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Assessment of welfare and stress of feeder’s cattle in long-haul transportation

RETIBRIG T, HpRRY, TLORAE, ifEE 2

Lk KPR BRI 28R, 2 R IRSA R

Katsuji Uetake !, Toshio Tanaka !, Yusuke Eguchi! , Naoshige Abe 2

! Graduate School of Veterinary Science, Azabu University, 2 Faculty of Agriculture, Tamagawa University

Abstract. Consideration of policies and scientific actions to improve animal welfare is now globally
required. However, specific rules on the protection of animals in transit have not been adopted in Japan. So we
have started on welfare assessments of beef cattle transported in Japan, to check the adaptability flexibility of
the animal transport regulation that are applied in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.
We specially cover the welfare standards of the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
because they seem to be strict but practical rules. In addition to the assessments on traveling time and physical
requirements for road vehicles, behavioral reactions of cattle during loading operations were observed in some
typical cases of domestic transportation in Japan. Interim results obtained until 2005 were described and
specific concerns to apply the welfare standards to cattle transportation in Japan were discussed. Most of
vehicles and transporters in Japan seem to sufficiently comply with the requirements of the welfare standards in
the UK. However, satisfactory compliance with the standards can be achieved only in cooperation with
stakeholders including transporters and market organizers. To develop the requirements for maximum traveling
times and cattle stocking densities, more scientific data are needed.
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Fig. 1 Results of vechicle inspections of the welfare of cattle
based on the RSPCA’s welfare assessment criteria. See
text for explanations of itmes T4.7 and T4.8.
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Fig. 2 Angle of gradient and cattle reaction (falling down and
slipping) on loading ramps.
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