 3 months of birth, 10 stakeholders consider this period to be too long. Within this group,
4 stakeholders suggest reducing it to two months.

Concerning the verification of the authenticity of the identification and registration of marketed
dogs and cats, 4 stakeholders encourage the introduction of integrated software solutions in
online platforms to allow purchasers to verify the cross-border registration status of traded dogs

1% 4 stakeholders (5%) and 24 EU citizens (7.52%).

115 stakeholders (6.25%) and 8 EU citizens (2.50%)

12 4 stakeholders (5%) and 2 EU citizens (0.62%).

13 5 stakeholders (6.25%) and 9 EU citizens (2.82%).

142 stakeholders (2.5%) and 11 EU citizens (3.55%).

15 5 stakeholders (6.25%) and 1 EU citizens (0.31%).

18 23 stakeholders (28.75%) and 55 EU citizens (17.24%).
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and cats. 3 stakeholders are of the opinion that the identity of sellers should be verifiable in
case dogs and cats are offered for sale on online platforms.

6. COMPETENT AUTHORITIES (Art. 18-20)

8 contributions out of 404 (2%) are related to the databases of dogs and cats (art. 19). 5
stakeholders ask to reduce the transition period for ensuring the interoperability of databases
to three years. 2 stakeholders stress that the use of pre-existing national databases should be
allowed.

7. FEEDBACK ON GENERAL ISSUES CONCERNING THE WELFARE OF DOGS
AND CATS

33 EU citizens call for the abolition of all so-called killing stations of stray dogs in Eastern
Europe, in particular in Romania. 34 EU citizens call for action to protect hunting dogs in
Spain, especially Spanish grevhounds (galgos). Finally, 5 EU citizens request the abolition of
dog and cat testing.

8. SUMMARY OF CAMPAIGN RESPONSES

Two campaigns were identified as part of 117 contributions (22 % of all the contributions
received on the platform). The first campaign, which had 36 respondents and was probably
launched by a kennel club,!” called for:

¢ Mandatory identification and registration for all dogs and cats in the EU, allowing the
use of both national and private databases for registration.

¢ Implementing measures to tackle the illegal trade of puppies.

s No financial reward for catchers of stray animals in Romania, Hungary, Bulgaria, and
Slovakia.

¢ Castration projects, medical care and feeding stations for stray dogs and cats.

s Ensuring proper inspection of dogs and cats from killing stations before they can be
transported to other EU states.

o Enforcement of mandatory inspections of 2% of animal shelters.

¢ Recognition of pure-bred dogs only if they have three generations of pure-bred ancestry
certified by a state-certified breeding club.

¢ Requirement for online platforms and social media to verify pedigree and breeder
membership in a state-certified breeding club before advertising pure-bred dogs and
cats.

s Ban on the sale of dogs and cats in pet shops.

e Prohibition of discrimination against dogs listed as potentially dangerous and disabled
dogs.

1730 respondents were based in Austria (83%), 6 in Germany (17%). They were all EU citizens.
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e No prohibition on keeping and no killing of breeds resulting from extreme breeding
practices.

¢ Prohibition for breeding establishments to produce more than 15 litters per year.
Setting a maximum breeding age of 8 years for bitches.
Increasing penalties for pet abandonment.

The second campaign, which had 81 respondents,'® called for:

¢ Mandatory identification and registration for all dogs and cats in the EU.

e Verification of owner data during registration.

¢ Extending obligations with respect to breeding, keeping, feeding, and health
requirements to all breeding establishments regardless of their size.

e Verification of registration of dogs and cats advertised for sale online through online
platforms.

¢ Ban on the sale of dogs and cats in pet shops.

e Ban on tethering of dogs and cats.

s Setting a maximum of two pregnancies in two years for bitches and queens.

e Definition and specification of extreme breeding and extreme breeding characteristics.

¢ Ban on the import, trade, keeping, advertisement, and exhibition of dogs and cats with
extreme features.

e Ban on the import, advertisement, and use of accessories that violate animal welfare,
such as electric or spiked collars.

9. CONCLUSIONS

The consultation on the new rules on the welfare of dogs and cats and their traceability gathered
diverse, valuable input, emphasising the need for uniform rules to ensure that their welfare is
respected.

Stakeholders from various sectors and EU citizens highlighted the importance of establishing
uniform EU standards for the breeding, housing, and handling of dogs and cats in breeding
establishments and pet shops as well as shelters.

The feedback also stressed the importance of reinforcing the traceability of dogs and cats
through mandatory identification and registration in national databases to fight illegal trade and
better control animal welfare conditions in the establishments.

Overall, the responses clearly demonstrate that the Commission proposal is met with favour by
the majority of stakeholders and EU citizens.

18 76 respondents were based in Germany (93.83%%), 3 in Austria (3.70%), 1 in Italy (1.23%), and 1 from
Switzerland (1.23%). Apart from the Swiss respondent, they were all EU citizens.
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