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Date    :  23 December 2020 

Views sought from :  Membership 

Contact  :  Penny Middleton 

Direct dial  :  0131 472 4021 

E-mail address :  penny.middleton@nfus.org.uk 

 

CONSULTATION ON IMPROVEMENTS TO ANIMAL WELFARE IN 

TRANSPORT 

DEADLINE FOR COMMENTS: 18 JANUARY 2021 

The UK Government made a manifesto pledge to end excessively long journeys for 

slaughter and fattening.  With the UK leaving the EU they are looking to deliver on 

this pledge and explore options to better protect animal welfare during transport.  The 

Government previously carried out a call for evidence in 2018 and commissioned a 

report from the Farm Animal Welfare Committee (FAWC) on the welfare of animals 

during transport, giving them the confidence to present their proposals over a 

shortened time frame for consultation. 

Scottish Government have also released a consultation looking at the 

recommendations within the FAWC report and how Scotland might be able to 

respond to those recommendations.  The Scottish Government consultation is less 

detailed than the UK Government paper, looking at gathering data, rather than 

presenting proposals as the UK paper does. 

Animal Welfare during Transport is a devolved issue so whilst the proposals set out 

in the UK Government consultation will only apply in England and Wales, they will 

affect any journey crossing the border into England and Wales, requiring those 

journeys to comply with the English rules for journey length and transport conditions.   

Not only that but there will be a certain amount of pressure on the two governments 

to try and align their legislation, so it is important to look at the two proposals side by 

side and consider the possible impact of both possible sets of proposals on 

businesses in Scotland.  
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Please note the questions being asked by each consultation can be found at the end 

of the document for you to provide feedback to help the NFUS respond on behalf of 

its members. We really appreciate you taking the time to answer as many of the 

questions as possible, along with providing information and examples of the types of 

journeys that you carry out and the impacts of the proposals on your business.   

Along with these questions you will also find links to the actual consultations and we 

would advise members that as well as responding to NFUS if you could also take the 

time to respond as an individual it will help strengthen the response to the 

consultations. 

Finally, NFUS will also be running an online live event on 12 January at 7pm to 

discuss the potential impacts for these proposals and take feedback and evidence to 

help build NFUSs response. Please join the event using this link: 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84875992775  

 

TABLE SUMMARISING THE PROPOSALS IN EACH CONSULTATION 

England and Wales – will only impact 

on journeys crossing into England 

Scotland 

Except for poultry, no export of livestock 

for slaughter or fattening (slaughter 

within 6 months of the export) 

Journeys for export to slaughter could 

be permitted as an exception where 

permission is granted by APHA  

Reduce current journey times for all 

journeys (journey time includes loading 

and unloading) 

▪ Broiler chickens – 4 hours 
▪ Pigs – 18 Hours 
▪ Newly weaned pigs – 8 Hours 
▪ Horses – 12 Hours 
▪ Calves (up to 9 months) – 9 

Hours 
▪ Recently hatched chicks – 21 

hours (24 hours with consent 
from APHA) 

▪ Cattle – 21 hours (29 hours 
with consent from APHA) 

SG agrees the journey times proposed 

by FAWC should be considered for 

adoption - subject to full consideration 

of the evidence in the systematic review 

and other information that becomes 

available.   

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84875992775
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▪ Sheep – 21 Hours (48 hours 
with consent from APHA) 

▪ All other animals (until 
scientific evidence proves 
otherwise) – 21 Hours 

 

They agree the shortest possible 

journey time should apply in all 

circumstances, with a maximum journey 

time of 21 hours and a nine-hour 

journey limit placed on unweaned 

animals, (except pigs where 8 hours is 

recommended). 

The introduction of maximum journey 

times should be subject to scientific 

evidence and geographical constraints. 

They wish to consider how maximum 

journey times could apply to remote 

areas and the potential welfare benefits 

to those animals affected. 

 

 

The journey times for chicks, cattle, 

sheep, and other species can be 

extended with consent from APHA 

under certain circumstances and higher 

welfare conditions. One of the questions 

asks what sort of situations might 

warrant a longer journey time and what 

additional welfare conditions might be 

considered. 

 

 

These journey times are for complete 

journeys, with no option to unload and 

rest for 24 hours before continuing. 

Animals will not be allowed any further 

transport within 48 hours or in the case 

of cattle 7 days from the completion of a 

journey. 
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 FAWC proposes greater use of existing 

and new guidance and best practice on 

fitness for transport.  

Scottish Government agree well-

developed guidance and best practice 

guides can play an important role along 

with effective enforcement and suitable 

penalties 

Stricter controls on temperature and 

ventilation – Journeys will not be 

permitted when external temperatures 

fall out with the range of 5-30°C (5-25°C 

for poultry), unless the temperature 

within the vehicle can be regulated 

within that range for the duration of the 

journey.  This will apply to long and 

short journeys. 

 

SG recognize the importance of thermal 

conditions and ventilation for animal 

welfare during transport and are keen 

the reflect the latest scientific opinion. 

They agree future regulatory 

requirements could include a 

maximum/minimum temperature range, 

but it should be based on evidence and 

the ability of the vehicle to manage the 

temperature experienced by the 

animals. 

 

Looking at ‘allometric’ systems for 

space allowance, recognizing that 

animals do not increase in volume at 

the same rate as they increase in 

weight – 10 animals weighing 60kg do 

not take up the same space as 20 

animals weighing 30 kg despite the 

weight being the same. Taking account 

of types of animals and the journey. 

 

SG agree future proposals should adopt 

the FAWC recommendations for head 

room and agree with the principle of 

allometric stocking density, but believe 

more work is needed to determine how 

it can be applied in practice. 

 

 

 

 

New headroom heights - Height above 

full standing head height: 

New headroom heights - Height above 

full standing head height: 

 

Dairy cattle 20cm 

Beef cattle 30cm 

Sheep 22cm 

Pigs 9cm 
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Other animals (Excluding poultry) 

20cm 

 

 

Dairy cattle 20cm 

Beef cattle 30cm 

Sheep 22cm 

Pigs 9cm 

Other animals (Excluding poultry) 

20cm 

 

Prohibit all journeys by sea during 

Beaufort Wind Force 6 or above, 

Transporters must submit contingency 

plans to be inspected by APHA, stating 

what actions will be taken in case of 

conditions of Beaufort Wind Force 6 or 

above. 

 

SG believe specific consideration 

should be given to the issues and 

challenges which apply to animals 

undertaking sea journeys. Animals 

should not be transported during severe 

weather but should take into account 

the design of the vessel and the need to 

transport animals as part of the normal 

pattern of seasonal movements.  

 

 They will consider reviewing the 

concept of neutral time taking account 

of the practical experience gained in 

operating the cassette systems in 

Scotland. 

No exceptions will be permitted for 

live export, but the proposals are 

prepared to consider arguments for 

exceptions being permitted under 

the transport regulations – We will 

need to consider what exceptions 

should be allowed. 

 

 

 FAWC recommend that all vehicles 

used to transport livestock should be 

inspected by vehicle approval bodies 

regardless of journey length.   
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SG want to take a proportionate and 

risk-based approach and consider what 

approach is needed.  They accept that 

quality of a journey is important and will 

consider if accelerometers should be 

considered as one aspect of vehicle 

specification. 

 

 FAWC believes anyone who owns or 

transports livestock, regardless of the 

distance, should have a transporter 

license and certificate of competence.   

SG want a proportionate and risk-based 

approach and it should be considered 

alongside earlier proposals relating to 

non-commercial transport 

 

 FAWC recommends further work 

looking at improvements for handling in 

markets and understanding more about 

the length of time animals spend in 

markets.  

SG propose to develop an improved 

evidence base and best practice, 

including potentially setting a maximum 

time an animal can spend at a market to 

fit in with the regulations on maximum 

journey times and rest periods. 
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 FAWC believe all animals, commercial, 

non- commercial and companion should 

come under the same full legislation (so 

would include currently exempt journeys 

such as own transport less than 65km)   

SG want a proportionate and risk-based 

approach so consider non-statutory 

regulation and guidance might be more 

appropriate. 

 

 SG want to explore how they could 

better align driver hours and journey 

times and rest periods.  Further 

evidence gathering, and research is 

required. 

 

 SG will look at processes to allow that 

routine feedback from journeys. 

 

 SG plan to review the existing liaison 

arrangements between enforcement 

agencies to see if they can be 

improved.  They will look at penalties, 

potentially including use of fixed 

penalties. 

 

 SG agree that future regulatory 

requirements should include what sort 

of assurances are required for the post-

export protection of the animals. 
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LIVE ANIMAL EXPORTS 

UK Proposal 

1. The UK consultation seeks views on a proposal to end the export of livestock and 

horses, with the exception of poultry, from England and Wales for slaughter or 

fattening. Fattening in this proposal is defined as exports where the animal is to 

be slaughtered within 6 months of arrival. The proposal would not apply to poultry 

but would apply to all other livestock and horses being exported from England and 

Wales irrespective of where they originated.  

2. The live export of animals for breeding will be allowed to continue to meet the 

requirement for improved genetic capabilities.  It is considered that these journeys 

are more justifiable, usually taking place under better conditions with procedures 

in place to ensure the welfare of the animals is prioritised during transport. 

3. The live export of poultry is to be allowed to continue.  Significant numbers of day-

old chicks are exported for production with no major welfare problems identified.  

The systematic review found that journeys of up to 24 hours could be appropriate 

for day old chicks thanks to the reserves in the yolk sac. 

4. For the proposals looking at journey times and conditions the UK Government is 

considering allowing individual exceptions where APHA have given permission.  

They are not however, considering any exemptions to the proposed export rules. 

Scottish Government Consultation 

5. The Scottish Government consultation is less clear on the question of live export.  

The FAWC report recommends that animals should only be transported animals 

when absolutely necessary and by the most welfare friendly route should be 

chosen.  They recommend that transporters intending to export animals to be 

slaughtered or further fattening in a different country should only do so under 

written consent from APHA, indicating why alternative arrangements have not 

been made. 
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6. Scottish Government believe this to be a strong foundation for future reforms, 

preferring to see the long-distance transport of meat rather than animals.  They do 

not say that they will be looking to ban live exports, but they will be looking at 

what options could be put in place to help deliver on this recommendation. 

JOURNEY TIMES 

UK Proposal 

7. One of the concerns relating to journey time that was raised in the FAWC report 

was the ability for journeys to effectively be continuous, if animals are rested for 

24 hours they can re-loaded and a new journey started allowing for excessively 

long journeys to take place. To help counter this they intend to require a minimum 

rest period of 48 hours, or in the case of cattle 7 days, before further transport can 

occur. 

8. The UK consultation proposes to adopt the revised journey times put forward in 

the FAWC report, although those times proposed in the FAWC report were 

intended as journey times on the road, not including loading and unloading.  In the 

proposal from Defra that have taken the proposed timings but include loading and 

unloading within those time limits. 

9. In the case of journey time, they do consider making exemptions available 

allowing slightly longer journeys to take place under the written permission of 

APHA, where there are good reasons for the journey time exemption and animal 

welfare can be adequately maintained. 

10. Proposed journey limits: 

Broiler chickens –    4 hours 

Pigs –     18 hours 

Newly weaned pigs –   8 hours 

Horses –     12 hours 

Calves (up to 9 months) –   9 hours 

Recently hatched chicks –   21 hours (24 hours with consent from 

APHA) 

Cattle –     21 hours (29 hours with consent from 

APHA) 

Sheep –     21 Hours (48 hours with consent from 

APHA) 

All other animals (until scientific evidence proves otherwise) – 21 hours 
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11. It will be important to understand the types of journeys necessarily undertaken for 

each species category and how they might be impacted by these changes.  This 

could apply to journeys that take place in part within England so it is important to 

separate these out from Scotland only journeys, although it would be useful to 

have a picture of how such proposals could affect Scottish journeys to highlight 

the differences in Scotland should equivalence in rules be sought. 

12. Currently reading this proposal it would seem spent laying hens should fall under 

the ‘all other animals’ category but with proposals to limit broiler chickens to 4 

hours, we need robust evidence to ensure that the ‘until scientific evidence proves 

otherwise’ clause does not batch them in with broiler hens. 

13. Also please note that calves, limited up to 9 hours defines calves as under 9 

months, taking in quite mature and robust beasts. 

Scottish Government Consultation 

14. Scottish Government believe that all other things being equal animals should only 

be transported when necessary, journey times should be minimised, slaughter 

should take place at the nearest abattoir and the most welfare considerate route 

taken. However, they recognise that future reform needs to take into account 

recognition of the particular geographical restraints that apply in remote areas, for 

example the Scottish islands, where innovative solutions have been found to 

transport animals long distances without welfare issues. 

15. Scottish Government believe setting out clear maximum journey times for each 

species is a core protection with welfare at transport regulation.  Maximum 

journey times should reflect latest scientific evidence and take account of whether 

the animal is young, juvenile, adult or end of life, something not included in the 

FAWC recommendations for journey times. 

16. The shortest journey time should be applied with written permission required for 

journeys over 21 hours.  A nine-hour journey limit should be in place for all 

unweaned animals, except newly weaned pigs where 8 hours should be the 

maximum. This is all subject to considering scientific evidence and particular 

geographical constraints. 
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17. Scottish Government also takes note of FAWC’s recommendation on reviewing 

abattoir location and their proximity to animal populations. They will consider how 

government policy and retailers can better enable regional supply chains and 

support essential infra structure. 

18.  This approach is less focussed on automatically adopting the FAWC 

recommendations on journey times and recognises that producers in Scotland 

may struggle to comply with some of the timings proposed.  It will however be 

important to provide strong evidence for the need for flexibility, highlighting the 

types of journeys needed in Scotland and how they can take place safely without 

detriment to animal welfare.  

Thermal conditions and ventilation 

19. Current regulations specify that ventilation on a vehicle must be able to maintain a 

temperature of between 5°C and 30°C on long journeys.  It does not prevent 

animals from being transported when the external temperature is close to, or 

outside, this range. There is no requirement for short journeys to have ventilation 

or temperature control equipment installed so there are no thermal requirements.  

FAWC recommend more research to determine the acceptable temperature 

ranges for the different species. 

20. The UK consultation proposes that no livestock journeys, long or short, should 

take place if the forecast external temperature is outside of the range 5-30°C 

unless the vehicle is able to regulate the internal temperature within the 5-30°C 

temperature range for the duration of the journey by means of a thermo-regulation 

system.  

21. For vulnerable groups of animals they propose that a more limited temperature 

range should apply. In the case of poultry, no poultry journeys should take place if 

the external temperature is forecast outside of 5-25°C, unless the vehicle is 

capable of thermo regulation to maintain the temperature within this range. 

Scottish Government consultation 

22. In response to the FAWC report Scottish Government recognises that thermal 

conditions and ventilation are key aspects of welfare during animal transport.  

They are keen that requirements reflect the latest evidence and the need for 

guidance on temperatures and ventilation.  
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23. Future regulatory requirements may involve setting a maximum and minimum 

temperature for permissible journeys.  New limits should be based on science and 

evidence and consider the ability of the vehicle to manage the temperature 

experienced by the animals being transported. 

SPACE ALLOWANCES 

UK Consultation 

24. Space allowances are specified in the current regulations and are important for 

animal welfare during transport. FAWC. The FAWC report recommends that 

space allowances are calculated using an allometric system that relates to size 

and body weight using specific equations for cattle and sheep.   

25. The values to be used in the formula would need to be tailored to the type of 

animal, for instance a different factor used for shorn vs unshorn sheep and the 

type of journey e.g. long vs short 

26. Defra want to work with industry to understand its views on this approach and 

how it might be implemented in practical terms. 

Scottish Government Consultation 

27. Scottish Government recognise that stocking density is a key aspect of animal 

welfare during transport.  Allometric system could be one way of calculating 

stocking density, but more work is needed to explore ho the approach could be 

applied in practice. 

HEADROOM ALLOWANCES 

UK Consultation 

28. Current regulations state that ‘sufficient space shall be provided inside the 

animals compartment and at each of its levels, to ensure that there is adequate 

ventilation above the animals when they are in a naturally standing position’.  

Government recognises the welfare concerns within the FAC report and agrees 

that allowances should be developed in a manner that takes into account species 

specific requirements. 

29. They propose to implement the headroom heights suggested by FAWC: 
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Dairy Cattle  20cm 

Beef Cattle 30cm 

Sheep  22cm 

Pigs  9cm 

All other animals (excluding poultry)  20cm 

Scottish Government Consultation 

30. Scottish Government recognise the importance of headroom and are keen that 

their requirements reflect the latest evidence and expert understanding.  They 

agree that their proposals should include FAWC’s species specific headroom 

allowances: 

Dairy Cattle  20cm 

Beef Cattle 30cm 

Sheep  22cm 

Pigs  9cm 

All other animals (excluding poultry)  20cm 

SEA TRANSPORT 

UK Consultation 

31. According the FAWC and the UK government all forms of transport have the 

potential to adversely affect an animal’s welfare, but according to FAWC this is 

particularly the case for sea transport.  FAWC also highlight that in conditions 

over 6 on the Beaufort Wind Force Scale motion sickness can occur in cattle and 

sheep. 

32. The government is proposing that live animal journeys should no longer be 

allowed to take place by sea during Beaufort Wind Force of 6 or above.  Any 

journey involving sea transport should have to submit contingency plans, 

inspected by APHA, ahead of the journey, stating what actions will occur should 

the journey be unable to continue due to wind conditions. 

Scottish Government proposal 
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33. In addition to their recommendations on not transporting by sea in conditions over 

6 and above on the Beaufort Wind Scale, FAWC also recommends that the 

concept of ‘neutral time’ on ferries should be reviewed.  Although animals may 

have access to food, water, temperature control, bedding and attention they still 

experience the motion of the boat and the time spent on the boat should count as 

travel time. 

34. Scottish Government recognise that specific consideration should be given to the 

challenges that apply to animals undergoing sea journeys, especially in the event 

of poor weather.  It is however important to take into account of the type of vessel 

involved and to recognise the importance of moving animals from islands as part 

of the normal seasonal pattern of movements that take place to benefit their 

welfare. 

35. Given the changeable nature of the sea and weather conditions, those wishing to 

move animals by sea should have effective contingency plans in place for their 

animals in case of delays. Those plans should include contingency venues and 

premises approved by the relevant authority. 

36. Scottish Government will review the concept of neutral time on ferries for animals 

unloaded in conditions equivalent to farm conditions.  They will look at the 

systems and take into account the practical experience gained in operating the 

cassette system in Scotland over many years and any relevant future research. 

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION OF FAWC RECOMMENDATIONS 

FROM SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT ONLY 

Future research 

37. Scottish Government agrees that more research is required on livestock transport 

and evidence and research findings should be shared where possible to help 

build the knowledge base and inform sound policy making. 

Fitness for Transport 
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38. It is the view of Scottish Government that owners and transporters of live animals 

should be supported to understand fully how to provide high standards of 

transport and how to fully comply with requirements. Best practice guides can 

play an important role, and they should be applied and promoted by industry and 

government.   

39. The current definition of fitness for transport could be reviewed with the aim of 

producing an improved and more specific set of guidance and best practice. 

Horses 

40. Current regulations on livestock transport do not apply to registered horses.  

Scottish Government accept the FAWC recommendation that all horses should be 

covered under the same legislation. 

Means of transport 

41. FAWC recommend that all vehicles carrying livestock poultry and horses should 

be subject to inspection.  Currently only vehicles involved in long commercial 

journeys of over 8 hours need to be registered.  All vehicles should also be fitted 

with accelerometers to record acceleration, braking, cornering and rough roads on 

journeys.  These devices should be submitted to the Local Authority or APHA on 

request for instance to investigate incidence of injury and bruising on animals 

arriving at an abattoir. 

42. Scottish Government believe a proportionate and risk-based approach should be 

taken to the application of statutory regulation of vehicles.  This could include 

considering to what extent different requirements should apply to commercial 

journeys and other journeys.  Any change proposed would require a suitable 

transition period. 

43. They could consider the use of accelerometers as part of vehicle specifications 

along with GPS tracking devices, currently only needed on journeys over 12 

hours. The fitting of such devices, either to new vehicles or retro fitting, should be 

covered as part of the risk-based and proportionate considerations of statutory 

regulation that should apply to vehicles transporting animals. 

Handling at markets 



16 

 

44. FAWC made recommendations for further work to be carried out to determine 

improvements that could be made at markets regarding, handling, loading and 

unloading.  They propose the introduction of animal welfare licences for markets 

that can be removed in the case of breaches of welfare. FAWC also recommends 

that further work is needed to identify effective ways to monitor and record journey 

times through the market, with a maximum time spent at markets determined. 

45. Scottish government supports an improved evidence base and best practice 

guidance for the handling of animals in markets.   This would include getting 

better understanding of the total time spent at market, including loading and 

unloading. They support a review of the existing requirements applying to animals 

at markets and the introduction of a maximum time limit spent at market.  Given 

that welfare in transport regulations set maximum journey times, with 

requirements for rest periods, consideration should be given to a maximum time 

for time spent at a market. 

Transport practices 

46. FAWC recommend that all journeys and animals should come under the full 

requirements of the regulation to allow all animals, livestock, horses and 

companion, the same level of protection whether they are being transported 

commercially or not.   

47. Scottish Government recognise that all animals of the same species should be 

afforded the same level of minimum protection regardless of the purpose of the 

journey and at the same time statutory regulation should be applied in a 

proportionate and risk-based way.  Non-statutory regulation or guidance may be 

suitable in some instances and it should be tailored in a risk-based way. 

48. Scottish Government will consider where the boundaries of statutory regulation 

and consider how a risk-based approach can be taken in relation to authorisations 

and Certificates of Competence. 

Journey times, rest periods and driver hours 

49. Mid-journey rest periods should be more aligned with driver hours.  This could 

improve the quality of driving allowing the driver suitable rest periods, further 

research is needed on the optimum rest periods for both driver and animals. 
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50. It is the view of Scottish Government that mid-journey breaks may be a key 

component for high welfare during transport.  In principle this should be 

considered relating to driver rest periods, so transport is as coherent and mutually 

aligned as possible.  They intend to explore how this might be achieved. 

Licensing requirements for transporters 

51. FAWC recommends that the 65km exemption that currently exists within the 

regulation is removed, requiring everyone who owns or transports livestock to 

have a transporter authorisation and Certificate of Competence (CoC) 

52. Scottish Government agree that in principle animals should be provided with the 

same safeguards and protection during the shortest journeys as thy are for other 

journeys. At the same time, they consider a proportionate and risk-based 

approach is needed, including considering where the limits of statutory regulation 

lie. 

Feedback on welfare risks and enforcement 

53. It is the view of Scottish Government that there should be greater feedback and 

constructive dialogue between transporters and APHA relating to issues occurring 

during transport.  This feedback can inform the identification and development of 

mitigations, solutions and best practice.  It can also help identify compliance 

issues and support effective enforcement. 

54. It is the view of Scottish Government that together with greater provision of 

guidance to support compliance and best practice, effective enforcement is key to 

identifying and addressing concerns around welfare at transport and incentivising 

compliance. Local Authorities and other enforcement agencies, such as APHA, 

each have important roles and it is vital that they work together collaboratively. 

55. Currently a person failing to comply with the Welfare of Animals (Transport) 

(Scotland) Regulations 2006 may face penalties of up to 3 months imprisonment 

or/and a fine of up to level 5 on the standard scale. Scottish Government will 

consider the introduction of fixed penalty notices for animal transport and welfare 

offences. 

Welfare at destination 
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56. Future regulatory requirements should include what approvals should be required 

for export journeys to ensure post-export protections apply to livestock after they 

have been exported abroad. No animal should be exported to a destination where 

the welfare conditions would be unacceptable in the UK. 

UK CONSULTATION QUESTIONS 

Please send your comments and responses to penny.middleton@nfus.org.uk 

Q1: Do you agree that livestock and horse export journeys for slaughter and fattening 

are unnecessary? Please explain your views.  

 

Q2: Do you agree that in order to prohibit livestock and horse export journeys for 

fattening where the animal will be slaughtered soon after arrival, these export 

journeys where animals are slaughtered within 6 months of arrival should be 

prohibited? Please explain your views.  

 

Q3: Do you agree that the only exceptions to prohibiting live export journeys should 

be for poultry live exports, and animals going for breeding or production that will not 

be slaughtered within 6 months of arrival? Please explain your views.  

 

Q4: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation of no longer 

being able to export livestock or horses for slaughter or fattening? Please explain any 

impacts provided.  

 

Q5: What alternatives would your business or organisation explore if it was not able 

to export livestock or horses for slaughter or fattening? 

 

Q6: Do you agree with the proposed maximum journey times as outlined in Table 1? 

Please explain your views and highlight any potential regional impacts that your 

business or organisation might experience.  
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Q7: Do you see a need for any exceptions to the maximum journey times and, if so, 

why? Please provide evidence.  

 

Q8: In the case of such exceptions, what requirements should be put in place to 

ensure animal welfare is protected?  

 

Q9: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation due to new 

maximum journey times being implemented? Please explain any impacts provided.  

 

Q10: Including loading, unloading and stops, how long is your average journey for 

the livestock, poultry or horses that your business or organisation manage?  

 

Q11: Do you agree that a new journey should not start until a minimum of 48 hours 

have elapsed after the previous journey? Please explain your views.  

 

Q12: Do you agree that there should be a minimum 7-day rest period for cattle? 

Please explain your views. 

 

Q13: Do you agree that we should prohibit both short and long poultry journeys when 

the external temperature is outside of a temperature range of 5-25°C, unless the 

vehicle is able to regulate the internal temperature within this range for the duration 

of the journey by means of a thermo-regulation system, and that this temperature 

range should be 5-25°C? Please explain your views.  

 

Q14: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation of 

prohibiting both short and long poultry journeys when the external temperature range 

is outside of 5-25°C? Please explain any impacts provided.  
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Q15: Do you agree that we should prohibit both short and long livestock and horse 

journeys when the external temperature is outside of a temperature range of 5-30°C, 

unless the vehicle is able to regulate the internal temperature within this range for the 

duration of the journey by means of a thermo-regulation system, and that this 

temperature range should be 5-30°C? Please explain your views.  

 

Q16: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation of 

prohibiting both short and long livestock and horse journeys when the external 

temperature range is outside of 5-30°C? Please explain any impacts provided.  

 

Q17: Do you think that there are other species that should be considered as 

vulnerable and have a smaller external temperature range applied, outside of which 

journeys cannot take place? Please provide evidence.  

 

Q18: What proportion of your current transportation vehicles have the facility to 

regulate temperature and provide ventilation?  

 

Q19: For your vehicles which do not have the facility to regulate temperature and 

provide ventilation, what would be the cost of retrofitting to enable them to regulate 

temperature and provide ventilation? 

 

Q20: Are there any other steps that can be taken to ensure animal welfare can be 

maintained in extreme weather? Please provide evidence. 

 

Q21: Do you agree that we should use allometric principles as a basis for future 

space allowance calculations? Please explain your views.  

 

Q22: Do you think that reforms to space allowances based on allometric principles 

should apply to both short and long journeys? Please explain your views. 
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Q23: Do you agree with the proposed species-specific headroom requirements? 

Please explain your views.  

 

Q24: Do you think that the proposed species-specific headroom requirements should 

apply to both short and long journeys? Please explain your views.  

 

Q25: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation of the 

proposed headroom requirements for both short and long journeys? Please explain 

any impacts provided. 

 

Q26: Do you agree that we should prevent animals from being transported in rough 

weather at sea and that animals should not be transported during Beaufort Wind 

Force 6 or above? Please explain your views.  

 

Q27: What would be the financial impact to your business or organisation of 

prohibiting transport during Beaufort Wind Force of 6 or above? Please explain any 

impacts provided. 

 

Q28: Do you think that there should be any exceptions to the previously mentioned 

proposals alongside the specific exceptions already outlined, excluding the proposal 

to prohibit live exports for slaughter and fattening? Please provide evidence. 

 

Q29: What conditions should be met in order to ensure animal welfare is protected in 

the case of other exception 

 

Please respond to this consultation as an individual here: 

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/transforming-farm-animal-health-and-welfare-

team/improvements-to-animal-welfare-in-transport/ 

 

 

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/transforming-farm-animal-health-and-welfare-team/improvements-to-animal-welfare-in-transport/
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/transforming-farm-animal-health-and-welfare-team/improvements-to-animal-welfare-in-transport/
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SCOTTISH GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION QUESTIONS 

Q1: Do you agree with the FAWC recommendations for future research and the 

Scottish Government’s position and proposed course of action? Please provide any 

further relevant information. 

 

Q2: Do you agree that prior permission should be obtained from the relevant UK 

authority for some journeys exporting live animals and permission should only be 

granted if the reasons for not undertaking a shorter alternative journey are justified? 

Please provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q3: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on determining fitness for 

transport and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant 

information. 

 

Q4: Do you agree that there should be no distinction between registered and 

unregistered horses in future legislation on welfare during transport? Please provide 

any further relevant information. 

 

Q5: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on the means of transport 

and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q6: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on the maximum time an 

animal may spend at market and proposed course of action? Please provide any 

further relevant information. 

 

Q7: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on space allowances for 

animals in transport and proposed course of action? Please provide any further 

relevant information. 
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Q8: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on transport practices and 

proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q9: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on thermal conditions and 

ventilation for animals in transport and proposed course of action? Please provide 

any further relevant information. 

 

Q10: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on maximum journey 

length and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant 

information. 

 

Q11: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on mid-journey breaks 

and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q12: Do you agree with the recommendation that anyone who transports livestock, 

poultry or horses should require transporter authorisation and a Certificate of 

Competence, including if they only transport animals on short journeys? Please 

provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q13: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on transportation of 

animals by sea and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant 

information. 

 

Q14: Do you agree the Scottish Government should consider the proposed review on 

research into transportation by rail or air alongside other research priorities? Please 

provide any further relevant information. 

 

Q15: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on the collection and use 

of feedback to identify welfare risks in transport and proposed course of action? 

Please provide any further relevant information. 
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Q16: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on the enforcement of 

welfare of animals in transport and proposed course of action? Please provide any 

further relevant information. 

 

Q17: Do you agree with the Scottish Government’s position on post-export protection 

of animal welfare and proposed course of action? Please provide any further relevant 

information. 

 

Please respond to this consultation as an individual here: 

https://consult.gov.scot/agriculture-and-rural-economy/farm-animal-welfare-

committee-opinion-on-the-welfa/  

 

 

Please send your comments and responses to penny.middleton@nfus.org.uk 

COMMENTS NEEDED BY: 18 January 2021 

 

https://consult.gov.scot/agriculture-and-rural-economy/farm-animal-welfare-committee-opinion-on-the-welfa/
https://consult.gov.scot/agriculture-and-rural-economy/farm-animal-welfare-committee-opinion-on-the-welfa/

