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Potieby zvitat chovanych pro koZesinu a vliy

faremniho chovu na jejich Zivotni pohodu

Donald M. Broom

Centre for Animal Welfare and Anthrozology
Departement of Veterinary Medicine
University of Cambridge

Madingley Road, Cambridge CB3 OES, U.K.

Pojmy joko Zivotni pohoda zviFat (welfare), potieby, stres, zdravi, bolest, emoce a citové prozivani jsou definovany
a probihé diskuse o vztazich mezi nimi. Welfare je Siroky pojem, zdravi a citové prozivéni jsou jeho ddleZitou sougdsti.

V poslednich letech do3lo k velkému posunu ve védeckém definovani Zivotni pohody zvifat. Pod tlakem vefejného minéni
byly tyto informace pouzity pfi vytvéreni zédkonl a standardi o zpdsobu ustdjeni zvitat, péi o n&, dopravé a zachézeni

s nimi. Udaje o abnormdlnim chovéni, fyziologii, fungovani imunitniho systému atd. jsou nyni dopliiovény o zkouméni vlivu
copingovych strategii (obrannych mechanism{) na &nnost mozku. Tam, kde je Zivotni pohoda nedostateénd, je jeiji nejlepsi
celkové stanoveni funkci z&dvaznosti z&téZe pisobici na jedince a doby jejiho trvani. Je treba se zamé&Fit na vyhodnoceni
Zivotn{ pohody ve smyslu kladném i z&porném. Ke zhodnoceni toho, co je pro zvifata doleZité, ném miZe pomoci moderni
mikroekonomickd teorie. V&da o Zivotni pohodé zvifat (Animal welfare science) je nyni vyuZivéna ve studiich o chovu
kozesinovych zvifat.

V poslednich letech se objevilo mnoho studii o Zivotni pohodé norka amerického, Mustela vison, ve vztahu k jeho ustdjeni
v chovech a pé&i o néj. Biologické procesy divokého norka byly téZ lépe pochopeny, coz mize pomoci pfi vyhodnocovani
Zivotni pohody na farmdch nebo pfi interpretaci problémd souvisejicich s drzenim v zajeti. Podminky ustdjeni mohou byt
zménény za (&elem zlep3eni Zivotni pohody. Mnohé dileZité aspekty chovani norkd v divoéing, jako napf. nedostatek
socidlniho kontaktu, tendence cestovat na dlouhé vzddlenosti a pouZivat riznd hnizdisté, pravidelné plavani a potdpéni,
norkdm zajeti neumozZiiuje. Chovny norek také vykazuje vysokou miru stereotypniho chovani, coz ukazuie, Ze jeho Zivotni
pohoda neni dobrd. Mohla by byt zlep§ena odpovidajicim obohacenim Zivotniho prostfedi a zménou socidlniho prostiedi
chovného norka.

Lisky jsou v Evropé drzeny v zajeti za G&elem vyroby koZedin 70-80 let. Ve srovndni s hlavnimi domestikovanymi zvifecimi
druhy je to velmi krétce. Data o Zivotni pohodé& chovnych lisek ve vztahu k ustdjeni a péci o né zahrnuji studie o rané
manipulaci s mléddaty za G&elem zmen3eni strachu z Elovéka a o tom, jak jednoduché zmény v uspofadani klece mohou
prispét k obohaceni Zivotniho prostiedi lisek. Strach z lidi se ukazuje jako zavazny a viudypfitomny problém a sterilita kleci
je téz divodem ke znepokojeni. Rozsah abnormdlniho chovéni a reprodukénich problémd je znagny, coz ukazuje na
pomérné zdvazné nedostatky Zivotni pohody. N&které zpisoby ustdjeni zvifat a péce o né jsou méné skodlivé nez jiné,
nicméné dokazy nasvédéuji tomu, Ze Zivotni pohoda chovnych lisek neni dostaéujici.
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Profesor Donald M. Broom

Donald Broom (M.A.,Ph.D., Sc.D.), prvni profesor Zivotni pohody zvifat na svét&, od roku 1986
pracuje na oddéleni Veterindrni mediciny na Cambridgské univerzité. V jeho Centru pro Zivotni
pohodu zvifat a antrozoologii (Centre for Animal Welfare and Anthrozoology) byly vyvinuty
koncepty a metody k védeckému posouzeni Zivotni pohody zvifat, bylo v ném vyddno pres
500 pFispévkd o kognitivnich schopnostech zvifat, Zivotni pohodé telat, prasat, kufat,
laboratornich zvifat, zvifat v zoologickych zahraddch atd. v souvislosti s jejich ustdjenim

a pfevozem, o problematickém chovéni domdcich mazlickd, o postoji ke zvifatdm a efice jejich
vyuzivani lidmi. O Zivotni pohodé& zvifat pfedndsel ve 37 zemich, pracoval v komisi Evropské
rady a od roku 1990 jako prezident & viceprezident Védeckého vyboru pro Zivomni pohodu
zvitat (Scientific Committees on Animal Welfare) pfi EU. V souéasnosti je viceprezidentem
Védeckého vyboru pro zdravi a welfare zvifat Evropského GFadu pro bezpeé&nost potravin
(European Food Safety Authority Scientific Panel on Animal Health and Welfare). Predsedé
také skupiné O.1.E. (World organisation for animal health) zabyvaijici se Zivotni pohodou zvifat
béhem pozemnich transportd na dlouhé vzddlenosti. Mezi jeho 8 knih patfi Stress and Animal
Welfare (Broom and Johnson 1993/2000, Kluwer), Coping with Challenge: Welfare in
Animals including Humans (Broom ed. 2001, Berlin: Dahlem University Press), The Evolution of
Morality and Religion (2003, Cambridge University Press) a Domestic Animal Behaviour and
Welfare, 4.vydéni, (Broom and Fraser 2007, CABI).



The Needs of Animals Kept for Fur Production

and How Farming Affects Their Welfare

Donald M. Broom

Centre for Animal Welfare and Anthrozology
Departement of Veterinary Medicine
University of Cambridge

Madingley Road, Cambridge CB3 OES, U.K.

The concepts of welfare, need, stress, health, pain, emotion and feeling are defined and the relationships amongst these are
discussed. Welfare is a broad term, of which health and feelings are important parts. There has been rapid development in
recent years in the scientific assessment of animal welfare. Driven by public opinion, this information has been used in
formulating laws and standards about how animals should be housed, managed, transported and treated. Measures of
abnormal behaviour, physiology, immune system function, etc. are now being complemented by investigations of what
happens in the brain in relation to coping systems. Where welfare is poor, the best overall assessment of welfare is a function
of the severity of effect on the individual and the duration of that effect. Efforts should be made to evaluate how good
welfare is as well as the extent of any poor welfare. This is facilitated by evaluating what is important to animals and modern
micro-economic theory can help in doing this. Animal welfare science is now being used in studies of animals kept for fur
production.

In recent years, there have been many studies of the welfare of farmed American mink, Mustela vison, in relation to their
housing and management. The biology of feral mink has also become better understood, and such knowledge can aid in the
assessment of welfare on farms, or in the interpretation of problems related to captivity. Housing conditions can be changed
to improve welfare. Many significant aspects of mink behaviour in the wild, such as their lack of social contact, their tendency
to travel long distances and use several den sites, and regular swimming and diving, are denied them in captivity. Farmed
mink also show high levels of stereotypy, suggesting that their welfare is not good. Welfare may be improved by appropriate
environmental enrichment and changes in the social environment of farmed mink.

Foxes have been kept in captivity in Europe for the purpose of fur production for 70-80 years. In comparison with the main
domesticated animal species, this is very recent. Data on the welfare of farmed foxes in relation to housing and management
includes studies of the early handling of cubs, with the intention of reducing their subsequent fear of humans, and how simple
changes in cage environment may provide environmental enrichment for foxes. Fear of humans appears to be a significant
and pervasive problem, and the barrenness of cages is also a cause for concern. The extent of abnormal behaviours and
reproductive failure, both indicative of quite severe welfare problems, is substantial. Some housing and management
practices are less detrimental than other, nonetheless, the evidence suggests that the welfare of farmed foxes is poor.
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Professor Donald M. Broom

Donald Broom (M.A.,Ph.D., Sc.D.), the world’s first Professor of Animal Welfare, has held the
post at Cambridge University’s Department of Veterinary Medicine since 1986. His Centre for
Animal Welfare and Anthrozoology have developed concepts and methods of scientific
assessment of animal welfare, publishing over 500 papers on cognitive abilities of animals, the
welfare of calves, pigs, chickens, laboratory animals, zoo animals etc. in relation to housing
and transport, behaviour problems of pets, attitudes to animals and ethics of animal usage. He
has lectured on animal welfare in 37 countries, served on UK (FAWC and APC) and Council of
Europe committees and has been Chairman or Vice Chairman of EU Scientific Committees on
Animal Welfare since 1990. At present he is Vice Chairman of the European Food Safety
Authority Scientific Panel on Animal Health and Welfare. He also chairs the O.1.E. group on
Welfare of Animals during Land Transport. Amongst his eight books are Stress and Animal
Welfare (Broom and Johnson 1993/2000, Kluwer), Coping with Challenge: Welfare in
Animals including Humans (Broom ed. 2001, Berlin: Dahlem University Press, The Evolution of
Morality and Religion (2003, Cambridge University Press), and Domestic Animal Behaviour
and Welfare, 4th edition, (Broom and Fraser 2007, CABI).



Stav koZesinového primyslu v roce 2008

Mark Rissi

Jsem ré&d, Ze vém profesor Broom podal ndzorny popis potieb zvifat vyuzivanych kozesinovym promyslem a aspekti jejich
Zivotn{ pohody. V mé prezentaci uslysite ohromujici &isla. Je freba zamyslet se nad tim, &im projde kazdé jednotlivé zvife od
narozeni az do chvile, nez se stane koZesinou. Dam vam informace, které vam ukézov, jak obrovsky a finanéné vlivny je
kozeZinovy promysl v roce 2008. Uvidite také, jak se Cina stala nejvétiim hraéem na tomto poli.

Obrazky feknou vic nez slova. Proto bych vam chtél ukdzat krétké video o kozesinovych zvifatech v klecich.Vice nez 100 miliond
zvitat na celém svété, véetné psikd myvalovitych, lidek, norkd, tchofd a &indil je chovano v klecich s dréténym pletivem. Kozedinové
farmy (mély by byt nazyvany promyslovymi farmami) vystavuji zvifata Zivotu v utrpeni a smrfi. Zvifata trdvi cely Zivot v t&chto
malych, $pinavych dréténych klecich, kde ndsledkem stresu a nudy zbésile pobihaji tam a zpét. Neexistuje z&4dnd legislativa
humanniho zabijeni, kterd by tato zvifata ochrdnila. Jsou zabijena krutymi metodami, pfi nichZ neni poskozovdna kozesing, jako
napf. plynovani, lamani vazu, ubijeni nebo zabiti elekirickym proudem pies andlni otvor. Zatadil jsem farmy z riznych zemi.
Vidéli jste klece ve Finsku, Norsku, na Slovensku a v Cing. Cht&l jsem vém ukdzat, Ze systém je standardizovdn. Farmy vypadaii
viude stejné. Stejné klece, stejné rozméry. Ligky v klecich velikosti kufru. Klece s podlahou o rozméru 0,6 m2. Zafadil jsem

i stopdz, kterou jsem nafilmoval v r. 1984, vsimli jste si ji moZnd jen podle toho, Ze jsem tehdy pouzil 16 mm film. Finsko od &
doby pfidalo klecim jedno patro - nepatrnd zména, velikost zUstala stejnd. Ale i kdyby klece zvé&fsili, moc by se tim nezménilo.

V'r. 2004 a 2005 jsme provadéli prizkum v Cing. Je pfinejmensim tfeba fict, e metody zabijeni jsou tam velmi surové.
Bohuzel se zatim mnoho nezménilo. V sezéné 07/08 zvifata stdle byla ubijena k smrti. Chcete-li vidét video v plné délce,
obratte se na www.animal-protection.net.

Cinské kozedinové farmy nyni produkuji 80% svétové produkce kozesin. V Cing neexistuji zakony na ochranu Zivotni pohody
zvitat. Navic 2 miliony psi a ko&ek jsou odsouzeny k muéivé a bolestivé smrti, aby se jejich koZesina proménila na koZichy,
koZeZinové ozdoby a levné cetky.

Neexistuji oficidIni tdaje o &inské produkci norkd, ale neoficidlni odhad je mezi 12,5 a 15 miliony v r. 2006. Nicméné
Udaje od odé&vnich zavodd, vyrobcd vakein, dodavateld krmiva a dal3ich pfidruzenych primyslovych odvétvi, kterd

s farmami spolupracuii, pfimély pozorovatele znaéné zvysit odhady jejich produkce. Oslo Fur Auctions ji nyni odhaduje na
cca 20 miliond, pfic¢emz Cina zna&né piedstihuje Dénsko jako nejvétitho svétového producenta norki. Rost produkce

v poslednim roce je enormni. Vedouci pozici opét zaujima Cina s naristem 65%.

Podle poslednich statistik, jez kazdy rok zvefejfiuje Oslo Fur Auctions, svétovd produkce dosdhla v minulé sezéné celkem
57,59 miliond koZesin, Cina vyprodukovala tfetinu svétového objemu (norkovych koZesin).

Pocet liscich kozesin dosdhl 7 miliont. Opét doséhla prvenstvi Cina se 4 miliony kozein, meziroéni ndrost o 14%.

Celkem je 100 milion0 zvifat zneuZivano pro koZesinovou médu (55 mil. norkd, 7 mil. lidek, 2 mil. psikd myvalovitych, 21
mil. chovnych jedincd uréenych k reprodukei, 13 mil. zvifat odchycenych do pasti, 2 mil. pst a koéek).

Cina je nejen nejvétsi producent, nybr i nejvétii zpracovatel kozesin. Na Copenhagen Fur auction v r. 2008 bylo ze 450
ndkupéich 280 z Ciny. Hong Kong je nejvétii dovozce kizi z kozesinovych farem na svété a nejvétsi vyvozce kozedinovych odévi.
Vim, Ze tyto zprdvy jsou depresivni. Dovolte mi uvést pro zmé&nu také dobré zprdvy. Nékteré skupiny ochrdnci zvitat dosahly
velkého pokroku pfi odstrafiovdni nelidskych koZesinovych farem v jejich zemich. Ve Velké Britdnii a Rakousku byly
kozesinové farmy zakdzany. Nizozemi zakdzalo chov lisek, Novy Zéland chov norkd. Chorvatsko zakdze koZedinové farmy
kr. 2017. Jiné zemé& zavedly pfisné smérnice k zajidténi Zivotni pohody zvifat, diky nimz se farmové produkce kozesin stala

z hlediska ndkladd nevyhodnou. V Itdlii vedel v platnost zékon vyzaduiici, aby norkové farmy zaijistily zvifatim vice prostoru,
moznost plavani a pfistresek na pevniné kr. 2010.

Ve Svycarsku je farmovému chovu kozedinovych zvifat zamezeno zékonem, jenz umoziiuje pouze chov v podminkdch
zoologickych zahrad. Nafizeni vyzaduje pro dvé poldrni lisky nebo psiky myvalovité minimélné 40 m?2 venkovniho
prirodniho prostoru ke hrabdni, misto pro Gkryt a 8 m? vnitfniho prostoru. Dvé liky &ervené potfebuiji min. 100 m?2
venkovniho pfirodniho prostoru, moznost Gkrytu a 10 m? vnitiniho prostoru. Dva norci nebo tchofi vyzaduiji min. 15m?2
venkovniho pfirodniho prostoru a vodni bazén.



Vratme se k tomu, co se dé&jé v oblasti koZesin. Je pro nds doleZité védét, co mé nase protistrana v plénu, nebof to ovlivni
nade budouci kroky.

Vyrobky z koZesin jsou v soucasnosti primyslem o objemu pdl miliardy dolard. KoZesinové ozdoby jsou frivolnim luxusem,
odpovédnym za smrt miliond zvifat kazdy rok. Ocekdvé se, Ze pocet zvifat zabitych pro koZesinové ozdoby piekond pocet
zvifat zabitych pro celokoZesinové odévy. ProtoZze obchod s koZedinami uréenymi na ozdoby neklade tak vysoké
pozadavky na kvalitu, barvu a uniformitu koZesiny, kvalita pé&e poskytované koZesinovym zvifatim je mensi.

Zatimco Cina zaznamendvd v poslednich letech obrovskou expanzi primyslu, mdlo pozornosti se vénuje dopaddm na
Zivotn{ prostiedi, které jsou v mnoha ohledech katastrofdlni. AZ v obdobi cca posledniho roku vldda pfijimd opatteni, kterd
nuti zne&ifovatele k nasazeni &isticich zafizen.

Chemikdlie obecné vyuzivané k vyrobé& kozesin obsahuiji kyseliny, peroxid vodiku, chromany, formaldehyd, bélici prosttedky
a rizné druhy barviv. Mnohé z nich mohou pdsobit drédzdivé na kizi. Formaldehyd byl klasifikovan mezindrodni agenturou
pro vyzkum rakoviny International Agency for Research on Cancer jako lidsky karcinogen a americkou agenturou pro
ochranu Zivotniho prostiedi US Environmental Protection Agency jako pravdépodobny lidsky karcinogen. Chromany,

v zavislosti na typu slouéeniny, mohou psobit dychaci potize a dal3i zdravotni problémy.

Oznadeni zaru&eni pdvodu koZesin - the ,Origin Assured” label (OA) je marketingovy néstroj, ktery spottebiteli zarugi, Ze
koZedinovy vyrobek oznaceny OA pochdzi ze zemi, kde je farmovd vyroba koZesin regulovéna. Primysl se snazi
diferencovat odlisenim od &inskych koZedin a od &inskych metod zabijeni, které jsme zvefejnili pred tfemi lety. Zdiraziuji, ze
kozediny plivodem z EU byly vyrobeny s ohledem na Zivotni pohodu zvitat a Zivotni prostiedi. Je to velmi efektivni
marketingovy tah a md, podle mého ndzoru, redlny potencidl prekroutit a zastfit skuteény problém.

Dobrd, mdme tedy indikace o tom, co nasi oponenti chystaiji. Dovolte mi ted' Fici, co délaji nékteré organizace na nadi strané.
V sou&asnosti probihd nékolik velmi Gspésnych kampani.

Je veelku obtizné zvysit v Cing povédomi o Zivotni pohodé zvitat. Svycarskd organizace na ochranu zvitat Swiss Animal
Protection zorganizovala a financovala v Ciné regiondlni plakdtovou soutéz ,Design proti kozesing” (the Design Against Fur
competition). Akce méla ohromuijici vysledek. V r. 2007 se do soutéze zapoijilo vice nez 4000 studentd a tento rok jiz mame
pres 5000 vstupd. Viichni tito studenti se pfedtim oviem museli vénovat vyzkumu daného tématu. Moji &indti pratelé dokonce
zorganizovali velkou vystavu vitéznych plakéti v muzeich uméni ve Wuhanu a Sanghaii. A na pfisti rok uz jsme pronaijali
prostor pro velkou vystavu v Pekingu. Po krii&cich tedy nachdzime cestu, jak v Ciné pozvednout povédomi o krutostech
spojenych s koZzedinovym obchodem. VyZaduije to trpélivost, ale je zde nadéje.

NORKOVE KOZESINY - CELKOVY POCET 55 MILIONU

Cina 20,0 mil. 65 % nardst od r. 2006
Dénsko 14.0 mil. 4% nérist od r. 2006
Nizozemi 3,4 mil. 16 % nérdst od r. 2006
USA 3,0 mil. 5% ndrost od r. 2006
Polsko 2.8 mil. 27 % narist od r. 2006
Kanada 2,3 mil. 9% narst od r. 2006
Rusko 2,2 mil. 5% ndrist od r. 2006
Finsko 2,1 mil. 5% nardst od r. 2006
Baltské staty 1,6 mil. 14 % nérist od r. 2006
Svédsko 1,5 mil. 7 % narist od r. 2006
Bélorusko 1.0 mil. 15% narost od r. 2006
Norsko 680 000 28 % nardst od r. 2006

Island 160 000 7 % nardst od r. 2006
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LISCi KOZESINY - CELKOVY POCET 7 MILIONU

Cina 4,0 mil. ndarist 14%
Finsko 2,2 mil. narost 2.3%
Norsko 300 000 pokles 13%
Polsko 150 000
Rusko 140 000 pokles 10%
Baltské staty 100 000
Kanada 35000
USA 20 000
Argentina 20 000
Nizozemi 10 000

KOZESINA PRO MODNi UCELY
55 mil. norkd

7 mil. lisek

2 mil. psikt myvalovitych l oo milionlo’
21 mil. chovnych jedincd uréenych k reprodukeci

13 mil. zvifat odchycenych do pasti
2 mil. psi a koéek

Seznam stdti, keteré zavedly legislativni opatreni omezujici nebo zakazujici koZesinové farnty

Rakousko Uplny zdkaz kozedinovych farem v r. 2004

Chorvatsko V prosinci 2006 chorvatské viada predstavila novy Zékon na ochranu zvitat, ktery zakaze kozedinové
farmy. Zakon vedel vedel v platnost 1.1.2007 a zrugeni farem prob&hne do deseti let.

Dansko Zd&kon o zlep3eni Zivomni pohody koZedinovych zvifat byl pfijat 15.1.2007.
Zdakon zahrnul nékolik vylep3eni Zivotnich podminek pro lisky na koZesinovych farmach, napf. pozadavek
véfich kleci, hnizdicich box a moZnosti hrabat. Predpoklada se, Ze tato zlep3eni ugini farmovy chov lisek
ekonomicky nerealizovatelnym. Nafizeni pro zlep3eni Zivotni pohody norkd jsou stdle nedostateénd.

Italie V r. 2008 budou muset viechny norkové farmy v ltlii poskytnout vice prostoru, vodu k plavéni

a pfistfe3ek na zemi. To pravdépodobné povede k uzavfeni viech norkovych farem v Itdlii.
Nizozemi Farmovy chov lisek byl zakdzan v r. 1995 v rozmezi 10 let. Farmovy chov &inéil byl zakdzén r. 1997.
Novy Zéland Umozhuje farmovy chov fretek na kozesinu, ale zakazuje dovoz norkd. Tim je efektivné zakézén

farmovy chov norkd na Novém Zélandu.

Svédsko Vr. 1995 Svédsko vydalo nafizeni, které zakézalo drzeni liek v klecich a nafidilo chovat lisky tak,
aby mohly byt aktivni, hrabat a udrZzovat socidlni kontakty. Farmovy chov lisek tak uz neni ekonomicky
realizovatelny.

Svycarsko Farmovy chov koZesinovy zvifat je znemoznén z&konem, ktery pouze povoluje jejich chov
v podminkdch zoo.

Velkéa Britanie  Zdkonem o zdkazu koZesinovych farem the Fur Farming (Prohibition) Act z r. 2000 Anglie a Wales
zcela zakdzaly koZedinové farmy. Severni Irsko a Skotsko zakdzalo koZesinové farmy brzy poté. Ve
Velké Britanii tedy uZ nejsou zadné kozesinové farmy.

USA Neékteré staty zakazuji drzeni lisek v zajeti z obav pied prenosem nakazlivych chorob do volné
prirody. Kalifornie ma takové pozadavky na ustdjeni lidek a norkd, Ze se tim jejich farmovy chov stavé
ekonomicky nedostupnym.



Mark Rissi

Pracuje jako investigativni filmaf, Zije ve Svycarsku. Specializuje se na odhalovani krutého
zachdzen/ se zvifaty. V roce 1983 zdokumentoval chovy tzv. koZedinovych zvifat ve
Skandindvii. Tyto zdbéry obletély cely svét a iniciovaly vznik protikoZzesinového hnuti. B&hem
svého Zivota Rissi zdokumentoval produkci koZesin v Koreji, Rusku, USA, na Ukraijing, v Polsku,
Litvé, Madarsku, Finsku, Svédsku, Dansku, Norsku a Ciné. Jeho filmy byly prezentovany na
filmovych festivalech a obdrzely vice nez 30 ocenéni a uzndni. Dalsi podobnd témata
predstavovaly ,The Last dance” - Posledni tanec (Dancing Bears in Turkey - Tan&ici medvédi
v Turecku), Bear Baiting in Pakistan - Stvanice na medvédy v Pakisténu, Bear Farms in China -
Medvédi farmy v Cing, Bear Paw Restaurants in Vietnam - Restaurace s medvédimi prackami
ve Vietnamu, Live Plucking of Goose Down - Skubéni hus za Ziva, Piglet Castration Without
Anesthetics - Kastrace prasat bez umrtveni, Long Distance Transports - Pfeprava na dlouhé
vzddlenosti, Puppy trade - Obchod se 3téhaty, Foals for Slaughter - Hfibata na

porézku, Slaughtering Turtles in Bali - Zabijeni Zelv na Bali, ,Fun Fur? - Fur Production in
China” - ,Kozesina pro zdbavu? - Produkce kozedin v Cin&” a mnoho dalsich. V letech
1995-1999 reziroval pdlhodinovy tydenik ,Tierreport/Animal Report” pro Swiss National
Broadcasting Corp. Od roku 2001 je Rissi koproducentem 3vycarského televizniho programu
JTierisch”. Rissi natogil 6 filmd ,The Black Spider” (1985), ,Bread and Stones” (1978),

,The Grief of the Afghan” (1986), ,Lisi und der General” (1986), ,Der Gatte” (1989),

,De Grotzepuur” (1975).
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The Fur Issuc 2008

Mark Rissi

| am glad that Professor Broom has given you a vivid description of the behavioral needs of the animals used by the fur
industry and of the welfare aspects. In my presentation you will hear staggering numbers and it is good to remind oneself of
the individual animal and what it is going through from birth to becoming a pelt. | will fill you in with information that shows
you how huge and financially influencial the fur business is in 2008. | will also show you how China has become the biggest
player in the field

Pictures tell more than words. That's why | would like to show you a short video of fur bearing animals in cages. More than
100 million animals worldwide, including raccoon dogs, foxes, mink, fitches and chinchillas are raised in wire mesh cages.
The fur farms, (they should be called factory farms) subject animals to a lifetime of suffering and death. Animals spend their
entire lives in these small, filthy wire mesh cages, madly pacing back and forth out of stress and boredom. There is no
humane slaughter legislation to protect these animals. They are killed by cruel methods that preserve the pelt, such as
gassing, neck breaking, clubbing and anal electrocution. | mixed in farms from different countries. You saw cages from
Finland, Norway, Slovakia and China. | wanted to show you that the system is standardized. Farms look the same
everywhere. Same cages, same dimensions. Foxes in cages as small as a suvitcase. Cages with a floor of 0.6 m2. | could
even have mixed in some footage | filmed in 1984, you would only have spotted it because at that time | used 16 mm film.
Granted, Finland added a second level inside the cage, a minute change. But the size stayed the same. It wouldn't change
much anyhow, even if they enlarged the cages.

In 2004 and 2005 we did an investigation in China. The killing methods there are very crude to say the least. Unfortunately
not much has changed yet. In the season 07/08 animals were still clubbed to death. If you want to see the video in full
length go to www.animal-protection.net.

China’s fur farms now produce 80% of the world’s fur pelts. There are no animal welfare laws in China. Added to that, two
million dogs and cats meet an agonizing and painful death to have their pelts turned into coats, fur trim and cheap trinkets.

There are no official figures regarding Chinese mink production, but unofficial estimates had placed it between 12.5 and 15
million in 2006. However, indications from dressing plants, vaccine producers, feed suppliers and other ancillary trades
serving the farmers have caused observers to sharply upgrade their production estimates. Oslo Fur Auctions now credits
China with a crop of about 20 million, far outpacing Denmark as the world’s largest mink producer. The increases in
production over the last year are staggering. Again China tops that curve with an increase of 65 %.

According to the latest statistics released annually by Oslo Fur Auctions, the worldwide harvest last season totaled 57.59
million pelts, China produced one third of the world output (of mink pelts).

Fox pelts totaled 7 million. Again: China moved to the top with 4 million pelts, an increase of 14 % within one year.

Overall, there are 100 million animals abused for fur fashion (55 mink, 7 foxes, 2 raccoon dogs, 21 breeding stock, 13
using traps, 2 cats and dogs).

China is not only the biggest producer, it is also the biggest processor of fur. At the 2008 - Copenhagen Fur auction, of the
450 buyers, 280 were from China. Hong Kong is the world’s largest importer of farmed fur skins and remains the leading
exporter of fur garments.

This is depressing news, | know. Let me throw in some good news for a change. Some animal protection groups have had
great success in ridding their nations of inhumane fur farms. The UK and Austria have banned fur factory farming. The
Netherlands banned fox farming, New Zealand mink farming. Croatia will ban fur farming by 2017. Other nations have set
strong animal welfare regulations that have made fur factory farming cost-prohibitive. ltaly passed legislation requiring mink
farms to provide the animals with more space, access to swimming water, and pens on the ground by 2010.

In Switzerland, the farming of animals for their fur is prevented by legislation, which only allows their keeping under what are
effectively zoo conditions. The ordinance requires for two polar foxes or raccoon dogs a minimum of 40 m2 natural grounds
to dig, a place to hide and an 8-m2 indoor area. Two red foxes need a minimum of 100 m2 natural grounds, the possibility to
hide plus a 10 m2 indoor area. Two mink or fitches require a minimum of 15 m2 natural grounds plus a water basin.



Well, lets return to what is happening at the fur front. It is important for us to know, what our counterpart is up to because it
will influence our future tactics.

Furtrimmed items currently are a half billion-dollar industry. Fur trim is a frivolous luxury responsible for the deaths of millions
of animals each year. The number of animals killed for fur trim is expected to overtake the number of animals killed for full-fur
garments. Because the trim trade doesn’t place as much emphasis on pelt quality, color, and uniformity, the quality of care
given to furbearers is diminished.

While China's industrial expansion in recent years has been tremendous, little attention has been paid to the effects on the
environment, which, by many accounts, has been disasterous. It is only in the past year or so that the government has been
taking measures aimed at forcing the polluters to start clean up their acts.

The chemicals commonly used to process fur include acids, hydrogen peroxide, chromates, formaldehyde, bleaching agents,
and various types of dyes. Many of these are potential skin irritants. Formaldehyde is classified as a human carcinogen by
the International Agency for Research on Cancer, and a probable human carcinogen by the US Environmental Protection
Agency. Chromates, depending on the type of compounds, can cause breathing problems and other health issues.

The “Origin Assured” label (OA) is a marketing tool launched to assure consumers that fur garments labeled OA come from
countries where fur farming is regulated. The industry tries to disassociate themselves differentiating from Chinese fur, from
the Chinese killing methods that we made public three years ago.They are stressing that EU fur equals to welfare and
environmentally friendly fur. It is a very effective marketing message and it has in my opinion real potential for fudging,
blurring the issue.

All right. So we have an indication on what our opponents are scheming. Now let me tell you what some of the
organizations on our side have been doing. There are several highly successful campaigns going on.

It is quite difficult to raise awareness for animal welfare in China. Swiss Animal Protection has coordinated and financed

a regional poster contest in China, the Design Against Fur competition. With astounding results. In 2007 over 4000 art
students turned in poster against fur and this year we got over 5000 entries. All these students -of course- had to research
the topic beforehand. My Chinese friends even organized a big exhibition of the winning posters at art museums in Wuhan
and Shanghai. And - we have already rented space for a big exhibition in Beijing early next year. Slowly, slowly we are
finding a way fo raise the awarness in China about the cruelty involved with the fur business. It takes patience, but there is
hope.

MINK FUR TOTAL 55 MILLION

China 20,0 Million 65 % increase since 2006
Denmark 14.0 Million 4% increase since 2006
Netherlands 3,4 Million 16 % increase since 2006
USA 3,0 Million 5% increase since 2006
Poland 2.8 Million 27 % increase since 2006
Canada 2,3 Million 9% increase since 2006
Russia 2,2 Million 5% increase since 2006
Finland 2,1 Million 5% increase since 2006
Baltic States 1,6 Million 14 % increase since 2006
Sweden 1,5 Million 7 % increase since 2006
Belarus 1.0 Million 15 % increase since 2006
Norway 680'000 28 % increase since 2006
Island 160°000 7 % increase since 2006
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FOX FUR TOTAL 7 MILLION

China 4,0 Million up 14%
Finland 2,2 Million up 2.3%
Norway 300°000 down 13%
Poland 150000

Russia 140000 down 10%
Baltic States 100'000

Canada 35’000

USA 20.000

Argentina 20000

Netherlands 10000

FUR FOR FASHION

55 million mink

7 million foxes

2 million racoon dogs

(] (]
21 million breeding stock II oo mllllon !!

13 million trapped animals
2 miillion cats and dogs

A list of nations or states that have taken legislative action to restrict or ban fur factory farms

Austria Passed an outright ban on fur farming in 2004.

Croatia In December 2006, the Croatian government introduced a new Animal Protection Act that will ban fur
farming. The legislation came into force on January 1, 2007 and the ban will be subject to a 10 year
phase out period.

Denmark Legislation to improve the welfare of fur bearing animals was adopted on January 15, 2007. The legislation
included a number of welfare improvements for foxes on fur farms, such as requiring larger cages, nesting
boxes, and the ability for the foxes to dig. These improvements are predicted to cause the practice of fox
farming to become economically unviable. Welfare regulations for mink farms remain weak.

ltaly As of 2008, all mink farms in ltaly must allow swimming water, more space, and pens on the ground.
This will likely lead to the closure of all Italian mink farms.

The Netherlands banned fox farming in 1995, with a phase out period of 10 years. Chinchilla farming was prohibited

in 1997.
New Zealand Allows fur farming of ferrets but prohibits the import of mink. This effectively bans mink farming in New Zealand.
Sweden In 1995, Sweden passed an Ordinance that banned the keeping of foxes in cages and required that

foxes be kept in such a way that they can be active, dig, and socialize with other foxes. Fox farming is
no longer economically viable in Sweden

Switzerland The farming of fur animals is prevented by legislation which only allows their keeping under what are
effectively zoo conditions.

United Kingdom Under the Fur Farming (Prohibition) Act of 2000, England and Wales banned fur farming completely.

Northern Ireland and Scotland both banned fur farming shortly afterwards. There are now no fur
farms anywhere in the U.K.

U.S.A. Some states prohibit keeping foxes in captivity because of concerns about disease transmission to native
wildlife. California has housing requirements for mink and fox that make the costs of fur farming prohibitive.



Mark Rissi

Works as investigative filmmaker and lives in Switzerland. He is specialized in uncovering
cruelty to animals. He documented fur farming in Scandinavia in 1983. This footage was aired
worldwide and started the anti fur movement. Over the years, Rissi documented fur production
in Korea, Russia, USA, Ukraine, Poland, Lithuania, Hungary, Finland, Sweden, Denmark,
Norway and China. His films were shown at film festivals and received more than 30 awards
and recognitions. Other animal related topics were “The Last dance” (Dancing Bears in
Turkey), Bear Baiting in Pakistan, Bear Farms in China, Bear Paw Restaurants in Vietnam, Live
Plucking of Goose Down, Piglet Castration Without Anesthetics, Long Distance Transports,
Puppy trade, Foals for Slaughter, Slaughtering Turtles in Bali, “Fun Fur2 - Fur Production in
China” and many more. From 1995-1999 Rissi produced the half hour weekly program
“Tierreport/Animal Report” for the Swiss National Broadcasting Corp. Since 2001 Rissi is co
producer of the weekly Swiss television program “Tierisch”. Rissi directed six motion pictures for
theater release: “The Black Spider” (1985), “Bread and Stones” (1978), “The Grief of the
Afghan” (1986). “Lisi und der General” (1986),"Der Gatte” (1989), “De Grotzepuur” (1975).
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Situace v chovech kogesinovych gvitat v CR g pohledu stdtni sprivy

Ing. Romana Sonkovd

Ustiedni komise pro ochranu zvifat

Prispévek se zabyvd platnou legislativou v oblasti ochrany koZesinovych zvifat, kontrolni &innosti dozorovych orgdnd
v chovech téchto zvifat a pohledem statni sprévy na situaci v CR.

Oblast ochrany tzv. koZedinovych zvifat v CR upravuje predeviim erstvé novelizovany zdkon & 246/1992 Sb., na ochranu
zviFat profi tyréni (ddle ,zdkon na ochranu zvifat”) a jeho provadéci vyhlasky. Jde zejména o vyhldsku 208/2004 Sb.,

o minimélnich standardech pro ochranu hospodaiskych zvifat, jejiz § 13 stanovuje minimdlni standardy pro ochranu
koZedinovych zvifat, a déle o vyhlasku 382/2004 Sb., o ochrané hospoddiskych zvitat pfi pordZeni, utrdceni nebo jiném
usmrcovdni, kterd v § 11 upravuje postupy pfi usmrcovéni kozedinovych zvifat ve farmovém chovu. Na chovy kozeSinovych
zvifat se déle vztahuje také vyhlaska 192/2004 Sb., o ochrané zvifat pfi chovu, vefejném vystoupeni nebo svodu

a vyhlaska 193/2004 Sb., o pfepravé zvifat. Vétsina vyhlasek se v souvislosti se schvdlenim novely zdkona na ochranu
zvitat novelizuje & se tvoii vyhldsky nové, a proto je tieba tuto legislativu probézné sledovat (viz www.ukoz.mze.cz). Ceskd
republika je také vézdana prévnimi predpisy Evropské unie, dilezité je zejména pfimo pouZitelné Nafizeni Rady (ES) &.
1/2005 o ochrané zvifat b&hem prepravy a souvisejicich &innosti a 0 zmé&né smérnic 64/432/EHS a 93/119/ES

a nafizeni (ES) & 125/97. Jelikoz je Ceskd republika &lenem Rady Evropy, je pro nés zdvaznd také Evropskd dohoda

o ochrané zvifat chovanych pro hospoddfské Géely, jejiz souddsti jsou Doporuéeni tykajici se koZedinovych zvifat (pfijatd
stélym vyborem 19. 10. 1990 a platnd od 19. 10. 1991), na zdkladé nichZ se tvofila odpovidaijici ustanoveni vyhlasky

o minimdlnich standardech pro ochranu hospoddfskych zvifat. Velmi zdsadné se chovid koZedinovych zvifat tykd také
obsahld legislativa veterindrni a ddle legislativa upravujici oblast ochrany Zivotniho prostiedi.

Nejvyznamnéjsimi orgdny ochrany zvifat jsou ministerstvo zemé&délstvi, orgdny stdtni veterindrni spravy a obecni Gfady obci
s roz3ifenou posobnosti. Nové je v zékon& na ochranu zvifat upraveno postaveni Ustiedni komise pro ochranu zvitat (déle
,UKOZ"), kterd byla az dosud samostatnym orgdnem ochrany zviat, ale nyni je odbornym poradnim orgénem ministra
zemédélstvi. Cleny UKOZ i naddle jmenuje a odvoldvd ministr zemédélstvi po dohodé s ministrem Zivotniho prostiedi

z odbornikd navrzenych pfisludnymi statnimi orgdny a prévnickymi osobami zabyvaijicimi se ochranou nebo chovem zvifat,
které se podileji na plnéni tkold ochrany zvifat. UKOZ se &leni na vybor pro ochranu hospoddfskych zvitat, vybor pro
ochranu zvifat v zdjmovych chovech, vybor pro ochranu volné Zijicich zvifat a vybor pro ochranu pokusnych zvifat. Jejim
Okolem je zejména doporucovat opatieni a koordinovat plnéni tkold na Gseku ochrany zvifat, nemd viak z&4dné pravomoci
tykajici se vedeni evidence chovi hospoddafskych zvitat ani jejich kontrol. Vykonem dozoru nad dodrzovanim povinnosti
uloZenych chovateldm a ostatnim fyzickym a pravnickym osobdm jsou zdkonem na ochranu zvifat povéfeny organy
veterindrni spravy, konkrétné krajské veterinarni spravy a na Gzemi hl. m. Prahy Méstskd veterindrni sprava.



V t&chto orgdnech plsobi celkem 552 inspektord. V pfipadé poruseni plainé legislativy na Useku ochrany zvifat vedou Fizeni
o spravnim deliktu obce s rozifenou pUsobnosti, které maji povinnost vyzddat si odborné vyjadfeni orgdnd veterindrni
spravy. Toto vyjadfeni je zdvazné. V rédmci planu kontrol provddi krajské veterindrni spravy pravidelné namatkové kontroly
chovi hospoddiskych zvifat. Kazdoroéné se kontroluje minimélné 10% hospoddfstvi z celkového poétu, doporuéena je
kontrola 25% hospoddfstvi. Kontroly jsou provadény podle jednotné metodiky formou vyplfiovani podrobnych check listd.
Dle sdéleni SVS v letech 2006 a 2007 probéhlo 50 kontrol v chovech masozravych kozesinovych zvifat. Ve dvou

pfipadech byla ve spravnim Fizeni udélena pokuta a v jednom pfipadé nepenézni pFikaz. V roce 2006 probé&hla kontrolni
mise Evropské komise zamé&Fend na usmrcovani koZedinovych zvifat pfistrojem vyuzivajicim CO2 a elekirickym pfistrojem

a na zposobilost osob, které usmrcovani provadi. U&astnici mise navstivili dvé farmy a neshledali 2ddné nedostatky.

Problematika ochrany koZedinovych zvifat neni v souasné dobé aktudinim tématem statnich organd a nebyla ani
predmétem ndvrhu novely zdkona na ochranu zvitat ze strany ptredkladatele, tedy Ministerstva zemédélstvi. Obecny pohled
prisludnych orgdnd sténi spravy na chov koZesinovych zvifat v CR vychdzi z nékolika skuteénost:

Jiz delsi dobu dochdzi k postupnému snizovéni poctu velkochovl zejména masoZravych koZedinovych zvifat

(v sou€asné dobé existuje asi 5 chovi norkd s alespori 500ks a 3 chovy lidek s alespofi 100 ks) z ddvodd snizujici se
rentability hospodafeni. Zatimco ceny koZesin stagnuii, naklady zejména na krmiva se zvysuiji.

e Zdajem spottebiteld o koZeiny se spise snizuje.

e Od vefejnosti nepfichdzeji témé&F 24dné podnéty na fedeni tyrdni kozesinovych zvifat na farmdch. Vyjimku tvofi ob&asné

o

ozndmen| tykajici se malochovy fretek, jelikoz fretky jsou oblibenymi domdcimi mazlicky.

Orgdny statni sprévy maiji pouze omezené pravomoci, pokud jde o zdjmové chovy koZedinovych zvifat.




V sou&asné dobé orgdny stdtni spravy véetné UKOZ nepodporuji zékaz chovu kozedinovych zvifat, spise o&ekavaii dalsi
postupné snizovdni poctu t&chto chovid. Zdaroven ale také G&inné brani ob&asnym pokusim zahraniénich subjektt zavést

v CR nové velkochovy a to na zékladé dosledného uplatiiovéni platné legislativy, zejména veterindrmi a na ochranu
Zivotniho prosttedi. Negativnég, jak z hlediska welfare, tak z hlediska ochrany pfirody, hodnoti statni orgdny vypousténi
masozravych kozedinovych zvitat z farem radikdlnimi aktivisty. Reseni stavaijicich problémd v chovech vidi spise ve
zlep3ovani Zivotnich podminek zvifat, managementu chovi a disledné kontrolni &innosti. Jednim z ndstrojd napomdhaijicich
ke zméné k lepsimu je F&d ochrany zvifat pfi chovu. Tento dokument mizZe vypracovat kazdy chovatelsky subjekt a predlozit
ho ke schvéleni UKOZ. Jeho nélezitosti upravuje Vyhldska 192/2004 o ochrané zvitat pfi chovu, vefejném vystoupeni nebo
svodu. V souéasné dobé UKOZ projedndvd ndvrh fadu ochrany kozesinovych zvifat pii chovu vypracovany Ceskym svazem
chovateld. Po projedndni a schvéleni bude tento f&d zavazny pro viechny &leny Svazu a stane se vyznamnou pomdckou

i pfi kontroldch dozorovych orgdnd.

Neukon&ena viak i naddle zistava diskuse nad otdzkou, zda, byt i usilovnd a upfimné minénd, snaha o zlepieni Zivotnich
podminek ve velkochovech zejména masoZravych koZedinovych zvitat dokdze skuteéné vytvofit redlny predpoklad pro
vysokou Uroven Zivotni pohody, tak jak ji vnimaiji sama zvifata.



Romana Sonkovd (Ing.)

A

Vystudovala Agronomickou fakultu na Vysoké skole zemédélské. Od roku 2008 pracuje pro
Compassion in World Farming (mezindrodni organizace pro ochranu hospoddfskych zvifat)
jako koordindtorka pro CR, SR a Madarsko. V letech 2007 a 2008 pracovala pro Royal
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Krélovskd spoleénost na ochranu zvitat) jako
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Current Situation of Fur Farming in the Czech Republic

from the Point of View of State Administration

Ing. Romana Sonkovd

Ustiedni komise pro ochranu zvifat (Central Commission for Animal Welfare)

This report deals with current legislation for the protection of fur animals, the audit engagement of supervisory authorities on
animal farms, and the opinion of the State Administration on this situation in the Czech Republic.

The area of protection of the so-called fur animals in the Czech Republic is covered mostly by the recently amended act No
246/1992 Zdakon na ochranu zvifat proti tyrdni - Act on Protection of Animals from Cruelty (further as “the Animal
Protection Act’) and its implementary regulations, particularly the Regulation No 208/2004, on the minimum standards for
the protection of farm animals whose §13 also determines minimum standards for protection of fur-bearing animals, and
further the Regulation No 382,/2004 on slaughter or other means of killing which, in §11 determines the procedure of killing
animals on fur farms. Fur farming is also covered by the Regulation No 192/2004 on animal protection in breeding and
public performing, or contest, and the Regulation No 193/2004 on the transportation of animals. Most of the regulations
are updated according to the approval of the amendment to the Animal Protection Act, or new regulations are being issued.
It is therefore necessary to follow the development of this legislation (see www.ukoz.mze.cz). The Czech Republic is also
bound by the EU legislation, namely by the directly applicable Council Directive 2005/ 1/EC on animal protection in case
of transportation and related activities, and on the amendment of the Council Regulations 64/432/EEC and 93/119/EC
and the Council Directive 125/97/EC. Being members of the European Council, we are also bound by the European
Convention for the Protection of Animals Kept for Farming Purposes which includes recommendations regarding fur-bearing
animals (passed on 19.10.1990, enforced since 19.10.1991) which determines design of the regulations on minimum
standards for farm animals. Extensive veterinary legislation and legislation on environmental protection also directly influence
fur farming.

The main animal protection authorities are the Ministry of Agriculture, the State Veterinary Administration authorities, and
municipal offices with extended competence. The Animal Protection Act determines the position of Ustredni komise pro
ochranu zvitat - Central Commission for Animal Welfare (further as UKOZ), which has been, until now, an independent
authority on animal protection, but is now a professional advisory body of the Ministry of Agriculture. Members of UKOZ
are further appointed and removed by the Minister of Agriculture in agreement with the Environment Minister. They are
chosen from specialists nominated by corresponding state authorities and corporations dealing with animal protection or
farming. UKOZ consists of the Committee for Farm Animal Protection, the Committee for Protection of Animals in Hobby
Breeding, the Committee for Wild Animal Protection, and the Committee for the Protection of Laboratory Animals. They
basically recommend regulations and coordinate the execution of tasks in the field of animal protection, but they have no
power to monitor or supervise farms. The State Veterinary Administration authorities, namely the Regional Veterinary
Administration and, in the Capital of Prague, the Municipal Veterinary Administration, are in charge of supervising the
adherence to the standards of animal welfare by breeders and corporations.



These authorities include 552 supervisors. In case of a violation of valid legislation in the area of animal protection they
institute legal proceedings on administrative delinquency of the community. The communities are obliged to ask for
professional expertise of the Veterinary Administration authorities. This expertise is binding. The Regional Veterinary
Administrations also carry out regular random supervisions of breeding farms. Every year at least 10% of breeding farms are
supervised; however, the recommended number is 25%. The supervisions are carried out by a simple method of filling in
detailed check lists. According to the report of the State Veterinary Administration, 50 supervisions on farms of carnivore fur-
breeding animals were carried out in 2006 and 2007. In 2 cases the farms were fined for administrative procedure, and in
one case, a nonfinancial instruction was given. In 2006, a supervisory mission of the European Commission took place
which concentrated on the killing of fur animals by electrocution, and by a device using CO2. The commission checked the
competence of the staff in charge of carrying out the killing. The mission members visited two farms and they did not find any
failure.

The issue of fur animal protection is not currently an up-to-date topic of state authorities, nor is it a subject of the animal rights
legislation amendment bill intfroduced by the Ministry of Agriculture. The general opinion of the state authorities on fur
farming in the Czech Republic is based on these facts:

¢ The number of factory farms, namely those of carnivore fur animals, has been reduced over the last years, as their
breeding is becoming economically unprofitable. While the prices of fur have been stagnating, the costs, particularly of
food, have been rising. (Currently there are about 5 mink farms with at least 500 mink in total and 3 fox farms with at
least 100 foxes in total.)

¢ The consumers’ interest in fur has been declining.

*  There are almost no suggestions raised by the public opinion to alleviate the illtreatment of farm animals. There are,
however, rare reports on small ferret breading since they are favourite pets.

* The state authorities have only limited competence when it comes to the hobby breeding of fur animals.
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At present, the state authorities including UKOZ do not support the ban on fur farming. They are more inclined allow the

expected decline of fur farming proceed naturally.

At the same time, they suppress occasional attempts by foreign entities to open new factory farms in the Czech Republic, and
they apply thoroughly valid law, namely the veterinary and the environmental legislation. The freeing of carnival fur animals
from farms by radical activists is seen by the state authorities as negative in terms of animal welfare, as well as environment
protection. The solution to current problems is to be found in improving the quality of animal welfare, breeding management,
and taking thorough supervisory actions. One of the tools making things change for better is the regulation on protection of
farm animals. This document can be prepared by every breeding subject and introduced to UKOZ for approval. lts terms are
determined by the Regulation No 192,/2004 on animal protection in breeding and public performing or contest. At present,
UKOZ have been discussing a draft of a regulation on the protection of fur animals kept on farms, which has been designed
by the Czech Breeders Association - Cesky svaz chovatels. After being discussed and approved, this regulation will be
binding for all members of the Association and it will become a significant tool for the activities of the supervisory authorities.

After all, the question is still open if the aim to mend the living conditions of carnivore fur-bearing animals on farms, however
straightforward it might be, is really able to create high standards of animal welfare which would satisfy the needs of the
animals themselves.
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Zilkon zakazujici chov koZeSinovych gvivat ve Velké Britdnii

Mavia Eagle

V roce 1999 predlozila poslankyné Maria Eagle navrh zékona zakazujiciho chov tzv. koZesinovych zvifat ve Velké Britdnii.
Ndvrh zdkona predloZila zpisobem zvanym ,Private Members’ Bill” (= ndvrh zdkona podany jednotlivym poslancem).
Takové ndvrhy nemaiji podporu vléddy a byvé jim pfidéleno mdlo &asu na projedndvéni v parlamentu, coz v praxi znamend,
Ze jejich Uspéch neni jisty. | pfes masivni podporu parlamentu, vefejnosti i médii, Mariin ndvrh zdkona nebyl schvdlen.

Po tomto nedspéchu se vldda rozhodla predlozit svoji vlastni verzi, velmi podobnou té pdvodni, a zahrnula Fur Farming
(Prohibition) Bill 2000 do parlamentniho programu. Tentokrdt, s vladni podporou, ndvrh zdkona ziskal potfebny &as

k projedndvéni a byl schvélen. Chov tzv. koZesinovych zvifat se stal nelegdlnim v Anglii a Walesu k 1. 1. 2002. Podobné
zdkony veily v platnost také ve Skotsku a Severnim Irsku (i kdyZ v tu dobu v t&chto zemich zadné kozeSinové farmy
neexistovaly), coZ v praxi znamenalo, Ze chov tzv. koZedinovych zvifat pfestal byt legdlnim po celé Velké Britdnii.
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The Law Banning Fur Farming in Great Britain

Mavia Eagle

In 1999 Maria Eagle MP introduced a Private Members’ Bill (a mechanism for backbench MPs to introduce legislation) to
ban fur farming in the UK. Such bills do not have government support and are allotted very litlle parliamentary time meaning
their success is never guaranteed. Despite receiving massive parliamentary, public and media support, Maria’s bill failed to
become law after a small number of MPs opposed to the bill talked it out of time.

After seeing the bill wrecked, the Government decided to introduce its own, very similar bill and included the Fur Farming
(Prohibition) Bill 2000 into the parliamentary programme. This time with Government support the bill received all the time it
needed and was passed, outlawing fur farming in England and Wales by 1st January 2002. Similar Acts were passed in
Scotland and Northern Ireland (even though there were no fur farms in either country at that time) meaning that fur farming
was no longer legal anywhere in the UK.
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Protilozesinové hnuti ve Velleé Britdnii

Marl Glover

Respect for Animals

Kdyz parlamentni tajemnik Ministerstva zemé&délstvi Elliot Morley predloZil ndvrh zdkona o zdkazu koZesinovych farem
v Anglii a ve Walesu, Fekl:

,Celd historie kozesinového farmafstvi ve Spojeném krdlovstvi nebyla pfilis $fastnd.”

Zminil se o 3koddch na Zivotnim prostiedi, které zpUsobila uprchlé zvitata, a o ndkladech na kontrolu t&chto cizokrajnych
druhd. Pripomenul také dopad na Zivot lidi v blizkosti farem - z&pach, nepfijemnosti, mouchy. Samozfejmé nejvice trpély
miliony zvifat, kterd byla chovéna a zabijena od r.1929, kdy byly ve Velké Britanii zaloZeny prvni koZesinové farmy.

Elliot Morley to pfipustil, kdyz fekl, Ze hlavnim ddvodem k navrhovanému zruseni farem je ,vefejnd morélka”. Jak fekl, vidda
je toho ndzoru, Ze je ,3patné chovat zvifata pouze &i pfedeviim proto, aby byla zabijena pro kozesinu.” Déle fekl, Ze
Jfarmovy chov koZedinovych zvifat se neshoduije s vlastni hodnotou Zivota zvifat a respektem k jejich Zivotu.” Tento nazor
sdilela i vefejnost, kterd se opakované vyslovila proti praxi kozesinovych farem.

Vladda byla upozornéna na problémy spojené s farmovym chovem koZeSinovych zvifat jiz v r. 1989, ale aZ po vitézstvi
labouristt ve volbach bylo redlné pfistoupit k ¢indm.

Poradni orgdn britské viady pro zdlezitosti Zivotni pohody (welfare) zvitat The Farm Animal Welfare Council (FAWC) provedl
studii zamé&Fenou na tento problém a uvefejnil tiskovou zprévu odsuzujici chov norkd a lisek na farméch.

V dopise Ministerstvu zem&délstvi predseda FAWC sdélil, ze FAWC se rozhodl ,proti sestaveni névrhu Welfare Code
(kodifikace pojmu welfare zdkonem) pro chov norkd a lisek na farmdch, nebot podpora vlady pro tento navrh by
automaticky svédgila o schvéleni farmového chovu ze strany vlady.”

FAWC se tedy odmitl byf jen angaZovat pfi sestavovani welfare code.

Ddvodem k tomu bylo to, Ze dané zvifata - lisky a norci - jsou zcela jasné odlisna od zvifat, jimiz se dosud FAWC zabyval.
Tiskové vyjadieni FAWC je oznadilo jako dosud ,v zdsadé divokd” a jejich drzeni v tvrdych podminkdch promyslovych
farem jako jednoznagné kruté.

Vétiina zvifat chovanych na farmach byla domestikovana v pribé&hu tisicd let, jednd se tedy vétiinou o spolegensky
pospolitd stdda zvifat. Norci a lisky jsou chovani v zajeti jen pfiblizné 100 let. Navic jsou to predatofi, masozravci

a v pripadé norka samotdfi. Norci spolu nevychdzeji a byly jsme svédky 3okujicich vzdjemnych Gtokd na farméch ve
Spojeném krdlovstvi, nez doslo k z&kazu farem.

Vsechny tyto faktory jsou divodem, pro¢ je primyslovy chov na farméch ve své podstaté kruty a mél by byt zakézén po
celé EU.

Podle dstavniho fadu ve Spojeném krélovstvi se zdkaz Elliota Morleyho vztahoval pouze na Anglii a Wales, v kratkém &ase
viak zdkaz prosel i Skotskym parlamentem a Shromézdénim Severniho Irska, &mz byl roziifen na celé Gzemi Spojeného
kralovstvi.

Ve Skotsku a Severnim Irsku sice v té dob& Z&dné koZedinové farmy nebyly, viady viak vyhlésily jejich zdkaz kvoli obavam

z premisfovdni farem z Anglie.

Predkladal jsem dikazy Skotskému parlamentu spoleéné se zdastupci kozesinového promyslu. Byl jsem si védom na3i silné
pozice, kdyz zdstupce kozesinového promyslu predlozZil fotogrdfii s talitem plnym sekaného noréiho masa a fekl élendm
parlamentu, Ze lidé v Ciné nyni jedi toto a koZesina je tedy jen vedlejiim produktem masného primyslul



Toto tvrzeni vyvolalo smich. Bylo jasné, Ze i koZesinovy promysl vi, Ze se svymi argumenty o welfare zvifat neprorazi.

T&sné& pfed zdkazem fungovalo ve Velké Britanii 13 kozesinovych farem, které produkovaly asi 130 000 kozesin za rok,
v préméru 10 000 na farmu.

Tato &isla a hospodafeni koZedinového primyslu jsou jasnym dikazem toho, Ze Zivotni pohoda zvifat neni pro chovatele
prioritou. Pokud zvifata onemocni, jsou bez rozdilu ponechdna utrpeni nebo zabita. Neni prakticky mozné identifikovat
nemocnd ¢&i zranénd zvitata, kdyz je jich tak velky poet, a z ekonomického hlediska nemé& smysl volat veterindre, kdyz
koZesinu proddte za méné, nez by stala jeho navitéva.

Organizace Respekt vi&i zvifadm (Respect for Animals) stdla v Eele kampané za zrudeni koZesinovych farem v Britanii.
Provadéli jsme prizkumy vefejného minéni, zaddvali védecké posudky a predeviim jsme organizovali tajné prizkumy, které
odhalily skute¢né podminky a hrdzné praktiky, které se kozeSinovému primyslu tak dlouho dafilo skryvat pred vefejnosti.
Lidé byli $okovani, kdyz vidé&li, v jakych podminkéch zvifata Ziji - jok $pinavé a malé jsou klece - a jaky dopad tyto
podminky na zvifata maiji.

Stereotypni chovdni je tak b&zné, Ze se stalo normou. Je to velmi naléhavy ukazatel nedostatedné Zivotni pohody zvifat.

Z&kaz kozedinovych farem vstoupil v platnost po&atkem roku 2002, ale vé&tiina farem ukongila &innost jiz dfive diky dohodé
o kompenzaci, kterd jim za to byla nabidnuta.

Ale jedté pred timto konednym terminem vydala Evropskd komise veterindrni zprévu, kterd potvrdila opravnénost veskeré
kritiky koZesinového primyslu ze strany organizaci na ochranu zvifat.
V tiskové zpravé komise vyjadfila souhlas s tvrzenim FAWC, Ze ,zvifata chovand pro koZesinu nemohou byt obecné

. . s . 1. .
povazovdana za domestikovand” a Ze ,norci a lisky obvykle trpi” v disledku chovu v klecich.
Védci doporuéili ,zdsadni vylepseni kleci a pé&e”. Po vice neZ péti letech k Zddnym ,zasadnim vylep3enim” nedoslo.
Ale koZeSinovy promysl mé&l dostatek éasu k tomu, aby podminky zlepsil. Vi - lépe nez kdokoli jiny - o strasném dopadu
koZesinovych farem na véznénd zvifata.
Skute&nosti je, Ze chovatelé nemohou a nebudou provadét potfebné zmény. Konkurenéni boj je nuti zachovat dany stav
véci.
Bez ohledu na to, kolik prostoru norek potiebuje, noréi klec neni del3i nez lidské paze, a pravdépodobné nikdy nebude.
Norci jsou zabijeni ve velkém mnoZstvi v krétkém casovém obdobi vzdy na konci roku, &as jsou pro chovatele penize. Musi
byt schopni ne$fastnd zvitata pochytat rychle.
Hlavni zavér zpréavy SCAHAW (Scientific Committee on Animal Health and Animal Welfare) znél, Ze ,souéasny zpisob
chovu mize zpUsobit zdvaznou Gjmu viem druhdm zvitat chovanych pro kozedinu.” Z&vazny zdvér, ktery viak nevede
k Z4dnym zmé&ném. Miliony zvitat stéle trpi na koZesinovych farmdch Evropské unie za G&elem produkce vyrobku, ktery
nikdo nepotfebuie.
SCAHAW zminila, Ze neni v jeji kompetenci posuzovat mordlnost nebo eti¢nost koZesinovych farem, presto viak vrhla jasné
svétlo na jejich problémy.
Se zdmérem vyplnit tuto mezeru vydala organizace Respect for Animals dilezitou zprévu - The Ethical Case Against fur
Farming (Eticky argument proti chovu koZesinovych zvifat). 70 piednich filozofd, akademiki a teologd tuto zprévu ochotné
podpofilo. Jeji zavér byl pfimo&ary: ,Existuji jednoznaéné argumenty pro zruieni kozesinovych farem z etickych diivodd.”
Autofi apelovali na viechny zemé EU, aby ,takovouto legislativu naléhavé zvazily v z4jmu vefejné mordlky.”
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Dosud jsou, jak jsme vidéli, koZesinové farmy zruseny v celém Spojeném krdlovstvi i v Rakousku. ltdlie vyhldsila zdkaz, jesté
viak nevedel v platnost. Nizozemsko zakdzalo chov &inéil a lidek na farmé, ktery je téz nelegdlni ve Svédsku. Dokonce
Ddnsko - je$té neddvno nejvétsi chovatel norkd na svété - planuje névrh na zruseni lisgich farem. O celkovém zdkazu bylo
nebo je uvazovéno ve Francii, Némecku a Belgii.

Takze jaké budou nase dal3i kroky2 KoZedinovy promysl obecné - v&etné chovu koZedinovych zvifat - se nyni evidentné
masivné pfesouvé do Ciny, problém se tedy jevi neprekonatelny.

Statistiky jsou $okujici. 57,5 miliond norkd spolu se 7 miliony lisek bylo chovéno pro koZedinu v r. 2007, z toho 20 miliond
norkd a 4,5 milionu lidek v Ciné.

Jednim ze ziejmych diivodd tohoto presunu do Ciny je neexistence byt i zékladnich zékont na ochranu welfare zvitat,
nedostateéné ¢&i zcela chybéijici normy pro Zivotni prostiedi a $patnd vymahatelnost préva. Je hanbou koZedinového
primyslu, Ze cynicky podporuije tyto praktiky a za G¢elem zvy3eni zisku zpisobuje zvifatim jedté vét3i utrpeni. Tento promys!
mé skuteéné na rukou krev.

Evropa musi jit prikladem - neinnost neni FeSeni - a méme dobrou pfilezZitost k &indm. Je treba tadit na zrugeni
kozesinovych chovl v dalsich zemich. Pokud se to podafilo provést v Rakousku a Spojeném kralovstvi, miZe to udélat

i dalich 25 &lenskych zemi Unie. Mdme na nadi strané védecké i mordlini argumenty, stejné tak jako vefejné minéni.

Ve Francii napt. 74% obyvatel v&Fi, Ze kozesinové farmy by mély byt 22

V Irsku byl ndvrh zdkona o zruseni koZzedinovych farem podpofen viemi politickymi stranami kromé& vl&dni strany. Nenf to asi
74dnd ndhoda, ze 3 ze 6 zbyvaijicich farem nélezely stoupencdm Ministerstva zemé&délstvil Nyni viak s novym ministrem
prisly nové pfileZitosti.

Kone&n& mame moznost ovlivnit kazdou koZesinovou farmu v EU a tim i osud kazdého z miliond zvifat, kterd jsou na nich
kazdy rok zabijena.

Evropskd komise nyni pfezkoumdvd smérnici o pordzce zvifat (Slaughter Directive), kterd fidi zabijeni veskerych zvifat
chovanych na farmach v EU. Cast této revize se bude tykat té2 metod zabijeni a postupd na kozesinovych farméch.
Predlozili jsme jiz ndvrh k této revizi, méli bychom si viak byt védomi nadchdzejicich prileZitosti, které ndm umozni zadit
jednat.

Je smutné, Ze v dnedni dobé vibec zabijime norky a polovodni Zivogichy plynem. To, Ze se tak déje v bednéch za pomoci
vyfukovych plynd, je ostudou néds i nasich zdkonodarcd.

Stejné tak zabijeni vydéenych lisek elekirickym proudem pied olima ostatnich jedincd, ktefi jsou na fadg, je néco, co by
civilizovand spolenost neméla nikdy dovolit. Tato metoda je nyni zakdzdna ve stété New York a my bychom i méli zakdzat
tady.

Prosim, kontaktujte organizaci Respect for Animals, méte-li z&jem se na této dilezité iniciativé podilet.

Spole&né jsme dosdhli jiz znaéného Uspé&chu. Méli bychom byt hrdi na to, kam jsme pokrocili.

Mdme pred sebou ale jesté velky kus prace. Obchod s kozedinami zneuziva a zabiji vice zvitat nez kdy dfiva MUSIME

NAMIRIT VSECHNY NASE AKCE, KAMPANE A ZAVAZKY SMEREM K UKONCENI EXISTENCE TOHOTO HANEBNEHO
PRUMYSLU.



Mark Glover (M. Sc.)

R b
Od roku 1977 do roku 1980 pracoval Mark jako vyzkumny asistent na Imperial College

v rdmci vyzkumu zaméfeného na miru znedidténi na ddlnicich - zejména znedisténi vznikajiciho
kvoli zimnimu soleni ddlnic. Mezi lety 1980 a 1985 pracoval pro organizaci Greenpeace

(v kampani vénované divokym zvifatdm) a od roku 1982 se stal &lenem spravni rady. Od roku
1985 pracuje v organizaci Respect for Animals (pdvodni ndzev Lynx, britské organizace Ucta
ke zvifatom), kterd vede kampané proti mezindrodnimu obchodu s koZesinami, a od roku 2006
je Feditelem organizace Humane Society International (mezindrodni organizace na ochranu
zvifat). Vzdélani: Hull University (1970-1974): Joint Honours degree in Mathematics and

Physics (dvouoborové studium) and Leeds University (1975-1976): Master of Science degree
(Mgr.).
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The Campaign Against Fur Farming in Great Britain

Marl Glover

Respect for Animals

When Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of Agriculture, Elliot Morley, introduced his bill to ban fur factory farming in
England and Wales he said:

“The whole history of fur farming in the United Kingdom has not been a very happy one.”

He referred to escaping animals, the environmental damage they caused and the costs of controlling these alien species. He
also referred to the impact on people living near to them - the smells, nuisance and flies. Of course, the main sufferers were
the millions of animals bred and killed in them since 1929 when the first mink farms were set up in the UK.

Elliot Morley acknowledged this when he stated the principal reason for the proposed ban was ‘public morality’. The
government, he said, believed it was ‘wrong to keep animals solely or primarily to slaughter for their fur.” He went on to say:
‘Fur farming is not consistent with a proper value and respect for animal life.” This view was shared by the public which, in
poll after poll, had showed consistent opposition to the practice of fur factory farming.

In fact, the government had been made aware of the problems inherent to fur factory farming as long ago as 1989 but it
was not until Labour was elected that action became a realistic possibility.

The Farm Animal Welfare Council had carried out a study of the issue back then and issued a press statement disapproving
of mink and fox farming. It actually went much further in private.

In a letter to the Ministry of Agriculture, the Council’'s Chairman wrote that the Council had ‘decided against drawing up

a Welfare Code for mink and fox farming to avoid giving it the stamp of approval which a Governmentbacked Welfare
Code would imply.’

So, FAWC would not even get involved in developing a welfare code.

And the reason was that the animals - mink and fox - are quite clearly different from the other types the Council dealt with.
In fact the FAWC press statement referred to them as still ‘essentially wild’ and to keep these undomesticated creatures under
intensive, factory farm conditions is inherently cruel.

Most animals raised on farms have been domesticated over thousands of years - they are also, for the most part social, herd
or flock animals. Mink and fox have been bred in captivity for only about 100 years. In addition, they are predators,
carnivores and, in the case of mink, solitary. Mink don’t get on with each other and we have witnessed truly shocking scenes
inside fur farms in the UK prior to the ban when they have been able to attack each other.

All these factors are the reason why fur factory farming is inherently cruel and should be banned throughout the EU.

Under the constitutional arrangements in the United Kingdom, Elliot Morley’s ban only covered England and Wales but,
within a short period of time, bans were also passed in the Scottish Parliament and the Northern Ireland Assembly ensuring
a comprehensive UK wide ban.

The fact is, there were no fur farms operating in either Scotland or Northern Ireland at the time but the governments there
were so concerned about those from England re-locating they brought in their own bans.

| gave evidence to the Scottish Parliament - along with the fur trade. | knew we were on a pretty strong footing when the fur
trade representative produced a picture of a plate full of what was apparently minced mink to tell Parliamentarians that
people in china were now eating this and that fur was simply now a by-product of the meat industry!



This idea was greeted with some laughter and it was a clear sign that even the fur trade knew it was not going to win the

arguments on animal welfare.

Just prior to the ban in Britain there were 13 mink factory farms operating, producing some 130,000 skins a year - an
average of 10,000 per factory farm.

These numbers and the economics of the industry ensure that animal welfare is a low priority for fur breeders. When animals
fell sick they are almost invariably killed or left to suffer. It is not practically possible to identify sick or injured animals when
there are so many and it does not make economic sense to call out a vet to treat an animal whose skin you will sell for less
than the call-out fee.

Respect for Animals was at the forefront of the campaign to ban fur factory farming in Britain. We commissioned opinion
polls, scientific reviews and a public morality report and, of crucial importance, we carried out undercover investigations
which revealed the true conditions and horror of what was going on out of public view and what the fur trade went to such
great lengths to hide.

People were shocked when they saw how the animals were kept - the filth, how small the cages were and what these
conditions did to the animals.

Stereotyped behaviour is so common as to be the norm. It is a very distressing indicator of poor welfare.

The ban on fur farms was to come into effect by the beginning of 2002 but most had closed prior to that deadline.
A compensation deal was on the table which offered more money if the fur breeder closed early.

But even before this deadline the European Commission had published a veterinary report which confirmed all of the
criticisms animal welfare groups had levelled against fur farming.

In a press release, the commission agreed with FAWC that ‘the animals used for fur production cannot generally be
considered as domesticated’ and that ‘mink and fox generally suffer’ due to their caged environment.

The scientists recommended ‘major improvements are made to cages and management’. More than five years later no such
‘major improvements’ have been made.

But the fur industry has had plenty of time to improve conditions. It has known - better than anyone else - the terrible impact
that fur factory farming has upon the animals they incarcerate.

The fact is the breeders can’t and won’t make any of the changes necessary. They are constrained by competitive pressures
to keep things as they are.

No matter how much space a mink needs, a mink cage is never longer than a person’s arm - nor is it ever likely to be.

There are so many mink that are killed in such a short space of time at the end of each year and - for the breeders, time is
money. They have to be able to catch the luckless animals quickly.

The main conclusion of the SCAHAW report was that ‘current husbandry systems cause serious problems for all species of
animals reared for fur’. A serious conclusion but one that has led to no changes. Millions of animals continue to suffer each
year within the EU in fur factory farms to produce a product that no one needs.

SCAHAW made the point that it's remit was not to look at the morality or ethics of fur factory farming but, even so, clearly
highlighted its failings.

To fill this gap, Respect for Animals commissioned and published an important report - The Ethical Case Against fur Farming.
70 leading philosophers, academics and theologians were happy to endorse the report. Its main conclusion was
straightforward, it said: ‘There is an overwhelming case for the abolition of fur farming on ethical grounds.” The authors
urged all EU countries ‘to give urgent consideration to such legislation on the ground of public morality.’
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To date, as we have seen, fur breeding is completely banned throughout the UK. It is also banned in Austria. Italy has a ban
but has yet to enforce it. The Netherlands has banned chinchilla and fox farming which is also illegal in Sweden. Even
Denmark - until recently the biggest mink breeder in the world - is looking at a proposal to ban fox farming and full bans

either have or are being considered in France, Germany and Belgium.

So where do we go next2 With the whole of the fur industry - including the breeding of animals for their fur - seemingly
drifting over to Ching, the problem seems insurmountable.

The statistics are simply shocking. Fifty seven and a half million mink were bred for their fur in 2007 along with 7 million fox.
Of these 20 million mink and four and a half million fox were bred in China.

One of the obvious reasons for this move to China is the lack of even the most basic animal welfare legislation along with
poor or non-existent environmental standards and lack of enforcement. It brings shame and contempt upon the fur trade to
cynically support this move and to squeeze even more profits from even greater animal suffering. The hands of this industry
are truly soaked in blood.

Here in Europe we have to set an example - doing nothing is not an option - and we have good opportunities to take
action. We need to push for bans in other countries. If Austria and the UK can ban fur factory farming so can the other
25 EU members. We have the scientific and moral arguments to back us up and we have public opinion is on our side.

In France, for instance, 74% of people believe that fur farming should be banned.

In Ireland a private members bill to ban it was supported by every political party except the government party. It is, perhaps,
no coincidence that 3 of the remaining 6 fur breeders were to be found in the constituency of the Minister of Agriculture! But
there is now a new Minister and new opportunities to move forward.

Lastly, we have a possibility of affecting every fur factory farm in the EU and, thereby, everyone of the millions of animals
killed in them each year.

The European Commission is currently revising the Slaughter Directive that governs the slaughter of all farm animals within
the EU. Part of this review will consider killing methods and practises on fur farms.

We have already made a submission to this review but we should be aware of opportunities coming up to take action.

It is a disgrace that, in this day and age, we still gas mink - a semi-aquatic species - at all. To allow it to happen in boxes
using engine gases brings shame on us all and our legislators.

Similarly, electrocuting foxes, terrified and in sight of the next in line is something no civilised society should allow. This
method is now banned in New York state and we should ban it here.

Please get in touch with Respect for Animals if you are interested in working together on this important initiative.
We have, between us, achieved a great deal. We should be proud and glad of what has happened.

But we have more to do - much more. The fur trade is killing and misstreating more animals than ever AND WE HAVE TO
STEP UP OUR ACTIONS, OUR CAMPAIGNS AND OUR COMMITMENT TO BRING THIS SHAMEFUL INDUSTRY
TO AN END.



Mark Glover (M. Sc.)

4%k

From 1977 to 1980 Mark worked as a research assistant at Imperial College working on
project looking at levels of pollution on motorways - particularly resulting from spreading of
salt during winter. Between the years 1980-1985 he worked as a Wildlife Campaigner at
Greenpeace and from 1982 he was a member of Board of Directors. Since 1985 to present
day he works for Lynx, Respect for Animals campaigning against the international fur trade and
(since 2006) UK he has been a director of Humane Society International. Academic
qualifications: Hull University (1970-1974): Joint Honours degree in Mathematics and Physics
and Leeds University (1975-1976): Master of Science degree.
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Strucnd historie zdakazu chovu koZesinovych gvitat v Rakousku

Jiirgen Faulmann
Vier Pfoten

Sirokd vefejnost vénuje velkou pozornost problematice ,péce o blaho zvifat”. Zastdvaji ndzor, Ze vyraznd prdva zvifat jsou
spravnou cestou k jejich svobodé&. Vyraznou podporu poskytuiji také politické strany, které jsou oteviené t&mto ndzordm,
podporuji a prosazuiji prdva zvitat a zvyduji jejich ochranu. Také vldda mdé zdjem ustanovit lepsi zdkony pro ochranu zvifat.

R&d bych uvedl nékteré priklady uzdkonéné podpory ochrany zvifat v Rakousku: v roce 2005 zadal platit zdkaz chovu
zvitat pro koZesinovy promysl a zdkaz divokych zvifat v cirkusovych vystoupenich; v roce 2006 pak zdkaz veskerého chovu
slepic v klecich (pfechodné stadium do roku 2009/2020 pro nékolik existujicich farem s klecemi mezinarodniho typu)

a v roce 2007 zdkaz chovu krdlikd v klecich (pfechodné stadium do roku 2012).

Nyni se budu trodku vénovat historii koZe3inového primyslu v Rakousku. Komer&ni chov zvifat pro koZesinovy promys| zaéal
v Rakousku v roce 1920. V 80. letech nastal nejvétii rozmach chovu koZesinovych zvifat, odhaduje se 60-80 t&chto farem
s primérné 60 000 zvifaty, z toho pouze 5% bylo statem pozadovdno pro vyrobu koZedinového primyslu (pouze 5%
nérodni poptavky).

Od roku 1980 se zvedla vina ochrany a prdv zvifat a dolo ke spudténi nasledujicich aktivit: aféry spojené s velkochovem
zvitat, médni a politické kampané&. Od roku 1990, diky natlaku veFejnosti nékolik federdlnich (spolkovych) statd uzdkonilo
mnoho nafizeni o podminkéch zaijistujici vé&tsi ochranu zvifat (prostor, dostatek vody, dostatek mista pro moznost hloubeni
nor...). Obchod s koZedinami se tak stal ekonomicky nevyhodny a stéle vice a vice farem se zacalo zavirat. V roce 1995 byl
vydén zdkaz veskerého odchytdvani zvifat pro komeréni G&ely. V roce 1998 se uzaviela posledni farma s chovem zvitat pro
kozeinovy promys| (a produkce se presunula do Ceské Republiky).

V roce 2005 byl kompletni z&kaz farem se zvifaty pro kozesinovy primysl ustanoven v rakouském federdlnim zdkoné
o ochrané zvitat (The Austrian Federal Act on the Protection of Animals):

8§ 25 (5): Je zakdzdno chovat zvitata pro ziskdvani kozesiny.

Rakousky zakonik kontroluje a provéfuje legdlni moznosti pro svou ndrodni Grovef (aviak shoduje se toto nafizeni
s Ustavou?). Evropskd Unie provéfuje legdlni moZnosti pro ziskéni zrueni tohoto zdkazu, ktery by toto zruiil. Nastésti oba
pfistupy selhaly.

Hlavni dopad se projevil v premisténi rakouskych farem hlavn& do vychodni Evropy. Rakousti koZesnici ztratili podil na trhu
a odbyt kvili presunu vyroby do zemi vychodni Evropy. Diky kampanim neziskovych organizaci za préva a ochranu zvitat
zastavilo mnoho médnich spoleénosti prodej koZedinovych vyrobkd. V poslednich dvou letech zastavilo prodej pravych
kozesin 17 spole&nosti.

Z prizkumu vefejného minéni je patrné, Ze 77% obZanl - spotiebiteld v Rakousku odmitd chov zvifat pro koZesinovou
vyrobu, ale v poslednich 3 letech se zvysila vyroba kozesinovych produktu o 18%.

V Rakousku existuje stdle okolo 200 obchodi s koZesinovymi vyrobky.

Z&kaz farem s chovem zvifat pro kozeSinovy promysl znamenal velkou zmé&nu a pokrok v ochrané a pravech zvifat

v Rakousku. Tento zdkaz jde pfikladem pro ostatni zemé& a mél velky vliv na koZedinovy promysl v Rakousku (na druhou
stranu se viak mnoho farem piemistilo do jinych zemi). Z&kaz snizil koZedinovy obchod a trh. | prestoze mél zakaz velky vliv
na informovanost spotfebiteld, jejich nakupovaci ndvyky se pfilis nezménily. Dékuji za pozornost!



Jiirgen Faulmann

Je v rakouském hnuti za ochranu prév a welfare (Zivotni pohodu) zvifat akfivni od roku 1993.
Diky nékolika kampanim, demonstracim i akcim doséhl pro zvifata mnoha ddlezitych zlep3eni.
V roce 1998 spolu s nékolika dal3imi ochranci sesbiral tisice podpisd za zdkaz koZesinovych
farem a zablokoval Gfad zemského hejimana Dolniho Rakouska, kde byla umisténa posledni
koZesinovd farma. Desetileté Usili protikoZesinové kampané organizace Vier Pfoten vyistilo

v ukonéeni chovu tzv. koZedinovych zvifat, které spoéivalo v regulacich/zdkazech platnych od
roku 1998 a celkovém ndrodnim zdkazu chovu tzv. koZedinovych zvifat v Rakousku od roku
2005. Od roku 2002 pracoval v kampani organizace Peta ve Stuttgartu a od roku 2007 je
feditelem kampani organizace Vier Pfoten ve Vidni, kde je zodpovédny za viechny
mezindrodni kampané organizace Vier Pfoten.
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A Brief History of the Fur Farming Ban in Austria

Jiirgen Faulmann
Vier Pfoten

In Austria, animal welfare issues enjoy high public attention. There are traditionally strong animal welfare / rights movement.
Most political parties are open for animal welfare improvements and also government is open for legal improvements.

| would like to show few examples of legal improvements: the 2007 ban of rabbit cage systems (transition period until
2012); 2006 ban of all (!} cage systems for laying hens (transition period until 2009/2020 for a few existing farms with
enriched mod. cages); 2005 ban of wild animals in circuses and 2005 ban of fur farming.

Commercial fur farming started in Austria in the late 1920ies.The 1980ies was a peak period with estimated 60 to 80 farms
and approx. 60.000 animals (only 5% of the national demand). In the 1980ies animal welfare/rights movement started the
following activities: farm scandals, fashion & political campaigns etc. In the 1990ies, due to public pressure, several Federal
States enacted regulations with higher welfare requirements (space, water basin, digging possibilities ). Therefore, the
business became uneconomical and more and more farms closed down. In 1995 ban of all commercial trapping was
intfroduced, and in 1998, the last fur farm in Austria shut down (& shifted production to Czech Republic). In 2005,

a complete ban of fur farming was included in the Austrian Federal Act on the Protection of Animals: § 25 (5): It is prohibited
to keep animals for obtaining fur. Austrian farmers did not show a well organized reaction at all but anger and aggression.
Concerning international fur industry, Austrian lawyers checked legal possibilities on national level (consistency ban with
constitution?) and EU legal possibilities to get ban canceled. Fortunately both approaches failed.

The main impact on fur business included relocation of Austrian farms mainly to Eastern Europe. Austrian furriers lost some
market share because processing also relocated to countries in Eastern Europe and due to campaigning of animal welfare /
rights NGOs a lot of fashion companies stopped selling fur: 17 fashion companies in the last 2 years.

Opinion polls show that in Austria 77 % of the citizens do reject fur farming, but in the last 3 years business volume with fur
products increased about 18 %. There are still about 200 furriers and fur shops in Austria.

To conclude, ban of fur farms was a milestone for animal welfare / rights in Austria & provides a positive example for other
countries. Effect on Austrian production level was high (but many farm relocations to other countries). Effect on trade /
business level was low (95 % import rate for fur products). Effect on consumer awareness was quite high but buying behavior
did not change at all. Thank you for your attention!



Jiirgen Faulmann

s active in the Austrian animal welfare/animal rights movement since 1993. With several
campaigns as well as hundreds of demos and actions he reached many

important improvements for the animals. In 1998 he together with other activists collected
thousands of signatures for a ban on fur farms and blocked the office of the governor of Lower
Austria, where the last fur farm was located. After the FOUR PAWS roof occupation of a fur
farm 1988 and 10 years of FOUR PAWS anti-fur campaigning, this led to an end of fur farming
with regulations/bans from 1998 and a total national ban on fur farming in Austria from 2005.
From 2002 he worked as campaigner with PETA in Stuttgart, and since 2007 he is Director of
Campaigns at FOUR PAWS in the Vienna Headquarters. There he's responsible for all
international FOUR PAWS campaigns.
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Bulharsko a Rumunsko: KoZeSinovd vyroba — neprimy zdakaz?

Dadi Einarsson

Head of Programs
Vier Pfoten Bulgaria

Na Gvod bych vds rdd sezndmil s bulharskou legislativou. V zdkoné o ochrané zvitat, élanku &. 17 je v preambuli

uvedeno: Chovatel musi poskytnout chovanym zvifatim dostate&ny prostor, ktery musi zvifatdm umoZiiovat pfirozeny pohyb,
rovnéz prostor pro jejich odpocinek. Misto pro chov zvifat musi odpovidat temperamentu a chovani danych zvifat, stejné
jako jejich psychickym potfebdm. Z&kon o biologické rozmanitosti, élanek 58 (1) fika: 1. Chov zvifat a p&stovani rostlin musi
probihat v terdriich, zoologickych, botanickych zahraddch, arboretech atd. za hlidanych, kontrolovanych podminek.
Chovatelé divokych zvifat musi byt Eleny registrovaného zdkonného zafizeni. Zemé&délstvi a chov domdcich zvifat neni
registrované, a proto je chov kozesinovych zvifat v Bulharsku nepfimo zakdzdan.

Sprdvné zdkony a zdjem o tuto oblast zvy3uji Grover Feeni této problematiky. Bohuzel, zdjem Gfednikd nizsi Grovné -
regiondlnich NVS Gfadd - je znané omezeny. V souasné dobé nejsou v Bulharsku z4dné , kozesinové farmy”, alesporn
ndm nejsou z4adné takové zndmy. Je zde viak dalsi problém: kdyz se ,kozedinové farmy” uzavrely, farméfi vypustili zvifata
na svobodu, coz predstavuje nynéj3i hlavni ekologicky problém.

Co se tyce legislativy v Rumunsku, plati zde Nafizeni &. 67/2007, které stanovuje postup registrace a autorizace roznych
&innosti a uréuje bezpeény zplsob transportu zvifat s ohledem na jejich zdravi a prospéch. Nafizeni & 180/2006
stanovuje legdlni podminky zabijeni koZesinovych zvifat. Nové nafizeni zaloZzené na principu Zakona o ochrané zvifat
(Animal Welfare Low) snad bude schvéleno b&hem nékolika pfistich tydnd.

V Rumunsku je cca 12 farem chovaijicich zvifata pro koZedinovy primysl. Je zde pfes 60 spole&nosti, které zpracovavaii
kozeinu, a daldich 70 firem, které s koZeSinou obchoduji. V soucasnosti je legislativa v Rumunsku nedostateénd, ale nové
nafizeni zaloZend na principu Zékona o ochrané zvitat (Animal Welfare Law) snad budou zahrnovat opatieni k omezeni
farem.

Co je zapottebi ucinit dale? - Predevsim zaijistit kompletni prosazeni sou¢asné a budouci legislativy v Bulharsku a Rumunsku.
V Bulharsku existuje silny osobni zdjem na vy33ich Grovnich Gfadd, naopak na nizdich Grovnich zéjem téméf neexistuje.
V Rumunsku je ochota ke zlepSovéni omezena na Gfadech viech Grovni.

Co tedy mizeme udélat? - Prosazovat kompletni Feseni této problematiky v sougasné legislativé, komunikovat s orgdny, které
jsou v této oblasti dolezité, predlozit stiznosti doplnéné dilezitymi argumenty a dikazy, poukazovat na pasivitu Gfadd

a orgdnd. V rdmci kampani je pak treba zaméfit se na blaho a prospéch viech zvifat, na nekozesinovy promysl,
kriminalizaci a poddvdni trestnich ozndmeni za tyrdni zvifat. Sprdvnd legislativa spojend s fddnym prosazovanim zakond
poskytuje prostfedky vedouci ke snizeni nebo z&kazu kozesinovych farem.



Dadi Einarsson

Je programovym feditelem Vier Pfoten v Bulharsku. Vystudoval politologii a vefejnou sprévu na
Americké univerzité (American University) ve Washingtonu DC. 9 let pracoval pro vladu jak na
ndrodni, tak na evropské Grovni. 5 let pracoval jako politicky analytik na Ministerstvu
zdravomictvi a socidlniho zabezpeéeni na Islandu, vénoval se predevsim tématdm, jakymi jsou
napfiklad dlouhodobd zdravoini péée, implementace vladni politiky IT ve zdravotnickém
sektoru, zdravotnické statistiky, management kvality a genderové nerovnosti. 4 roky pracoval
jako GFednik v Evropské komisi - generdlni feditel pro zdravi a ochranu spottebitele (DG
Health and Consumer Protection) - vénoval se hlavné problematice HIV/AIDS politiky,
zdravotné-sexudlni politiky, spoluprdci s ob&anskou spoleénosti a managementu projekt
financovanych Evropskou komisi. Od po&atku roku 2008 pracuje jako programovy feditel

v bulharském Vier Pfoten, kde je zodpovédny za projekty, kampané a lobbing. Je ¢lenem
nékolika odbornych organizaci véetné Americké spole¢nosti pro vefejnou administrativu
(American Society for Public Administration), kde je &lenem Vykonné rady jeji Etické sekce.
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Bulgaria and Romania: Fur Production — Indirect Ban?

Dadi Einarsson

Head of Programs
Vier Pfoten Bulgaria

I would like to start my speech with saying something about the legislation in Bulgaria. Animal Protection Act - article 17
says: “In the premises intended for animal breeding, the owner shall provide place corresponding to their physiological and
behavioral characteristics, as well as space for movement and rest.” The Biodiversity Act - article 58 (1) says: “Ex-situ
conservation of species shall include: 1. raising and breeding of animals and plants under controlled conditions in vivariums,
zoos or botanical gardens, arboretums, live specimen collection”. To be able to keep wild animals you need to be one of
those establishment listed. Farming is not listed and therefore fur farming is banned indirectly in Bulgaria!

In Bulgaria, there are good laws and interest in following it through at a high level. However there is limited interest among
lower level officials in particular in the regional NVS offices. Currently there are no fur farms in Bulgaria, at least that we
know about. When fur farms closed down then the farmers let the animals free which is now a major ecological problem.

In Romania, Order no 67/2007sets the procedure of registering and authorization of different activities and means of
transport regarding health and welfare of animals. Order no 180/2006 sets the legal requirements for scarification and
killing of fur animals. New regulations based on the Animal Welfare Law will hopefully be adopted in next few weeks.
Recently, there are ca. 12 fur farms in Rumania. There are over 60 companies which process fur and another 70 companies
trading with fur. The legislation is currently weak but with new regulations based on the Animal Welfare Law will hopefully
include provisions to restrict fur farming.

What next2 - We need to ensure full enforcement of the current and future legislation in Bulgaria and Rumania. In Bulgarig,
there is a strong personal interest of high level officials, but lack of interest at lower levels. In Rumania, the willingness for
improvements is limited among officials at all levels.

What actions can be taken? - We need to call for full enforcement of current legislation: lobby authorities responsible,
submit complains backed with solid evidence, and publicize non-actions by authorities. We also have to continue in
campaigning: general animal welfare focus, Anti-fur farming, criminalization and reporting of abuses

Good legislation with proper enforcement provides the tools to limit or ban fur farming, and therefore represent an
opportunity for change.



Dadi Einarsson

Is Head of Programs of Vier Pfoten Bulgaria. His education is in political science and public
administration, with a graduate degree from American University in Washington DC. He
worked for 9 years in government both at national and European level. He was a policy
analyst in the Ministry of Health and Social Security in Iceland for 5 years and worked mainly
on issues like long term health policy, implementation of the governmental policy on IT in the
health sector, health statistics, quality management and gender equality. He was for 4 years
a policy officer in the European Commission - DG Health and Consumer Protection - and
worked mainly on HIV/AIDS policy, sexual health policy, cooperation with civil society and
management of projects in those areas funded by the European Commission. Since the
beginning of this year he has been the Head of Programs for Vier Pfoten Bulgaria with
responsibility for projects, campaigns and lobbying activities of Vier Pfoten Bulgaria. He is

a member of several professional organization including the American Society for Public
Administration, where he is member of the Executive Committee of the Ethics section.
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Legislativni vyvoj chovu koZesinovych gvitat v Némecku

Dr. Edmund Haferbeck

PETA Némecko

,Kdo poékd, ten se dogkd” - pfi sledovdni vyvoje pravniho rdmce pro kozesinové farmy v N&mecku &lovék zapochybuie, je-
li toto tvrzen{ pravdivé.

Na zadétku 80. let némecka televize ifila zabéry z kozedinovych farem, které ukazovaly nesmirné utrpeni norkd, lidek,
tchofd, nutrii a &inéil v koZedinovych koncentraénich tédborech. Zarovefi kvetl podvodny obchod s &inéilami, ktery mél za
nésledek uvéznéni nékolika obchodniki a finanéni zruinovéni mnohych zajmovych chovatels.

Nicméné i tenkrét zapracoval ,némecky systém” - hra o &as. Zatimco Svycarsko zavedlo pisn&jsi opatieni, kterd
znemoznila existenci komerénich koZedinovych farem a zdroved zakdzala primyslové velkochovy kufat, Némecko zadalo

s ,v&deckou” analyzou. JelikoZ o némeckych koZesinovych farmdach nebyla dostupnd zadna fakta (byly pouze registrovany
u zemé&délskych komor spolkovych zemi), byly zapo&aty vyzkumné programy:

Disertace o nejdilezitéjSich koZedinovych zvifatech v Némecku - jedna z nich jiz pfedtim odhalila podminky v némeckych
chovech ¢&ingil. Byla téz vytvofena odbornd komise, kterd méla za Gkol pfipravit zpravu o vyzkumu. Disertace odhalily
obrovské kfivdy, aviak diky klasickému védeckému podvodu - falesnému posudku - nebyly adekvéing zhodnoceny, a tak
z0stal némecky kozesinovy primys| témé&F nedotéen. Soudy soustavné ignorovaly moZnost zékazu, coz zdivodiiovaly -

a stéle zddvodhuji - Gstavnimi zjmy. Tento ndzor |ze viak povaZzovat za zastaraly, nebot v r. 2002 byl welfare zvifat jako
jeden ze spolkovych cild zafazen do némecké Ustavy (Z4akl. dstavni prévo, €l. 20a).

Hnuti za prdva zvifat ale pokradovalo a utajované dikazy z némeckych farem mohly byt vidény v investigativnim televiznim
pofadu ,Panorama” v r. 1987. Byl zde poprvé predstaven p. Hesse, zmocnénec pro welfare zvitat, ktery délal vie pro to,
aby se koZesinové farmy dostaly, podle 3vycarského vzoru, pod kontrolu spolkovych iniciativ. V roce 1992 koneéné nastala
zména: Némeckd spolkovd rada (spolkovy orgén spolupracuiici se spolkovou viddou ve Spolkové republice N&mecko)
odsoudila Zivotni podminky zvifat na kozesinovych farméch jako neslucitelné s welfare zvifat (usneseni z 5. 6. 1992, tiskopis
22/92) a povéfila vladdu (toho Easu v &ele s Helmutem Kohlem) Gkolem uéinit nutné legislativni zmény, které spolkovd rada
navrhovala. Hra o &as byla viak jednou z nejzndmé&ijsich Kohlovych vlastnosti.

Do r. 1998 se nic nedélo a dokonce i rudo-zelend vlédda (socidlni demokraté a zeleni) potfebovala - navzdory jasné
definované koaliéni dohodé - dalich pét let na to, aby alespoi navrhla smérnici o zpdsobu chovu kozesinovych zvifat.
Tlak byl opakované vyvijen jak ze strany spolkové asociace ,BAG Mensch und Tier” frakce strany zelenych, tak ze strany
nékolika organizaci na ochranu zvifat, napf. PETA. Ve svém usneseni z 9. 11. 2001 (tiskopis 766/01) Spolkovd rada opét
apelovala na vytvoreni nafizeni o welfare zvifat v reakci na alarmuijici Zivotni podminky v klecich na farméch.

V roce 2003 spolkova viada predlozila ndvrh zékona o koZedinovych farméch, ktery byl ddle po celd léta diskutovan na
ministerstvech a mezi pfedstaviteli vefejnych z&jm0, nebot rada odbornikd EU pro welfare a ochranu zvitat ve své zprévé
z 12. /13.12. 2001 téz zaznamenala obrovské nedostatky ve vztahu k welfare zvifat na konvenénich koZesinovych farmach.

Vr. 2001 vesla v platnost pfisnéjsi nafizeni o imisich, v jejichz disledku koZesinové farmy, dosud podléhaijici ,pouhym”
spolkovym stavebnim pfedpisim, zalaly byt fizeny pfisn&jsimi pfedpisy zakond o Zivotim prostfedi. Trvalo to nicméné dal3i ffi
roky, nez zdkon o koZesinovych farmdach nakonec pro3el 30. 11. 2006 (BGB |, 2759 - BGB - némecky ob&ansky zdkonik) -
ochrana zvifat se stala koneéné souédsti naseho pravniho systému. Nazev zdkona znél ponékud neobratné: ,Treti nafizeni

o zméndch zdkona o welfare zvitat pro zvifata chovand na farméch.” Agkoli t&ch nékolik mdlo provozovateld némeckych
koZesinovych farem (aktudlné asi 26 norkovych farem, 1 chov lisek a nékolik set chov ¢inéil) prakticky nemélo lobby, dokonce
zdkaz koncentraénich tébord nosnic, za nimiz stdla obrovska lobby tohoto velmi silného promyslu, vedel v platnost dfive: zdkaz
bateriovych kleci vesel v Némecku v platnost r. 2001, ackoli je treba zminit, Ze byl téméf staZen zpét béhem vlddnich zmén, kdy
rudo-zelené strany (socidIni demokraty a zelené) vystfidala erno-rudé formace (konzervativni aliance a socidlni demokraté).

V . 2000 obecnd opatfeni pro o implementaci zakona o welfare zvifat pfesunula koZesinové farmy ze zemédélského
sektoru do obchodniho. Tento krok vyrazné zkomplikoval uvedeni zakona do praxe na kozesinovych farméch, nebof jejich
maijitelé byli nuceni podstoupit dal3i kontroly. Nésledujici prévni spory trvaly do r. 2004, kdy Nejvy3si spolkovy soud
Némecka kone&né uznal tento pravni detail za legitimni.



V1. 1997 byly omezeny kruté metody zabijeni koZe3inovych zvifat nafizenim o porazce s ohledem na welfare, kterd
vychézela z dfivéjsiho rozhodnuti Spolkové rady z r. 1996 (tiskopis 835/96). Zmény byly provedeny v r. 1999. KoZeSinové
farmy maii povoleno ,pouze” plynovat zvifata za pouziti oxidu uhelnatého, nebo, napf. v pfipadé &indil, chloroformové
anestezie. Lamani vazu norkd a &inéil, stfileni lisek v klecich, zabijeni norkd injekéné &i elekirickym proudem, to vie uz jsou
preZitky minulosti.

Souéasné nafizeni o kozesinovych farmdach z 30. 11. 2006 - 15 let po rozhodnuti Spolkové rady z r. 1992 - zietelné
zaostava za dvycarskymi piedpisy a vyznaluije se velmi dlouhymi pfechodnymi obdobimi (2011 a 2016). Nicméné pfijeti
tohoto nafizeni, zvla3té za politicky konzervativniho ministra zemédalstvi, bylo pozdnim vitézstvim hnuti za prava zvifat.

A nafizeni je jiZ uplatfiovano: alespoii mésto Cachy a okres Viersen prevzaly odpovédnost za smérnice k tomuto novému
nafizeni. NejdileZit&j3i z jejich obsahu: nezamrzaijici napdjeci pfistroje a pitnd voda dle libosti v kazdém ro&nim obdobi,
zavedeni strukturovaného obohacujiciho materidlu pro klece, budniky povinné pro norky, tchofe apod. do 11. 06. 2007,
tedy s pfechodnym obdobim pouze jednoho roku. Minimalni rozméry prostoru kleci pro lisky a psiky myvalovité 3 m2 (vyjma
teras a budnikd) byly zavedeny bez pfechodného obdobi, s pozadavkem zavedeni kleci o 12 m? pfevdzné rovného
povrchu s moZnosti hrabat a ukonéeni pouZivani konvenénich kleci s draténym dnem. Drzeni nutrii a &inéil v izolaci uz neni
povoleno a exkrementy v uzavfenych budovach musi byt odstrafiovany dennég, ve venkovnich klecich alespof jednou tydné,
aby bylo zabrdnéno jejich nahromadéni az ke dnu kleci a $ifeni zapachu.

Nicméng, i s pfihlédnutim k veZkerym zakondm a pravnim opatienim je jasné, Ze postupy chovateld zvifat maiji k zékonnosti
daleko. Predpisy jsou pravidelné obchdzeny, nebof jejich dodrzovani v Némecku evidentné neni dostate¢né vymdhéno.
OficidlIni veterindfi obvykle stoji na strané chovateld a nemaiji zdjem o provddéni dostateéné Eastych a intenzivnich kontrol,
které by se tykaly welfare zvifat. Je tedy velice nutné, aby hnuti za prava zvifat znovu upozornilo na podminky na
némeckych koZelinovych farmdach za pouziti novych utajovanych dikazd, jak neddvno ukdzala némecka televize.

O chronologii stejné jako jednotlivych nafizenich zdkona o welfare zvitat pro zvifata chovand na farméch (sekce 5) ze
30. 11. 2006 jako ndrodniho zdkona pro kozesinové farmy Némecka bude podrobné pojedndno v dodatcich.

Vyvoj legislativy o chovech koZesinovych zvitat v Némecku

Chronologie
1982, 1984-1988 Védecké analyzy chovi koZeinovych zvifat v Némecku.
1992 Spolkové rada definuje nedostatky welfare zvifat na némeckych koZedinovych farméch a zada
Spolkovou vladu o sestaveni navrhu nafizeni o ochran& welfare zvitat podle $vycarského vzoru.
1996 Rozhodnuti Spolkové rady navrhnout nafizeni o pordzce s ohledem na welfare zvifat.
1997/1999 Prijeti nafizeni o ochrané zvifat v pfipadé porazky nebo zabiti (pozdé&jsi zmény v r. 2004
a 2000).
1998 Koaliéni dohoda mezi socidlné-demokratickou stranou a stranou zelenych: Nafizeni o chovu

koZesinovych zvifat bylo navrhnuto a odsouhlaseno s odvolénim na rozhodnuti Spolkové rady z r.
1992, jehoz uplatnéni dosud nebylo prosazovano.

2000 Obecné spravni Gprava k prosazeni zakona o welfare zvitat:

Pfesunuti koZesinového primyslu ze zemédélského do obchodniho sektoru: poZzadovano
sekunddrni provéfeni.

2001 Opakovani rezoluce Spolkové rady z r. 1992.
Spolkovy zdkon o kontrole imisi nyni zahrnuje i farmovy chov koZedinovych zvifat.
2002 Zatazeni welfare zvitat jako spolkového cile do Némecké stavy (Z&kl. dstavni prévo, €l. 20a).
2003 Predlozeni podrobného ndvrhu nafizeni o farmovych chovech koZeSinovych zvitat.
2006 Prijeti nafizeni o ochrané zvifat chovanych na farmdch a jinych zvifat drzenych za 6&elem vyroby

Zivo&idnych produktd b&hem chovu (vlada: velké koalice CDU - Kfesfansko-demokratickd unie
a SPD - Socidlné demokratickd stranal)
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Zdkladni ustanoveni

»ITetiho narizeni o gméndch gdkona o welfare Zvirat pro Qvitata chovand na farmdch*
(tzv. natizeni pro farmovy chov koZesinovych zvivat)

¢ Nezamrzaijici napdjeci zafizeni pro viechna koZedinovd zvifata. Zavedeni: erven 2007.
* Dostateénd ochrana pfed pfimym slunenim zdfenim. Zavedeni: okamzité.
¢ Zd4kaz skladani kleci na sebe, jak bylo b&zné na nékterych némeckych norkovych farmdch. Zavedeni: 2011.

¢ Pro norky a tchofe: min. 1 m2 plus vnitfni budniky, vodni nddrzka ¢&i piskova ldzeR, povrchovéd plocha: min. 3 m2.
Zavedeni: 2011.

¢ Pro liky a psiky myvalovité: min. 3 m2 plus budnik, pro lisky dvoukomorovy a umistény ve vyvysené poloze, povrchovd
plocha min. 12 m2.

¢ Pro nutrie: min. 2 m2, vodni nddrzka, povrchovd plocha min. 4 m2.

e Pro &in&ily: min. 0,5 m?, piskovd koupel min. 250 cm?.

*  Min. vy3ka kleci: norci/tchofi: 1 m; lisky/psici myvaloviti: 1,5 m; nutrie: 45 cm; &inéily: 1m. Zavedeni: 2016.

¢ Vlastnosti podlahové plochy v klecich: norci/tchofi/&incily: polovina musi byt rovnd; lisky/psici myvaloviti: 2 m2 kypré
pUdy k hrabéni, pouze 10% perforace; nutrie: 100% rovna.

¢ Pro norky/tchofe: jedna terasa na jedince, na niz jeden dospély jedinec bude moci lezet, pfic¢emz druhy mize pod ni
stét vzpiimené; vodni nddrzka o plose min. 1 m2, 30 cm hlubokd. Zavedeni: 2016.

¢ Pro lizky a psiky myvalovité: jedna terasa na jedince, na niz jeden dospély jedinec bude moci lezet nebo sedét, pficemz
druhy mdze pod ni sedét.

¢ Pro nutrie: vodni nddrzka s povrchovou plochou min. 1 m2 na jedince, 30 cm hluboké.

*  V3echny klece museji byt dodate&né vybaveny tunelovymi vstupy a budniky pro nutrie a &inéily (tzv. infrastrukturni klece
s obohacujicim materidlem). Zavedeni: &erven 2007.

¢ Dostate¢né osvétleni, aby se zvifata navzdjem rozeznala.
e Exkrementy musi byt odklizeny denné v uzavienych budovach a nejméné jednou tydné ve venkovnich klecich.
e Pro norky, tchofe, lisky a psiky myvalovité: mlddata nesméji byt odebrana od matky do 9 tydnd véku.

¢ Nutrie a &incily museji byt drzeny ve skupindch.



Dr. EAmund Hafzrbeck (Dr. Sc. agr.)

51 let, promovany ,agrdrni védec” (odbornik na zemé&délstvi) se specializaci na zvifeci
produkci, védecky poradce organizace PETA Deutschland e.V., méstsky radni za ,Bindnis 90/
Die Griinen” (Strana zelenych) v hlavnim zemském mésté Schwerin, spoluzakladatel

a spoluvlastnik nakladatelstvi ECHO, vydavatel, popF. autor cca. 20 odbornych knih z oblasti
prav zvitat, mimo jiné jeho dizertaéni prace na téma: ,Vyrobni podminky na némeckych
farmdch s norky, tchofi a liskami se specidlnim zohlednénim problematiky ochrany zvitat”

a diplomové prdce na téma: ,Vyrobni podminky na némeckych farméch s &incilami”.
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Legal Developments of Fur Farming in Germany

Dr. Edmund Haferbeck

PETA Germany

“Good things come to those who wait” - however, concerning the development of legal frameworks for fur farms in
Germany, one would wonder whether that's the truth.

At the beginning of the 1980’s, German television was spreading pictures of fur farms showing the extreme suffering of mainly minks,
foxes, polecats, nutrias and chinchillas in fur concentration camps. At the same time, the fraudulent animal trade in fluffy and soft rabbit-
mice - called chinchillas - was booming, causing imprisonment for several traders and financial ruin for numerous hobby-breeders.

However, even back then, the “German system” was working: play for time. While Switzerland introduced stricter
regulations, making commercial furfarming impossible and at the same time banning “battery” chickens, Germany started
a “scientific” analysis. As no facts were available on German fur farms (they were merely registered at the federal countries’
agricultural chambers), two research programmes were pushed forward: Dissertations on the most important fur animals in
Germany - one dissertation had already exposed the conditions at German chinchilla breeders - as well as an expert
committee supposed to set up a survey report. The dissertations exposed horrible grievances but the pseudo-report -

a classical scientific fraud - defused them against its better judgement which caused the German fur industry to remain
almost unaffected. The jurisdiction consistently ignored the possibility of a ban - and still is - stating constitutional concerns
as a reason. This argument, however, became obsolete with the inclusion of animal welfare as a federal objective into the
German constitution in 2002 (Art. 20aq, Basic constitutional law).

The animal rights movement, however, kept on going and undercover-evidence from German farms could be seen at the
investigative political TV magazine “Panorama” in 1987. In Hesse, an animal welfare commissioner was introduced for the very first
time who did everything in order to follow Switzerland’s example in getting fur farms under control by federal initiatives. Finally
something happened in 1992: The federal council of Germany (the federal chamber working besides the federal cabinet in the
federal republic of Germany) condemned how animals were kept on fur farms calling it contrarious to animal welfare (resolution of
5.6.1992, printed matter 22/92) and charged the federal government (at that fime under Helmut Kohl) with the necessary legal
changes which the federal council was actually providing. Kohl was famous for a lot of things, but most of all for playing for time.

Nothing happened until 1998 and even the red-green government (social democrats and green party) needed five more
years in order fo at least draft a regulation for keeping fur animals despite a well-defined coalition agreement. Pressure was
exerted over and over again by federal consortium “BAG Mensch und Tier” of the green party fraction as well as several
animal rights organisations like PETA Germany as one has to consider that the federal council again pushed for an animal
welfare regulation for the alarming way fur animals were caged under its resolution of 9.11.2001 (printed matter 766,/01).

In 2003, the federal government presented a draft law for fur farms which was then discussed for years in ministries,
including representatives of public matters, as the EU’s scientific council for animal welfare and animal protection had noted,
too, the extreme grievances in animal welfare on conventional fur farms in its report of 12/13.12.2001.

While stricter regulations for immissions were introduced early in 2001 causing fur farms to no longer be regulated by the “simple”
federal building code but by the environmental laws” stricter regulations, it took three more years until the fur farm ordinance was
finally passed under a minister of the Christian Social Union party on 30.11.2006 (BGB1 |, 2759 - BGB=German civil code) -
animal protection was finally part of our legal system. The title seemed a bit awkward: “Third ordinance for legal changes to the
animal welfare law for farm animals”. Even though the few German fur farm operators (currently about 26 mink farmers, 1 for
foxes and several hundred chinchilla breeders) did not really have a lobby, even the ban of concentration camps for laying hens
with its strongly lobbying industry came into power earlier: a ban of battery cages was introduced in 2001 in Germany although it
needs to be mentioned that it was almost taken back during the governmental changes from red-green parties (social democrats
and the green party) to a blackred formation (conservative alliance and social democrats).

On its way, however, the general regulations for the implementation of the animal welfare act shifted furfarming from the
agricultural sector to the commercial sector in 2000. This was an important step in complicating the implementation of fur
farms, including those already in operation, as fur farmers had to be able to submit a secondary verification. The subsequent
legal argument lasted until 2004 when the highest German court - the Federal Administrative Court of Germany - finally
declared this legal detail legitimate.



In 1997, the fur industries™ cruel killing methods were limited through the animal welfare slaughter ordinance on the base of another
decision by the federal council from 1996 (printed matter 835/96). Changes were conducted in 1999. Fur farmers are allowed
“only” to gas the animals using carbon monoxide or, for example for chinchillas, using chloroform anaesthesia. Breaking the necks of
minks and chinchillas, shooting foxes in cages, electrocuting or killing minks by legal injection are therefore relics of the past.

The current furfarming ordinance of 30.11.2006 - 15 years after the federal councils™ decision from 1992 - clearly lags
behind Swiss regulations and features very long transitional periods for operating companies (2011 and 2016). However,
the passage of this ordinance, especially under a politically conservative agricultural minister, was a late victory for the
animal rights movement. And the ordinance is already being enforced:

At the very least, the town of Aachen and the district of Viersen had regulations for this new ordinance added within their
areas of responsibility. Most important contents: frostfree drinking apparatus and drinking water ad libitum in every season
as well as the introduction of structured enrichment materials for cages, also beyond the nesting boxes compulsory for minks,
polecats etc until 11.06.2007, therefore only leaving a transitional period of half a year. Minimum measurements for
enclosures of foxes and racoon dogs of 3m2 each (excluding platforms and nesting boxes) were introduced without any
transitional period, at least claiming a mainly straight-levelled surface area for enclosures of 12 m2 with the possibility to dig
the ground, not using conventional cages with wire floors anymore. Furthermore, keeping nutrias and chinchillas solitary is
not allowed anymore and excrements in closed buildings must be cleaned up daily and at least once a week in outside
enclosures in order to prevent them from the usual piling up until reaching the cage floors and the inherent emission of smells.

However, even considering all laws and legal requirements it is obvious that those animal users™ characteristics are far from being
law-abiding. Regulations are regularly being avoided as there is a clear lack of enforcement in Germany and the official veterinaries,
usually on the side of the animal users, are not very interested in implementing a sufficient control intensity and control density
concerning animal welfare issues. Hence, the animal rights movement is in great demand once more to expose the conditions on
German fur farms (there are no mere fox farms anymore) using new undercoverevidence as lately shown on German television.

The chronology as well as the single regulations of the animal-welfare act for farm animals (section 5) of 30.11.2006 as
a national law for German fur farms will be demonstrated in detail in the appendixes.

Legal developments of fur-farming in Germany
Chronology
1982, 1984-1988 Scientific paper on the analysis of German furfarming.

1992 Federal council defines a lack of animal welfare on German fur farms and asks the federal
government to draft an animal welfare ordinance modelled on Switzerland’s example.

1996 Resolution by federal council to draft an animal welfare slaughter ordinance.

1997/1999 Passage of ordinance for the protection of animals concerning slaughter or killing (further changes
in 2004 and 2006).

1998 Codlition agreement between the social democratic party and the green party: Ordinance for

keeping fur animals was drafted and agreed on in reference to the federal council’s resolution from
1992 which had not been enforced whatsoever until then.

2000 General administrative legislation to enforce the animal welfare act:
Shift of furfarming industry from agricultural to commercial sector: secondary verification required
2001 Repetition of federal council’s resolution of 1992.
The federal law for immission control now includes furfarming.
2002 Inclusion of animal welfare as a federal objective into Germany’s constitution (Art. 20a Basic
Constitutional Law).
2003 Submission of a detailed draft for a furfarming ordinance.
2006 Passage of the ordinance for the protection of farm animals and other animals kept for the

production of animal products during husbandry (government: grand coalition between CDU -
Christian democratic union party - and SPD - social democratic party)
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Essentials of the
“Third ordinance for changes to the animal welfare law for farm animals”
(So-called fur-farming ovdinance)

Frostfree drinking apparatus for all fur animals. Implementation: June 2007
Sufficient protection from direct sunlight. Implementation: immediately
No stacking of enclosures as it used to be common on several German mink farms. Implementation: 2011

For minks and polecats: as least 1 m2 plus the nesting boxes’ interior and pool or sand bath, surface area: at least 3 m2.
Implementation: 2011

For foxes and racoon dogs: at least 3 m2 plus a nesting box affixed at a higher level for foxes, separated into a front
and a main chamber, minimum surface area: 12 m?2

For nutrias: at least 2 m2 as well as a pool, minimum surface area: 4 m2
For chinchillas: at least 0,5 m2 as well as a sand bath of at least 250 cm?2

Minimum height for enclosures: minks/polecats: 1 m; foxes/racoon dogs: 1,5 m; nutrias: 45 cm; chinchillas: 1 m.
Implementation: 2016

Soil conditions for enclosures: minks/polecats/chinchillas: half must be straight-levelled; foxes/racoon dogs: 2 m?
natural ground for digging, only 10% perforated; nutrias: 100% straight-levelled.

For minks/polecats: one platform per animal on which an adult animal must be able to lie down and another one
standing upright underneath it as well as a pool with a surface area of at least 1 m2, 30 cm deep. Implementation: 2016

For foxes and racoon dogs: one platform per animal on which an adult animal must be able to lie or sit down and
another one sitting underneath it.

For nutrias: a pool with a surface area of at least 1 m2 per animal, 30 cm deep.

All enclosures must be additionally equipped with tunnel sections and boxes for nutrias and chinchillas {so-called
infrastructure-enclosures with enrichment materials). Implementation: June 2007

Sufficient lightning for the animal to recognize each other.
Excrements must be cleaned up daily in closed buildings and at least once a week in outside enclosures.
For minks, polecats, foxes and racoon dogs: infants must not be separated from the mother before 9 weeks of age.

Nutrias and chinchillas must be kept in groups.



Dr. EAmund Haferbeck (Dr. sc. agr.)

51 years, graduated “agrarian scientist” (specialist in agriculture) with specialization on animal
production, scientific consultant of PETA Deutschland e.V. organization, town councillor for
“Biindnis 90/Die Griinen” in main municipal city Schwerin, cofounder and co-owner of
publishing house ECHO, editor, eventually author of c. 20 scientific books from the field of
animal rights, among others his dissertation thesis was dedicated to the following topic:
“Production conditions on German mink, polecats and foxes farms with special regard to
animal protection issue” and diploma paper focused on the following topic: “Production
conditions on German chinchillas farms”.
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Je Polsko stale velmociv chovu koZeSinovych zvivat?

Magdalena Plonka

Emaptia

Je pochopitelné, Zze v zemich chladnych, jako je Polsko, byla vzdy spotfeba a vyuZiti koZesiny v Zivoté lidi velmi dilezitd.
Poéinaje mnozstvim lovenych druhd zvifat, praktickymi divody, konée socidlni motivaci a krutosti médy.

Teploty jsou v téchto oblastech Evropy docela nizké, a protoze je zde hodné zemé&délskych oblasti, vZdy se tyto lokality
zddly vhodné pro chov koZesinovych zvifat. Prvni farma zde byla od 20. let 20. stoleti az do 80. let, kdy do Polska pronikla
vlna za prava a ochranu koZesinovych zvifat a konec jejich chovu pro koZeSinovy promysl. Od té doby se obchod

s koZedinou zadal hroutit. Nebyl ani vynosny, ani populdrni. Ale miZeme si viimnout, Ze od roku 2000, tak jako na celém
svété, je zdliba v koZedindch a ve zvifeci kiZi stdle silnéjsi. Politika Anny Wintour byla pfijata v nasi zemi velmi

snadno prosttednictvim tzv. fashion victims Easopist a médnich magazind. Bohuzel posledni z jejich metod hodné
~pomohla”. Jen v letech 1996-2002 pocet zabitych zvifat pro koZesinu vzrostl v Polsku 0 20% a v roce 2007 koZedinovy
promysl zaznamenal nejvétsi Gspéch.

Nyni jsou otevieny nové farmy a potykdme se s nezdjmem spole&nosti o tuto problematiku, protoze svét médy §iFi famy, ze
uméle vytvofend kiiZe a koZesina jsou extrémné skodlivé pro Zivotni prostiedi, coZ je samozfejmé pohodlnd vymluva. Polsko
je vyznamnym producentem koZesiny ve svété. Nejvétsi farma, kterd vyrdbi az 10 000 démskych norkovych kozichd, je
umisténa v severozdpadni E4sti Polska. Nejvétsi farma na zpracovdni liséich kozichd zaméstnéva priblizng 1000 Zen.
Holandsti farmdfi kozedinovych zvitat zagali v posledni dobé investovat do Polska. Kazdym rokem je v Polsku zabito pro
koZesinovy primysl promérné& 600 000 norkd, 250 000 lisek a 20 000 &inéil.

Soudasny stav polského zakonodarstvi tykaijici se chovu kozesinovych zvirat:
A) Zdkon o ochrané zvifat platny od 21. srpna 1997 (Animal Protection Act dated 21 August 1997).

B) Usneseni ministra hospoddfstvi vztahuijici se k minimu norem pro ochranu farméiskych zvitat, platné od 2. zaf 2003
(Minister of Agriculture’s Resolution dated 2 September 2003 regarding the minimum standards for the care of farm
animals).

Hlavni problémy:
a) Zdakon o ochrané zvitat platny od 21. 8. 1997 se nevztahuje k chovu koZeSinovych zvifat, chov téchto zvifat neni
zakdzan.

b) Vefejnost stale neni pln& informovana o Zivotnich podminkdch, ve kterych Ziji zvifata chovand pro kozesinovy promysl.

c) Nedostatek podpory médniho promyslu neznamend, ze médni promysl je méné populdrni.

d) Silny lobbing za koZe3inovy promysl (Pfipad Univerzity v Krakové, kde italskéd médni spole¢nost zaslala vzorky koZesin
jako vyukovy materidl pro predndsky studentdm. Jeden z profesord odmitl pfijmout materidl t&chto kozesinovych vzorkd
a pozédal italskou médni spolegnost, aby uz neposilala tyto vzorky. Odpovédi mu byl urézlivy dopis italské médni
spole&nosti.).

Nastésti je dnes spoustu divokych zvifat zékonem chrénéno a je zakdzdno tato zvifata v Polsku lovit. Mezi tato zvifata patfi:
$edy vlk, bobr a 3edy tulen.

ProtoZe zatim jesté nejsou organizace pro ochranu zvifat tak silné, neuskuteénil se mimo kaZdoroé&nich demonstraci
spojenych se “Dnem bez koZediny” a edukaénich kampani ve $koldch jedté Zaddny vyznamny lobbing u vlady, a to az do
tohoto roku, kdy Viva a Empatia zaéaly jednat s Ministerstvem hospoddfstvi a Ministerstvem Zivotniho prostfedi o zakazu
obchodovdni s tulenimi vyrobky v Polsku, coZ bylo také jistym druhem cviéeni pfed vétsimi spornymi zéleZitostmi a problémy.
Také v médiich je vidét prvni pozitivni zmé&na: minuly rok jedna z nejvétsich medidlnich spoleénosti v oblasti médy v Polsku

- &asopis Fashion podepsala petici proti koZesinovému primyslu.
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Vzdélani: Akademie vytvarnych uméni - Academy of Fine Arts (Fakulta textilni - Faculty of
Fabrics and Garment), Evropské& akademie uméni - European Academy of Arts (Fakulta
grafiky - Faculty of Graphics); Gspéchy: stipendistka Lion’s Club, nositelka vyznamendni

v soutézich Golden Thread - International Fairs of Lodz, Silver Loop - International Fairs in
Pozan, Gala Amberiff, Debuts - Textile Journal, pfedstavitelka Polské akademie uméni

v Némecku, G&astnice na Fashion Gala v Congress Hall, zafazena médii mezi 100 nejvice
vlivnych Zen v Polsku v roce 1999. Jeiji prace byly zvefejnény v popularnim | profesiondlnim
tisku (ELLE, Cosmopolitan, Marie Claire, Uroda, Pani, Przyjaciétka, Journal Tekstylny, Wprost,
Super Express, Gazeta Wyborcza). Profesiondlné se zabyva médnim a odévnim designem.
Pracuje jako ndvrhéika kostymd nebo stylistka pfi naté&eni filmd, televiznich programd,
fotografovéni, rdznych udélostech, pfi pripravé kolekci oblegeni atd. Je &lenkou polské
organizace na ochranu zvifat Empatia.
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Fur Farming in Poland

Magdalena Plonka

Emaptia

It is obvious, that in such a cold country which is Poland, the use and meaning of fur in people ‘s lives has been always
important. Beginning with the number of hunting species, practical reasons, ending with social motives and cruel fashion.
As the temperatures are quite low in that part of Europe and there are many rural areas it always seemed to be a good

location for fur farms since the first ones dated in the 20-ies of the 20th century till the 80-ties, when the anti-fur movement
came to Poland.

Since then, the fur business kept collapsing. It was not payable, nor popular. But in 2000 we could notice, as all over the
world, that the taste for animal leather and fur is stronger and stronger. Anna Wintour’s policy has adopted in our country
very easily through so called fashion victims and style magazines. Unfortunately the last ones “helped” a lot.

Only between 1996-2002 the number of killed animals for fur in Poland has increased about 20% and 2007 has been the

most successful for fur industry so far.

Nowadays we are having new farms being opened and complete ignorance of society for the problem, as fashion world
has announced that artificial fur is extremely harmful to natural environment, which is obviously an easy and comfortable
excuse.

Poland is a significant fur producer in the world. The largest farms of up to 10,000 female minks are located in the north-west
Poland. The largest fox farms have on average 1000 females. Dutch fur farmers have recently started investing in Poland.
Every year approximately 600,000 minks, 250,000 foxes and 20,000 chinchillas are killed for fur in our country.

The current state of Polish law on fur farming is:
A) Animal Protection Act dated 21 August 1997

B) Minister of Agriculture’s Resolution dated 2 September 2003 regarding the minimum standards for the care of farm
animals

Main problems:

a) The 21. 08. 1997 Animal Protection Act does not ban fur farming

b) The public is still not fully aware of the living conditions of animals farmed for fur
c) Lack of support of the fashion business- it's not that popular

d) Strong lobbing of the fur industry (A case at the University of Cracow where an ltalian fashion company has sent fur
samples to all lecturers. One teacher, who denied receiving the samples and asked for not doing it in the future, was
sent an insulting letter from the fur company.)

Thanks that now there are many wild species that are protected by law from hunting in Poland: gray wolf, beaver and gray
seal.

As the animal welfare organizations are not that strong, apart from every years demos connected with Day without Fur and
education campaigns at schools, there hasn’t been any significant lobbing in the government till this year, when Viva and
Empatia has started talks with Ministry of Economy and Ministry of Environment about ban of trade of any seal products in
our country which is a kind of exercise before bigger issues.

Also first positive changes in media are visible as last year one of the biggest style titles in Poland - Fashion Magazines has
signed an antifur petition.
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Education: Academy of Fine Arts (Faculty of Fabrics and Garment), European Academy of Arts
(Faculty of Graphics); achievements: Scholarship holder of Lion’s Club, laureate of competitions
(Golden Thread - International Fairs of Lodz, Silver Loop - International Fairs in Pozah, Gala
Amberiff, Debuts - Textile Journal), representative of Polish artistic academies during shows in
Germany, participant of the Fashion Gala in the Congress Hall, ranked by the press to 100 of
the most influential women in Poland in 1999. Her works were published and commented on in
the popular and professional press (ELLE, Cosmopolitan, Marie Claire, Uroda, Pani,
Przyjaciétka, Journal Tekstylny, Wprost, Super Express, Gazeta Wyborcza). Professionally she
deals with widely understood fashion designing and costume designing. She work as

a costume designer or a stylist during preparation of films, television programs, photo sessions,
events, clothes collections and individual orders both for stars and for persons eager to remain
anonymous and for companies. She is a member of Empatia, Polish animal protection
organization.
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Organizace na ochranu prdav zvifat

Svoboda 2virat

Koterovskd 84, 326 00 Plzen
telefon / phone: +420 377 444 084
e-mail: info@svobodazvirat.cz
www.svobodazvirat.cz

DEUTSCH-TSCHECHISCHER “‘s respECt for animals
ZUKUNFTSFONDS

CESHD-NEMECKY
FOND BUDOUCNOSTI

Konference probéhla za finan&ni podpory Cesko-némeckého fondu budoucnosti, Respect for Animals a Fur Free Alliance.
The conference was held with financial support of the Czech-German Fund for the Future and the Respect for Animals organisation.
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MINISTERSTVO ZEMEDELSTVI

Konference probéhla pod zéstitou Ministerstva zem&dalstvi Ceské republiky.
The conference was held under the auspices of the Ministry of Agriculture of the Czech Republic.

O. s. Svoboda zvifat timto dékuje Edité Kotorové, Jané Nouzové a Elisce OdloZilové
za pomoc pri prekladech a korekturach textd.

Freedom for Animals would like to thank to Edita Kotorovd, Jana Nouzovd and Eliska Odlozilova
for their help with translations and emendations.
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