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Voluntary initiative on improving health & welfare of pets (dogs) in trade

Members

g seats for Member States

(13 involved: Belgium, Denmark, France, Finland, Ireland,
Germany, ltaly, Romania, Slovakia, Spain, Portugal, Hungary,

Netherlands)
« 3 NGOs (RSPCA, Vier Pfoten, Eurogroup for Animals)
» 1 Business Organisation (FVE)
» 1 Independent expert (University of Milano)




Objectives (extract)

« Exchange of good practices on enforcement, Identification and
Registration,

e Improving communication & cooperation between Member
States with regard to pet trade,

» Greater exchangeability of data from I&R systems,
« Development of guides/guidelines,

 Improving the use of the TRACES system.




PETS IN TRACES
TOWARDS A MODEL SYSTEM

I S l o U l ‘ o l l l e 1. The limited access to TRACES for national authorities

TRACES records for any individual animal movement is only accessible to the competent
authorities of the countries of origin, transit and destination, due to data protection concerns.
This restriction means that authorities of a Member State investigating a regular animal exporter will not
have access to TRACES reports of animal movements by that exporter in other Member States. This
also impedes the “tracing” of an animal if its intra-EU mowvement has been registered twice. Breaking
the movement in two stages may facilitate falzifying the animal's real ongin, as authorities have no way

Dogs in TRACES it et

Recommendations:

*  Access to TRACES records on individual journeys should — to the extent allowed by General

| d e ntlfl Catl O n Of d efl C I e n C I e S Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) — be expanded to all Competent Authorities so that it is no

longer limited to the countries of origin, transit and desfination.
Increased access to TRACES records should be, at least, granted to Member States when
conducting a search for a specific animal (by transponder andior passport number, when

D eve | O p m e n t Of required) or locking for traders/breeders, transperters, consignors or consignees.
re C O l I l l I l e n d at I O n S 2. The absence of verification of the validity of the animal identification number

With regard to dogs, cats and ferrets, TRACES does not include a system for controlling the
compliance of animal identification numbers (transponder codes) with the unigue identification code

< | d d d m t set up by 150 standards 11784 and 11785, Since the TRACES reform of 10 March 2015 {version
O n C U e O C U e n 6.21) a Deep Validation Control (DVC, already been developed for free by Planet ID). This is in place
for bovine but not for pets. Such a system would help to automatically reject animals registered

fo rwa rd e d t O E C | M S O C te a m with impossible or false codes, and alert the relevant authorities."

Recommendation:

* An integrated and consistent control system to check the validity of transponder codes (DVC)
to be implemented.

3. The absence of verification of the registration or approval numbers of organisations

TRACES requests a registration or approval number for any person or entity moving animals

to another Member State ( type “Other species location”), but its validity and existence in
national databases of the Member States is not checked by TRACES. Investigations showed

TRAde Control and Expert System

not check.

1 such a system was, for example, set up in reland




2 n d O | 't c O l l l e I MAPPING SURVEY ON IDENTIFICATION AND REGISTRATION OF
DOGS & REGISTRATION OF BREEDERS AND SELLERS

Austria (info not received yet)
Belzjum

Bulgaria

Croatia

Cyprus (info not received yet)

Czech Republic
Denmark

Our group mapped all national
legislation in respect to:

I

Estonia

- Identification and registration; 1o Fance

11. Germany

_ _ p— 25 countries
Categorles and reqmrements for e mapped so far

14, Ireland

15. ltaly

breeders; 16 Lo

17. Lithuania
18. Luxembourg
S | | : f d i 19. Malta {info not received yet)

elling or dogs, etc. 20. Poland

21 Portugal

22 Bomania

23. Slovakia

24, Slovenia

25. Spain

26. Sweden

27. The Netherlands

28. United Kingdom










2nd outcome (ll) _

Are identification and

Results overview: | registration of dogs

mandatory?
© Yes, both are mandatory
@ Only identification

% Noneoftherm is
mandatory

- Mandatory I&R of dogs - ®  Disparity berween

regions

* Mandatory from 2020




2nd outcome (lll)

Results overview:

Are there minimum
requirements to sell pets
online?

7 Yes

* Mo

Minimum requirement to online
pet sell




Results overview:

- Breeders registration




2nd outcome (V)

Different legally defined
categories of breeders:

®  More than two categories

Results overview: | ® Two categories:

commercial/professional
breeders and non-
professional breeders [
hoblby

Twio categories: export
traders and non-eport
traders

- Categories of breeders

% Onecategory

% No defined categories




Further/future ‘Outcomes’

e Recommendations document regarding the outcomes of the
Mapping on I&R of dogs and breeders in all Member States.

» Development of guidelines /guides:
- Transport: road transport of dogs and cats.

- Online dog sale: advertisement of dogs.
Breeders (dogs, cats; including chapter on dog socialization).
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