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Background

Approach

Use  and 

Implementation

Future

Background

Public concern

Farmers

Food chains and markets

European Research Area

Consumer 

information

Public concern about animal welfare

Intensification Expectation

Awareness Concern

Background

Cows (milk)

Pigs (meat)

Hens (eggs)

(EU Commission Special Eurobarometer: Attitudes of 

consumers towards the welfare of farmed animals, 2005)

Public concern about animal welfare

Many public concerns get scientific support 

(c.f. EFSA opinions) 

Very good Fairly good Fairly bad Very bad Don’t know

Background

Consumers indicate lack of information 

on animal welfare

54% of respondents have difficulties 

finding proper information on the 

animal welfare standards applied in 

producing food

EU special barometer on attitudes of 

EU citizens (March 2007)

Background
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General public / Consumers

- Transparent and animal friendly production

- Product information/guarantees on animal welfare

Background

Farmers

- want to take good care of their animals

- recognise the link between good welfare and good 

economics

- objective system for welfare assessment in EU 

(worldwide)

- practical improvement strategies

Background

In quality food chains and markets, animal welfare is 

increasingly an important attribute of an overall conception of 

food quality

Food chains and markets

 Measuring          

 Accountability          

 Communication/marketing

Background

Commissioner Potocnik (May 2005):

Europe wants to sustain quality of life, its social standards, environmental 

standards and natural resources, in a global and increasingly competitive 

environment.

So we can only compete through 

knowledge and innovation

European Research Area (ERA)

Background

Public Funding for Research (Source : ERA Key Figures 2005, EC)
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Need for collaborative research
Background

Public Funding for Research (Source : ERA Key Figures 2005, EC)
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EU27

Need for collaborative research
Background
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European Research Area (ERA)

Improved coordination of national research activities

Development of a European research policy

Large collaborative projects

EU Framework Programme for 

Research and Technological Development (FP6)

Background

The Welfare Quality® project

Approach

Public concern

Farmers

Food chains and markets

European Research Area

Consumer 

information

Welfare Quality®

Approach

Approach

First discussions of what later became 

Welfare Quality® started in mid 2002

Approach

Main aims/deliverables:

 Standardised on-farm welfare assessment method

 Standardise animal welfare information method

 Practical strategies to improve animal welfare

 Integration of appropriate expertise in Europe

Approach

Integration of animal welfare in the food quality chain: 

from public concerns to improved welfare and 

transparent quality

Social sciences Animal sciences

Consumer concern and 

food choice related to 

animal welfare

Measuring and 

monitoring farm animal 

welfare

Welfare Quality®

Consortium

Combining essential scientific expertise

Approach
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 44 organisations

 17 countries

 approx. 250 scientists

The Welfare Quality® scientific network

 approx.18 MEURO 

(15 MEURO from EU) 

Approach

Management

Animal welfare

Measures

Resources

Farmer

Society

Product 

information

Trade

Assessment 

information

’Thinking model’
Until now mainly 

measures of design

floor type, feeding and 

drinking space, density

Approach

Management

Animal welfare

Measures

Resources

Farmer

Society

Product 

information

Trade

Assessment 

information

’Thinking model’

Welfare Quality:

Animal based indicators

Approach

Since animal welfare is a multi-dimensional concept 

measures should:

 cover different domains (nutrition, health, 

comfort, expression of behaviour,)

 address worries from all stakeholders

Welfare assessment measures

Following these principles Welfare Quality scientists 

defined 12 criteria (grouped under 4 principles)

Approach

G
ood 

housing

G
ood 

fe
edin

g

A
ppropriate 

behaviour
G

ood 

hea
lth

Expressing social 

behaviour

Good human-animal relationship

Expressing other 

behaviour

Thirst

Thermal

comfort
Comfort around resting

Ease of movement

No disease

Positive emotional state

Hunger

No injuries

No painful management 

procedures

Four principles and 12 criteria 

Absence of 

prolonged thirst

Absence of prolonged hunger

Approach

G
ood 

housing

G
ood 

fe
edin

g

A
ppropriate 

behaviour
G

ood 

hea
lth

Expressing social 

behaviour

Good human-animal relationship

Expressing other 

behaviour

Thirst

Thermal

comfort
Comfort around resting

Ease of movement

No disease

Positive emotional state

Hunger

No injuries

No painful management 

procedures

Absence of 

prolonged thirst

Absence of prolonged hunger

Body condition – scale according to breed, age etc

Photos: Brinkmann BOKU

Approach
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procedures

Photos: Butterworth and de Jong

Broiler feet 
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No painful management 

procedures

• Wounds

• Scratches

• Location

0 21

Photos: University of Newcastle

Ears
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procedures

Photos: 

Velarde 

Absence of prolonged hunger

Absence of 

prolonged thirst

• Reluctance to move

• Turning back                                               

Photos: 

Velarde 

Approach

Welfare principles, criteria and measures 

defined and described

Approach

’Thinking model’

Approach

Management

Animal welfare

Measures

Resources

Farmer

Society

Product 

information

Trade

Product information
Integration of parameters is necessary 

- Appealing and transparent (marketing)

- Science based

Approach
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30-50 412 1

Approach

4 categories of farms:

- Not classified

- Acceptable

- Enhanced

- Excellent

Management

Animal welfare

Measures

Resources

Farmer

Society

Product 

information

Trade

Assessment 

information

’Thinking model’

Approach

Practical strategies

 Minimising handling stress

 Genetic solutions to welfare 

problems

 Injurious behaviours (feather 

pecking, tail biting)

 Lameness in cattle and poultry

 Neonatal mortality in pigs

 Social stress

Approach

Information Resource

Management 

Assessment Results

The Welfare Quality® project

Use  and 

Implementation

• On-farm welfare management

• Labeling special products 

Use and implementation

Trends:   - No generic labelling for AW

- AW as integral part of total quality concept (’bundling’)

- AW linked to corporate image (and branding) 

Use and implementation
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• On-farm welfare management

• Labeling (special) products 

• Corporate image

Use and implementation

Corporate image

 

Use and implementation

• On-farm welfare management

• Labeling (special) products 

• Corporate Image

• Legislation

WQ assessment

• Integration in existing quality assurance 

systems/schemes

Ban bad designs and practices

Use and implementation

The Welfare Quality® project

Approach

Future

More research???

Yes, of course!

But, this can build on a firm Welfare Quality® basis:

- Widely accepted principles and criteria for animal welfare;

- A working system and process for on-farm welfare 

measuring and assessment;

- Insights into the European diversity of consumer and 

public attitudes;

- Insights into possible implementation and market 

strategies and farmer acceptance;

- Established scientific networking and collaboration

Future

Automated recording to:

- Save time

- Further improve accuracy

- More frequent (continuous) recording

- Increase large scale feasibility

Future

http://images.google.se/imgres?imgurl=http://www.fabrique.nl/visuals/portfolio/AHbordentotaal_0000_Layer%25204.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.fabrique.nl/index.asp%3Fid%3D233&h=274&w=415&sz=49&hl=sv&start=1&um=1&tbnid=_280sJ4cKHJ8sM:&tbnh=83&tbnw=125&prev=/images%3Fq%3DAlbert%2Bheijn%26svnum%3D10%26um%3D1%26hl%3Dsv%26rlz%3D1T4SUNA_svSE235SE235%26sa%3DN
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- Assessment protocols are ’living documents’

- Need upgrading on basis of new research and development

- Maintain support tools (e.g. algorithms, information resource)

- Ensuring solid acceptance among stakeholders

Future

’Maintenance’ The Welfare Quality® project ended 31/12 2009

Active involvement of other actors/stakeholders is essential 

to use, improve and implement the results

Future

www.animalwelfareplatform.eu

• Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences

• Royal Ahold

• Farm Animal Initiative

• Eurogroup for Animals

• McDonald s Europe

• Amadori

• Danish Meat Association

• Inalca

• Noble Foods

• Marine Harvest

• Grupo Vall

• Autogrill

• Coop Italia

• Animal Sciences Group (ASG)

Initial Partners

www.welfarequality.net


