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A World Conference on Farm Animal Welfare was held in Hangzhou, China on 12th-13th October, under the theme of ‘Advocating Farm Animal Welfare, Promoting Sustainable Development and Marketing Ethical Consumerism’.
The conference was hosted by FAO and CAPIAC, organised by ICCAW, and greatly supported by Compassion in World Farming, RSPCA, USMEF and NPB.
Nearly 400 representatives from government agencies, animal welfare organisations, universities and research institutes took part with many delivering speeches.
Chinese Government speaks out for animal welfare
The Vice Minister of the Ministry of Agriculture for the People’s Republic of China, Yu Kangzhen, delivered a speech in which he stated: “Promoting animal welfare has become not only an important choice for the green development of agriculture and a significant measure to ensure food safety and healthy consumption, but even more so an important embodiment of human caring in modern society.”
He added: “The Chinese traditional culture has always advocated the concept of raising and using animals with an attitude of love and appreciation and as one of the world’s major developing countries China would align with the objective requirements for economic and social development and vigorously promote work on animal welfare.”
This was the first time that the Chinese government has publicly declared its attitude towards animal welfare – talking openly about the work Compassion has been doing with ICCAW - indicating that China is ready for change and has clear objectives.
A great effort has already been made for animal welfare improvement in China and significant progress has been achieved.
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BARZ: i X TR EELMLE YO RS T SRR R &
Report of the
Technical Committee to Enquire into the
Welfare of Animals kept under
Intensive Livestock Husbandry Systems

Chairman : Professor F. W. Rogers Brambell, F.R.S.

Presented 1o Parliament by the Secretary of State for Scotland and the
Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
by Command of Her Majesty
December, 1963






From anti-cruelty to animal welfare M & FERFEIZ Y48 F

 The main point of anti-cruelty was to protect animals from purposeless

suffering R EAFHI LB B KRR RZTEXAE

 With the advent of animal welfare, animals were also to be protected

from purposeful suffering FEEFI VBN KN, I ERKZIRT, &%
« However, as we shall see later, this is only partly true (E&, IEWRAIIMHE
EREFRR, XRERHTIEH
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Brambell's development of the idea of animal welfare
i Z NURSH IR N S K R e

A new and wider understanding of suffering

Feeciomms
For Animals

MWiEENIERER. Bz v

Not only pain but also other negative states such as YK EH ‘
discomfort and stress following from the frustration of F"ee;"mhfrof“ hw}ger& thirst ,
“behavioural urges” were included R~ a#ExRE, ERELMATIR LA -

A, W AT R s R U Sk B AR E R E S Freedom from discomfort i‘”’ :
BT A& =

Freedom from pain, injury

The Brambell Freedoms, i.e. farm animals should be free to
“to stand up, lie down, turn around, groom themselves and

stretch their limbs” - later developed into 5 Freedoms —SR I, (i FE AN & disease
WEN/REH, BRSZHYINZE B RS, T, %5, FeaimBEl S Freedom to express ‘
- FERRBERASKITEKE H (!\\52 E t normal behaviour
Animal welfare science; need to “take into account scientific 7, = t’jﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬁy‘j
evidence available concerning the feelings of animals that F"eed‘;m from fear ﬁdtstress
can be derived from their structure and functions and also G '
from their behaviour "EIREARE BE B RIMBRZE AR ‘”“‘"‘“"‘““"’"““"3 s

FAEYE, XEAERE T AN EMTRSAMII U R ENRT TR/ H"
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Legislation as an instrument to improve animal welfare

SIEENSE S YIEA R TR

Brambell saw national legislation as the main vehicle for improving animal
welfare #ix JURS B R SL B BB WER N EEFR

An ingenious flexible legal structure was suggested # 1 7 —f5 RIGHEREH

This has later been adopted in many European countries and at EU level
J5 RVF 2 BRUN E SRR K TR T X 5%

Developments of a similar kind, but not as far-reaching, have been seen in
Australasia and other parts of the Western world 7 8 k3 6 W0 75 J5 1 57 i HAth 3
THRERTRUMKIKRR, BHREBIRE

However with dismantling of trade barriers and growing international

trade this approach is being challenged &7, B % 582 KHEERAE R RS KK,
X PV IEAE Z BBk R
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Brambell’'s answer to the problem of price competition
across borders 7= JUR X B8 5 4 55 4 i) R B 512

... we recognise that the effect of some of our recommendations may be to
increase costs in certain sectors of the industry, at least in the initial stages. ... We
would, however, be concerned if the standards we have recommended for adoption
in this country had the result of encouraging imports produced overseas under
systems contrary to these. ... we therefore recommend that the Government take
such steps as may be practicable to ensure that it does not happen.”

...... BATNRE,  =/DEYTIRE B BATH — S BT RE N 1 2 AT ML RS A T TR As ... H
s, AR BT SR XA B SRR R A HE 1) 45 SR S5l 8 i S0 2 7= Bk 117 i i s Ik S A,
AT EBHE, ... DR BTV BOBOR R B D) S m A7 (O d i, A DR AS = R ZE KRR DL






ORRAR 0
i
House of Commons Fus:

“The last ten years have seen a steady decline
in the scale and productivity of the English pig

industry and an increase in the pig meat
imported into the UK to satisfy consumer
demand. ... The industry blames the high cost
of the introduction of new welfare standards of
housing for pigs in 1999.”

" EAEEK, SEEFRE AN Rl R, O ELE BT AR SR I LA A2 S E R
b FHE 5719994 51 NRIHTHE A AE A AR HE T AR i,
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.. the humane treatment of anlmals is one of
the hallmarks of western civilisation, but ...
even in member states of the Council of
« Europe, the necessary standards are not always

aen Observed”... NIEHXS ¢ 3 W) = P U7 SCHH AR L
20—, .. AEERHERSNRARE, XthRE -
RABTHF HIBE, by,
- Parlamentary Assembly of the Cc;;r;c;lﬁg@f}\ %g%\e 1}?(6: ‘(: .

. ‘- T . e T o - O e s | T # Bsalr 1 F = e T _ﬂ.P-
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Key principle of farm animal welfare for Europe

BRI AR 3 30 WnAa A i o< 82 J=
“Animals shall be housed and provided with food, water and care
in a manner which - having regard to their species and to their
degree of development, adaptation and domestication - is
appropriate to their physiological and ethological needs in
accordance with established experience and scientific knowledge”

European Convention for the Protection of Animals kept for Farming Purposes,
Council of Europe, 1976

o "NRECHEKNERMPIRAR, XWHAT AR, KNFHE, KX - %
BEYFERKRE, ENMIMLER - EGHAEEMMTARTR, "

GRS SIYLL)", RWIFE, BWERS, 1976%F
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Role of EU Rk KI1EH

EVU ratified the Conventionin 1988 Rk B F19884EHE T AL

Unlike the Council of Europe the EU (previously the EC and EEC) can issue legally
binding rules on animal welfare 5%HWZRATAE, KE (MBTMECNEEC) 7 LASIAT BA EEL R IKIZ)
WA HL

Based on a concern for trade: “disparities between existing national laws on the protection
of animals kept for farming purposes ... may give rise to unequal conditions of competition and
... may consequently have an indirect effect on the proper functioning of the common market”.
ETXHESHRE: “AREFKATRPFELRLKRPAIVERZEARER.... . TRESBEAPFERNT S EZM...... AT AT LR
W3 IE W B4R = A MW,

The first set of common requirements to ensure the welfare of pigs was put in place in 1991
(substantially revised in 2001) R REF B —BEAERT1991ELHE (2001F KIEEIT)

In 1999 the EEC adopted a protocol on animal welfare designed to “ensure improved protection
and respect for the welfare of animals as sentient beings” - so animal welfare is now written
into the EU constitution 19994, MMAETHRAKEL T —IsEM L ES, R HREFMRFNEERE
YERAEFIRIAER" - Bk, SMEANIES ABREEE
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Current EU minimum standards for pigs

= RUBER BB XTIEE TR R AFAR

« Minimum space requirements for different categories of pigs
ARFEFIERRNZEER

« Requirement for pregnant sows to be loose housed {FZ2B%EETEIR
RSFIAR

« Provision of material to enable investigation and manipulation
Rt EEREMLE

« Light with an intensity of at least 40 lux for a minimum period of
eight hours per day - #%EBSEEZELNH40 lux , SRR

« Ban on routine tail-docking of piglets X \HFIEERE






I'Y OF COPENHAGEN 30/10/2018 20

National differences Ex=5

« Significant differences in how different EU countries implement
the rules RAERBEIRWUALHEXLHMUEFEEXRER
« Different interpretations of what it takes to provide material to enable
investigation and manipulation #{TEEFILIEFEIZIEHEBE
ARRIGERE
« Very different interpretations of the ban on routine tail docking of
piglets (many countries dock more than 90% of pigs’ tails) XJ{F¥&{l
T ERNESHRSAFNFERE (FSERIEII0%RIREIERE )
 EU-requirements are minimum requirements EXS2EK 2= {RiTH
* So countries are allowed to go further, as some countries do El

it , IEMN—EERFAYEBHE | RITFSEIREEFRERRE
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Slow-down in EU initiatives to improve legislation

JRZ IR AR R R

Since 2000 no major legal initiatives from the EU H20005 DIk, MEKBRE
HRHERER
A number of possible reasons for this: HR LA REH R A:

« Expansion of EU into countries where there is less focus on animal welfare M\
WK B R B AP LA K RVE S WIAE A ) E 2K

« Other priorities - economic crises HfBREEH - 2FBHL

Growing popular scepticism about the role of EU &8 %5 i A\ X Rk B3 1E F i) 5 58

 Increasing competition from animal production outside the EU Rk 3 DL 4 HI13)
YA 7= 7 S I

As a consequence a growing focus on market-driven initiatives Fjt, A

TR SR AT 3 = 1F B 26 46
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Increasing international trade - increasing price competition

= bR 3 5 840 - #3553 hn

40 Per cent
35 -
Per cent of various 30 -
food commodities
traded across 25
borders.
HRE RS S 20
HArltt,
15
10 peecosn T Vieal, ol
L~ ==
5 T eo--
------------------ Pork J& Al
0
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Basic animal welfare - a win win £2&Kz1ER) - X

* Up to a certain point there is no conflict between promoting animal
welfare and promoting the interests of producers =¥ —ri &, Ri#zh¥1E
FFR kA 7= 38 ) 28 2 TR A 1 3R

* For example, attempts to eliminate some painful animal diseases both
help animals and are good for productivity %, =RH% —SRERSHIWE
WELE B T30, XAEBMTREE™N

« Also increased welfare may go hand in hand with increased food
quality and thereby be good for the business as a whole &% 3% hntH 7] g8
SR\ mREF VAR, ANy #4a4aH 7



Beyond basic animal welfare - potential conflicts
BB BIWAER - TR FR

* As we have defined basic animal welfare there is no conflict between
this and what is good for the industry, consumers and the economy
HTRINCEME T EARSIWER, Fik, X7k, HRERENLFERRFDNE ZHEAE HR

« Of course, there may be individual farmers/producers who have a short
term issue %R, WREHANFIR Ry 7= HH R A &

« However - going beyond basic animal welfare gives rise to extra costs
SRT - R A B WIAR R 7= A ST I B A

 This is the cause of controversies and conflicts — at national and
international level ZEXANEREE, X2 45K R H

 The big issue is the “necessity” defined by the lowest common

denominator set by standards of (international) trade & xi @RS (HkF)
HOWERER, RIKIEERHERTE X" BB
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TENSION: “Avoidable” versus “necessary”
g_&jj: um‘i@%" VS "L\Z\g"
 Many welfare problems in modern animal production are avoidable if only there
is the willingness to pay an extra cost for the final product
MREEPREFRIZGEMINER , MAYE~PRHFSERNIREE T LE R
« Still, many of these welfare problems deemed necessary and are therefore
permitted by law due to the way the economy works
REML , HFEFSENAR , XEENRTRADREEN , BREEFRRF
 Viewed in that light, a lot of what happens in modern animal production may
appear to be meaningless cruelty
NN RERE M ET PR ENRS FEIREEXTENNERITH

« Dealing with this tension is to a large degree left to the individual consumer
REXMHZREEAERARELBETNIANEES

« However, also a growing focus from commercial players in terms of CSR
#A , AlkS S E BREKECSR
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The start of market driven animal welfare
T 3% W3 sh P48 R 45

« Labels on eggs, dairy products and meat, describing welfare
provisions that go beyond the legally required minimum, began
to surface in the 1980s 20tH4280FEXFHAHINRTFIBE. ZFI R
RARE | XEREEIR T B R ZEERPRREFISEE

* Since then there has been vast growth in the market share of
such products across the Western world

MBBRTER , XL mIER) S R AIHIAHEIMAIREIEIS
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The idea of market driven animal welfare
T 3% WX 3 i) Bl 04 Al 1 A8 vk

e The basic idea of market driven animal welfare is that animal welfare
is made a selling point through a label or a brand 7737 3K zh 1130 %148 5 i £
ZA B R BRSO BRI IR RIE N

* A linked idea is that farmers are given an economic incentive to
produce according to welfare standards beyond those legally required
— either in the form of an economic premium, or by being given access

to a specific market — MHCKEER, RRBEWR TELEEE), 7 OURHEE HEE
ERMBEAREETE - TRRUEFRENMNER, EREITHENRETH

« Sometimes control or certification schemes are also put in place

A Bt & S % 6 BRI TR TR
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Distinctions in market driven welfare

T W h AR A ) X 5

1. Animal welfare only or primary selling point or part of a wider

quality label ZIYEHNEMNEHER, REEER, BE ZHER
EH— &R



FREE RANGE H TR
BRITISH PORK CHOPS 3 [EljEHE
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Distinctions in market driven welfare

T AR A Y X 5

1. Animal welfare only or primary selling point or part of a wider

quality labelZI B RNERER, REEER, BE] ZRER
EH— &R

2. Choice among products in same store or part of store policy

7E IR — 7 JE BRER 20 Bl O P B d Z R AT I



The Jolly Hog## R B 25 15 1t

JOLL
HG

THREE BROTHERS NO PORKIES!
JOLLY GOOD

RSPCAAIE _ BACON

BLACK TREACLE

SMIOKED

BRITISH DRY CURE
BACK BACON RASHERS

ASSURED

RSPCA: Je[H i1 EFFsh b2




Corporate

ABOUT SCALE FOR GOOD INVESTORS FRANCHISING NEWSROOM Qs

Working with suppliers to protect

Animal Health and Welfare

SR S1E, AR S AR

We have a responsibility to care for the millions of animals in nur supply
chain. For more than a guarter of a century, we've worked with experts to
enforce standards that protect and improve the health and welfare of
animals.

FAA SRR BE R BE TP A T 7 Rah¥, il DY p - 1ihas,
P LR EAEPATARAE,  DLERIAI 5 sh 470 i REAIAEA,
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Distinctions in market driven welfare

T 5 IR SR F K X )

1. Animal welfare only or primary selling point or part of a wider

quality labelZi BRI RNERLZ A, RFEEEL, BE ZREMR
T —H 5

2. Choice among products in same store or part of store policy 7&
[ — e o BB 0 TRl s F B i 2 TR BEAT 3 %
3. Different definitions of animal welfare F¥4EF] K] € XA FH
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Distinctions in market driven welfare
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. Animal welfare only or primary selling point or part of a wider

quality labelZ/ HERARNA W R, REELK, RE] ZREWR
ZH— &5

2. Choice among products in same store or part of store policy 7&

5] — 7 ) BSR40 B S B 2 Bl AT IR R
3. Different definitions of animal welfare Zh¥14& £ ¥ € XA 6]
4. Different levels of animal welfare A EREE K145 H]

36
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Consumers are not just consumers
HEENMUNRE R E

Three consumer segments =4 #& Bk
1. Do not care about animal welfare A& 048 F]

2. Animal welfare is very important Z)¥#EF|IEH EE

3. Animal welfare is important- but ... ("worth the money”) + ... F¥EF|R
BEE - fH.... CHEFE") + ...

Three categories of products =572},
1. Standard tF/f

2. Premium (organic/free-range) 52 (FHL/B HEBER)
3. Medium products'(improved indoor conditions) + ... &= (XBEEAEML) + ......
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Det er sidste gruppe af forbrugere der er interessant her. Dem der køber økologi er en lille skare der ikke kan udvides meget. 

Det er mellemprodukterne hvor der er  plads til mere dyrevelfærd.


000000000000

Bedre D\/revelfaerd

S (SR A

Bedre D\/revelfard Bedre D\/revelferd Bedre D\/revelfard

AAYRYSARAAVAA AL
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Market shares for products with additional welfare in DK

A= R BSMER = i T34 8

_ Organic Non-organic, "welfare products”
T, BRI

Average 13 8% -

Pork %A 3% Premium (Free-range) 3% =2t (HHBER) 3%
Medium 12% H1%%12%

Sliced meat ;4% ?

Beef £ 7% Premium (Free-range) 3-4%? =2 (HHIKFE) 3-4%

Poultry meat 8 4% ?

Eggs ¥5%& ~ Barn 44 % Y141 44 %

Premium (Free-range) 6 % =2k (HHKIFE) 6%
Milk 5473 31% ?


演示者
演示文稿备注
Æg er beregnet i kg. Markedsandel i kroner for økologi er 27%.
Mælk er en succes – dels pga. lav merpris, det handler om naturlighed køer på græs, græsmælk er sundere
Æg er en succes – enkelt budskab – ikke så mange forstyrrende egenskaber som ved kød at skulle forholde sig til – stort set hjemmemarkedsproduktion
Udfordringen er kød hvor der er et marked der kan og bør udforskes
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Distinctions in market driven welfare
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[l — Pei 6 B BB 20 Tl 5 P B 7 i Z TRD AT i

. Different definitions of animal welfare ZIY#EF K E XA E
4. Different levels of animal welfare A~ FEEE Kz ¥+5H)
. Different degrees of public and other third party certification

and auditing FRBREN AT, HME= I RSt

41
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Market driven welfare only helps some of the animals - what

about the rest? W7 FIEF] R G5B — 314 - BB K WBHE?

« Who will look after the animals used for non-labelled products? #E>k [ i
A P ToRREE T i KB 0?
« Different possible answers: TR IZ& %!
* There can still be animal welfare legislation in place ensuring a “decent
minimum” {5287 U] E S AR RIS, R BRAKRR A
 There can be a trickle-down effect so that today’s premium standard
will be tomorrow’s legally required minimum T 88 FEBRH UL, B S K
R T R R R B RIS AR EE SR B A A
* A similar effect by widening CSR-standards i&i33 K CSRFR# =4 2RI BUR
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Examples of “trickle-down” of animal welfare standards
B IREF bR 1B W B T

- Eggs: 158
« Alternatives to battery eggs sold in Europe since 1980’ s
B20ttE80FN LARIERERMIHE R BFIBEEN M
« In 2012 EU banned traditional battery cages 20124 , ERBE21HEAERNEFRIBE
« Through pressure from NGOs, an increasing number of retailers and
other food providers go “cage free” EZIEHRFARMES , HRBSHSESNEMER
HRIRRA “FTE"

 Pork: &R

Various " free-range” pork products have been sold for decades &# "Bl
B BRAFmOSHEHTE

« Since 2010 there has been an EU ban of crated pregnant sows g2010&L15% ,
BREAEE IR B3R =

» Increasing NGO pressure on food providers to stop crating farrowing and
lactating sows gNIEBFARYQRLBRTIOES , UABELES 18500 2L B E R
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Four types of food quality (following Brunsg et al. 2005)
U A AR (Brunse® A, 2005)

1. Product oriented food quality /=% S F K& W H =
2. Process oriented food quality TR ZEKEMEE
3. Quality control [R=i=H#l

4. User-oriented quality ULFH P AR R K E

—

Animal welfare clearly belongs to 2. However, there may be
connections to the three other points

HUEAMERBTH2R, HRTRERM=KHFMHEX
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Limits to how far market based initiatives can get

373 R ORI BR | R R

« De-Animalisation =51¥4k

o Context (consumer/citizen) B8 (HEE/AR)
 Willingness to pay & E
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Do you think of pig welfare when you buy the following products?
WEL R = miE, BREEBEKER?

Pork roast &3EA 9

Minced meat JERI5E 21 25 29 13 8 4
Cold sliced pork /SH3EHA 26 30 25 8 5 6
Ready made dishes Il g3 23 23 15 5 3 32
% N=2529

Fresh pork: 1 of 5 thinks alot - 1of 5 does not think ...
BEEN: 1/5\RR% -1/5MNA......
Fewer think of animal welfare in more processed food ¥ % A % [Ein T & &+ Kz ¥HEF]
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Imagine that all pork becomes more expensive because sows

must be loose. How would you react?
AE—TREAELAE R, IARNERTRREER, REEAH?

10 % price
premium 2% 23% 67% 5% 3%

10 % HIREM
50 % price
premium 21% 53% 19% 1% 6%
50 % H &

N=348

72 % say they will pay 10% more - only 20% say they will pay 50% more
72%H)ZVGERSIEANL0% U LRI - RAF20% K2 ERSMUATIEEZ50%


演示者
演示文稿备注
Så prisen er vigtig!


Premium levels are much more expensive &% KFE #

 Whole fresh chicken %y (e 1Bk 223)

e Organic vs standard &l 55 (price increase factor 3)
 Minced pork #5R U AR e )

e Organic vs. Standard il 57 (price increase factor 3)
 Minced beef w4p AR TE )

* Organic vs. Standard # b5 (price increase factor 2)

There seems to be room for medium levels of animal welfare
H &K RIS AE R L TR T 2 (A

1as
50
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Willingness of Europeans to pay more for animal welfare-friendly products

BRI B RCA SR A= i A % %Hﬂ

10 20 30 40
o pTo semore N
R, BRGEAT5% UP TO 5% MORE
R, TR r6-10% 6% TO 10% MORE
YES, YOU WOULD BE READY TO PAY ] 5
R, BERENT11-20% 11% TO 20% MORE
YES, YOU WOULD BE READY TO PAY ] 3
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Ways forward for increasing market driven animal welfare
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1. Focus on products where animal welfare is part of a wider quality label - people
care more about other qualities & THREHYEFIER BT LRER R - AMMIER
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2. CSR driven initiatives will give a wider uptake CSRIEF BB E | Z K R

3. Focus on positive stories in combination with underlying quality assurance
scheme  HFETEEFHRERIETRIHESEIERRE

4. There is room for at least two levels of welfare pork above the basic level
BEEABAKFE L, 2T UFERFA R EF K#E R

5. To ensure consumer trust in the products it is important that claims made
about animal welfare are not exposed as inflated or unsubstantiated
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Plan 1%

1.

The Brambell Committee and the origin of the idea of animal welfare
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. First phase in the development: National animal welfare legislation
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. Second phase in the development: Animal welfare standards and rules

defined at European level 3£ R BX: BRI F3h 4048 ) F5 A0 5 0]

. Third phase in the development: Market-driven animal welfare
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. The effect of animal welfare on consumer perceptions of pork quality
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Conclusion &8

Concern about farm animal welfare in Europe did not originate as a concern
about product quality EXifi3I RiBaIEFIRIXFHIEREF = RESRHXT

It was a concern about the quality of life of farm animals prior to becoming
animal products AfilXiF=RERNINETRS

Animal welfare legislation has been set up in Europe, leading to significant
improvements of pig welfare EXiMSZIZZIMEFIEMR . NTIREET RIS

However, there is a limit to how far legislation can go (B , iiZ&EZmEEIRAY

A promising avenue for progress is market driven animal welfare HizIEzEhAYEN1IE
FIRBERI=

This will only cover a part of the production XR&IEERSE

A virtuous circle may pave the way for stricter legislation leading to higher
welfare standards, ... REBIRTTAETCENZE  BUESHEFIGEHTES, .
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Thanks are due to #fij:

 Henning Otte Hansen

e Clare Palmer
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