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1 INTRODUCTION

The issue of live animal transport is currently a key focus of public opinion in both 
Europe and Poland, particularly with regard to its implications for animal welfare. 
There are increasing calls for this type of transport to be abandoned, especially over 
long international routes, as the prolonged transport time has a negative effect on the  
animals’ condition. However, EU countries account for 73% of international trade in live 
animals, with the Netherlands, Germany, Belgium and Poland playing a key role. Poland, 
especially after accession to the EU in 2004, became one of the leaders in livestock 
production and a country with an increasing number of animals being transported; 
although most of this trade is internal, much takes place over international routes.  
For instance, Poland’s annual import of millions of piglets for contract fattening  
is one of the rarities of global animal trade. In terms of species, the breeding and trade 
of pigs, birds and fish, including aquarium fish, is becoming increasingly important. 
The present report examines the volume of Polish animal transport, and attempts  
to describe the scale of violations of their welfare during transport, as well as during 
loading and unloading.
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LIVE ANIMAL TRANSPORT IN POLAND2

2.1. General structure of animal transport in and through Poland

In Poland, animals are transported for own-account purposes almost exclusively  
by means of road transport, i.e. by cars, with this being estimated to represent at least 
96% of all transport. Based on research by Statistics Poland, it is possible to estimate the 
volume of this type of transport according to the weight of the animals. Approximately 
10,980,000 tonnes of cargo were transported by “live animal transport” in 2017  
(more recent data for 2018 and 2019 will probably be published by Statistics Poland 
in May 2021), most of it consisting of cattle, pigs and birds. Live animal transport 
represents about 0.7% of all road freight transport in Poland and about 9.4% of the 
“products of agriculture, hunting, forestry, fishing and fishery”. This percentage would 
be even lower if the number of kilometres driven were taken into account. Although 
this may not appear a considerable volume in relative terms, it can be estimated 
that, assuming 4,000 birds per journey, transporting all the birds to slaughterhouses  
in a given year requires around 300,000 journeys. This traffic would clearly  
be more intense in areas with high concentrations of industrial poultry farming,  
i.e. in central Poland.
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Chart 1. Own-account and hire or reward transport of animals in Poland by volume, i.e. including 
total weight (in thousand tonnes), 2005-2017. No data available for 2006-2007  (according  
to Statistics Poland).
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According to Statistics Poland, the total weight of live animals transported over Polish 
roads increased by nearly 100% over the period 2005 to 2017, i.e. from 5,502,000 
tonnes to the previously mentioned 10,980,000 tonnes. However, taking into account 
the dynamics of growth in livestock production, it appears that the actual percentage 
increase in transport was lower than calculated by Statistics Poland (section  2.7).  
Another characteristic feature of live animal transport is the growing share  
of journeys executed by specialised third parties instead of by the farmers and  
producers themselves, with this share increasing from 21% in 2005 to 41% in 2017. 
Undoubtedly, the tendency results from the rapidly-progressing concentration and 
industrialization of livestock production in Poland and the clear decline in the number  
of individual farms engaged in livestock farming. The dynamics of live animal transport 
can be traced on Charts 1 and 2 below.
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Chart 2. Own-account and hire or reward transport of animals in Poland by volume, i.e. in million 
tonnes per kilometre, 2005-2017. No data available for 2006-2007 (according to Statistics Poland).

2005

2000

1500

1000

5000

0
20092008 2010 2012 2014 20162011 2013 2015 2017

in
 m

illi
on

 to
nn

es
 /k

m

Regarding the nature of live animal transport in Poland, the Statistics Poland data  
indicates that domestic transport predominates, accounting for well over 90% of all 
live animal transports by total weight. Still, Polish exports and imports account for 
around 4% of all journeys. Although the share of transit through the country is difficult 
to estimate, the percentage of all goods transported through Poland in relation to total 
transportation in 2017 is believed to be around 5.3%. Compared with live animals, the 
proportion of transit transport is significantly lower, as international trade tends to take 
place between neighbouring countries (more on this in section 2.6). 

At present, i.e. December 2020, 3,205 operators are on the list of those authorised  
to transport live animals, of which 681 operators are registered for journeys exceeding 
eight hours, and 2,524 not exceeding eight hours.1

1   “Wykazy podmiotów nadzorowanych prowadzone na podstawie przepisów unijnych”: register of transporters in 
accordance with Article 11 (journeys exceeding 8 hours); register of transporters in accordance with Article 10 (journeys 
not exceeding 8 hours) of Council Regulation (EC) No 1/2005 of 22 December 2004 on the protection of animals during 
transport and related operations and amending Directives 64/432/EEC and 93/119/EC and Regulation (EC) No 1255/97.
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2.2. Changes in Polish animal imports and exports over the last decades

The liberalisation of international trade and expansion of the European Union to include 
Eastern European countries have led to an increase in the transport of goods, including 
live animals, between countries. Poland has become one of Europe’s leaders in meat 
production, which – as it turns out – has stimulated livestock imports. What is more, 
due to its geographical location, Poland also serves as a transit country for transport 
moving east-west and north-south; for example, pigs are moved from Germany  
to Russia, and cattle from the Baltic States to Turkey.

An analysis of the value of Polish live animal exports and imports over the period  
1961-2019 yields two important findings. Firstly, the total value of Polish imports and 
exports of live animals has increased fivefold (sic), stemming primarily from the removal 
of customs barriers following accession to the European Union in 2004. Secondly,  
10 years ago, Poland shifted from being mainly an exporter of live animals to a nett 
importer: today, in terms of value, imports outweigh exports by around four times (Chart 3).

Chart 3. Polish imports and exports of animals by value (in thousand USD), 1961-2019  
(according to FAO).
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The species structure of animals exported from and imported to Poland has also changed 
over the analysed period. While sheep, cattle and, to a lesser extent, horses were exported 
in the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s, the last decade has seen chicken take a dominant share  
of exports.

Until the 1990s, Poland was not a major importer of live animals; however, since then, 
significant amounts of poultry have been imported. The real boom, however, came after 
Poland’s accession to the EU, when the number of imported birds increased significantly. In 
particular, imports of hens (chickens) into the country amounted to a record number of 
over 98 million animals in 2019. Another significant import animal is the pig, with imports 
peaking at 8.2 million animals in 2018 (in 2019, 7  million pigs were imported); of this  
amount, most are piglets for contract fattening. This can be attributed to the dynamic 
development of the Polish meat processing industry.
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Chart 4. Structure of Polish animal exports in quantitative terms (by total 
weight) in percentage distribution in 2005-2019 (according to Statistics Poland).
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2.3. Trade in live animals after Poland’s accession to the EU 

Since, as illustrated in Chart 3, a significant increase in international trade occurred after 
Poland’s accession to the EU, the following section will provide a more detailed overview 
of the period 2004-2019. An analysis of the Statistics Poland data demonstrates that 
structural changes in live animal transport are still taking place. According to the weight 
of the transported animals (which naturally also affects the use of transport), it can  
be seen that pigs and birds are gaining increasing significance for both import and  
export (Charts 4 and 5): in the case of exports, they represent 66% of the total weight, 
whereas in the case of imports they account for 90%. Interestingly, regarding exports, 
the share of cattle is clearly declining (59.6% in 2005 vs. 21.5% in 2019).



TRANSPORT OF ANIMALS FOR ECONOMIC PURPOSES IN POLAND10

100%

60%

80%

40%

20%

0%

Chart 5. Structure of Polish animal imports in quantitative terms (by total weight)  
in percentage distribution in 2005-2019 (according to Statistics Poland).
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2.4. Polish foreign trade in animals in 2019 by species and genus

Statistics on imports and exports are accurate enough to identify the countries 
engaging in live animal exports and imports, i.e. individual species and genera, in terms 
of the value, volume (weight) and numbers of animals. We will focus primarily on the  
number-based and partly on the weight-based approach (fish).

Horses. International trade in horses essentially comprises two categories: purebred 
horses (e.g. sport horses) and non-purebred horses, mainly intended for slaughter.  
In the former, 707 animals were exported from Poland in 2019, most of them  
to Kyrgyzstan (434 horses, 61%) and Mongolia (68 horses, nearly 10%). In the latter, 
5,215 horses were exported to slaughterhouses, mainly to Italy (5,172 horses, 99%). 
The import of live horses to Poland is rare and amounted to a total of 129 horses in both 
categories.
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Cattle. Apart from the distinction between purebred and non-purebred cattle, statistical 
data also specifies inter alia different weight categories. The Polish international cattle 
trade is quite dispersed due to the number of countries involved in the exchange. Without 
going into detail, in 2019, a total of more than 50,500 animals were exported and nearly 
161,100 were imported. Regarding specific destinations, most Polish cattle are exported 
to Italy, Spain and Lebanon (63% of all animals in total) and most are imported from 
Lithuania, Slovakia and the Netherlands (61% of all individuals in total). Tables 1 and 2 
present the data in detail.

Table 1. Polish cattle exports in 2019 by country of destination (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Number of animals Percentage

Italy 18 022 35.7

Spain 8 077 16.0

Lebanon 5 773 11.4

Croatia 3 800 7.5

Greece 3 523 7.0

Netherlands 3 106 6.1

Bosnia and Herzegovina 2 935 5.8

Belgium 1 693 3.4

Uzbekistan 848 1.7

Slovenia 744 1.5

Lithuania 533 1.1

Ukraine 297 0.6

Romania 291 0.6

Russia 245 0.5

Hungary 238 0.5

Czech Republic 209 0.4

Slovakia 136 0.3

Ireland 30 0.1

Germany 20 < 0.1
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Table 2. Polish cattle imports in 2019 by country of destination (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Number of animals Percentage

Lithuania 48 713 30.2

Slovakia 31 691 19.7

Netherlands 17 580 10.9

Latvia 14 730 9.1

Hungary 13 080 8.1

Germany 11 093 6.9

Estonia 5 521 3.4

Czech Republic 5 403 3.4

Ireland 5 150 3.2

Denmark 5 139 3.2

Belgium 934 0.6

France 916 0.6

Romania 320 0.2

Spain 280 0.2

Austria 278 0.2

Luxembourg 258 0.2

Pigs. Statistics Poland’s figures include purebred and non-purebred pigs and,  
of particular importance in this context, pigs weighing up to and more than 50  kg.  
As mentioned earlier, in this case imports far outweigh exports. The total weight  
of animals imported to Poland in 2019 was 213,118 tonnes, while on the export side  
it was considerably less – 8,444 tonnes. In addition, Poland mainly imports piglets for 
contract fattening (up to 50  kg – realistically about 30  kg on average) and exports 
fattening pigs. 

Over seven million pigs are imported to Poland each year, the vast majority of which 
(over 90%) are piglets. As many as 91% of imported pigs come from Denmark  
(over 6.3 million animals), followed by Germany (over 313  thousand animals, 4.5%) 
and the Netherlands (over 200 thousand animals, less than 3%). On the export side, 
three countries accounted for nearly 90% of over 99,000 animals: Germany (42,364), 
Slovakia (35,401) and the Netherlands (11,507).
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Birds. As far as farmed birds are concerned, Statistics Poland distinguishes them  
by species as well as by size categories of up to 185 g (chicks/young birds) and over 
185 g (adult birds). The age and species structure of birds exported from and imported 
to Poland are given in Table 3. In total, Poland exports 74 million birds of various species, 
mainly chicks and broilers: 66 million (almost 86%). Over 130 million birds are imported 
to Poland, again, mainly broiler chickens: these being chicks (over 58 million – almost 
45% of total imports) and adult animals (over 33 million – almost 26%). Laying hens  
or birds of other species account for the remainder of imports.

Species

Export Import

Chicks/young birds Adults Chicks/young birds Adults

number of animals

Hens 66 340 830 2 603 221 67 177 360 33 493 803

Turkeys 2 442 320 2 153 579 17 261 849 2 319 216

Ducks 228 800 9 087 219 662 593

Geese 238 862 363 677

Guinea fowl 343 307

Total 69 250 812 4 756 800 93 526 428 36 839 289

Table 3. Polish exports and imports of farmed birds in 2019 by species and age (according to Statistics 
Poland).

Regarding exports of farmed birds, a relatively large number of countries (as many 
as 19 in total: Argentina, Belarus, Brazil, China, the Czech Republic, Egypt, Germany, 
Greece, Hungary, Kyrgyzstan, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Pakistan, Russia, Serbia, 
Slovakia, Tanzania, Ukraine, Vietnam) trade with Poland; however, more than 83%  
of trade concerns chicks and young broiler chickens exported to three countries: 
Ukraine (over 39 million birds – 53%), Belarus (over 17.5 million – 24%) and Slovakia  
(over 4.5 million – 6%). Taking other bird species as well as adult birds into consideration, 
the three countries account for 87% of Polish exports. 

Regarding imports, the situation is slightly different, with Germany being Poland’s  
largest partner, accounting for 26% of the total number of birds, followed by the Czech 
Republic with 21%. Details are presented in Table 4.
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Table 4. Polish farmed bird imports in 2019 by country (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Number of animals Percentage

Germany 34 077 549 26.1

Czech Republic 27 584 581 21.1

Denmark 23 204 736 17.8

Netherlands 18 677 550 14.3

Slovakia 9 147 149 7.0

Austria 5 201 440 4.0

Hungary 3 323 655 2.5

France 3 073 757 2.4

Lithuania 2 259 061 1.7

Latvia 1 454 934 1.1

Italy 1 098 099 0.8

Others* 1 606 513 1.2

*/ UK, Sweden, Greece, Romania, Canada, Finland, Estonia, Belgium, USA, Croatia, Switzerland, China.

Sheep and goats. As discussed earlier, around 1990, Polish exports of male and female 
sheep reached considerable levels. Over a period of 10 years, between 1985 and 1994, 
an average of around 768,000 sheep were exported annually (reaching record volume 
in 1991 – 1,339,000  animals). Domestic sheep farming is no longer a major branch  
of agriculture. 

In 2019, about 35  thousand sheep were exported, almost exclusively lambs (99%), 
mainly to Italy (25,278 animals, 72%), as well as to Slovakia (8,237, 24%) and France 
(1,146, 3%), followed by 315 purebred sheep to Uzbekistan. Regarding imports, 2,100 
lambs were imported from three countries: Czech Republic (1,627 animals, 78%), 
Slovakia (273, 13%) and Hungary (200, 9.5%). No goats were imported in 2019 and 
only 478 (purebred) were exported, and these were to Uzbekistan.
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Rabbits. A large proportion of the animals exported from Poland in 2019 were rabbits, 
comprising 441 thousand animals. These were exported to the Czech Republic (75%) 
and Belgium (25%). According to FAO data, since 2004, Poland has exported an average 
of 479 thousand rabbits per year (with the largest volumes being 806 thousand in 2009 
and 758 thousand in 2010). Imports are rather rare. 

Fish. The Statistics Poland data does not state the number of fish, but rather the weight 
for each species and genus; hence it is difficult to determine the precise numbers  
of animals. For ornamental (aquarium) fish, exports and imports taken together amount 
to less than 60.7 thousand kilograms; however, due to their usually low weight (often 
less than a few grams), this could mean up to millions of individuals. Data on species and 
genera of fish exported from and imported to Poland are presented in Table 5.

Exports of freshwater ornamental fish only concern France, the Netherlands and the 
USA, while 100% of shipments of marine ornamental fish arrive in Latvia. Regarding 
the import of ornamental fish, Poland trades with 21 countries all over the world. Four 
Asian countries dominate, accounting for over 73% of fish: Thailand (23%), Sri Lanka 
(20%), Indonesia (19%) and Singapore (11%). The details are presented in Table 6. 
Poland consistently imports aquarium fish, with an annual turnover ranging from EUR 1.5  
to nearly EUR 3 million in recent years.

Genus/Species
Export Import

in kg

Freshwater ornamental fish 1 635 49 040

Marine ornamental fish 379 9 610

Total ornamental fish 2 014 58 650

Trout 644 627 660 058

Eel 2 358

Cyprinids 83 163 1 186 293

Tuna 6 367

Other 276 140 40 861

Total edible fish 1 003 930 1 895 937

Table 5. Polish exports and imports of fish in 2019 by genus and species (according to Statistics Poland).
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Table 6. Polish imports of ornamental fish in 2019 by country (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Total weight in kg Percentage

Thailand 13 471 23.0

Sri Lanka 11 880 20.3

Indonesia 11 292 19.3

Singapore 6 510 11.1

Malaysia 3 392 5.8

China 2 750 4.7

Colombia 1 942 3.3

Peru 1 725 2.9

Kenya 1 599 2.7

Philippines 1 124 1.9

Vietnam 925 1.6

the United States 601 1.0

the Netherlands 378 0.6

Nigeria 330 0.6

Brazil 242 0.4

Tanzania 190 0.3

Other* 299 0.5

*/ Norway, India, Israel, Niger, Switzerland, Democratic Republic of Congo.

In the case of edible fish, two fish species stand out for imports: carp (cyprinids) and 
trout, which account for 97% of the trade volume by weight (Table 5). The trade here 
is fairly concentrated and dominated by the Czech Republic (58%), from which mainly 
live carp is imported, followed by Greece (17%) and Italy (12%), from which mainly 
trout is imported (Table 7).
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Table 7. Polish imports of edible fish in 2019 by country (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Total weight in kg Percentage

Czech Republic 1 099 923 58.0

Greece 321 631 17.0

Italy 235 150 12.4

Lithuania 88 458 4.7

Denmark 74 779 3.9

Slovakia 36 879 1.9

Germany 26 767 1.4

Norway 6 455 0.3

Hungary 3 850 0.2

Belarus 1 500 0.1

The Netherlands 425 < 0.1

United Kingdom 120 < 0.1

Table 8. Polish exports of edible fish in 2019 by country (according to Statistics Poland).

Country Total weight in kg Percentage

Germany 474 773 47.3

Austria 413 895 41.2

France 36 386 3.6

Czech Republic 30 144 3.0

Lithuania 14 869 1.5

Sweden 12 260 1.2

Hungary 12 000 1.2

Ireland 8 651 0.9

Estonia 742 0.1

Armenia 150 < 0.1

Uruguay 60 < 0.1

Two countries lead in the exports of edible fish: Germany (47%) and Austria (41%). 
This mainly involves trout.
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Other animals. A number of other species were also imported to or exported from 
Poland in 2019. These are listed according to family and species in Table 9. Of these, 
insects other than bees constitute the most significant single group by weight, especially 
on the export side, with Germany accounting for 87% of this value.

Species/Family

Export Import

number  
of animals

weight  
in kg

number  
of animals

weight  
in kg

Non-human primates 3 44 2 15

Marine mammals such as dolphins, 
porpoises, seals, walruses, etc. 2 198

Camels and other camelids 5 420

Other mammals 34813 30 126

Reptiles 159 51 2 785 203

Birds of prey 91 92 1 3

Live psittaciformes 4 8 2 4

Pigeons 2224 936

Birds other than already mentioned 66957 2

Bees 9 207

Insects other than bees 750 282 115 718

Other animals 587 759 440 791

Table 9. Polish exports and imports of other animal species and families in 2019  
(according to Statistics Poland).
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To summarise the international trade in live animals concerning Poland, its structure, 
in terms of weight, is not very diverse. Out of 60 countries importing into Poland, the 
dominant partner is Denmark, concentrating as much as 52% of the trade volume,  
of which as much as 98% is associated with the import of contract fattening pigs. The 11 
countries included in Chart 6 account for 99% of Polish imports. The species structure 
of the imports is presented in Chart 5.

Similarly, in the case of exports, while live animals from Poland are shipped to 79 
countries, Germany is the dominant recipient, accounting for almost 49% of the total 
exchange in terms of weight, of which 92% concerns poultry. As shown in Chart 7, 
11 countries account for 94% of Polish exports. The species structure of exports  
is presented in Chart 4.

As is evident from the above, the majority of international trade in live animals 
is conducted with neighbouring countries and those in the EU. One exception  
is Lebanon, to which Poland mostly exports cattle.
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Chart 6. Polish imports of live animals in 2019 by weight (in thousands of tonnes) broken down  
into countries (according to Statistics Poland).

Chart 7. Polish exports of live animals in 2019 by weight (in thousands of tonnes) broken down  
into countries (according to Statistics Poland).
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Chart 8. Imports and exports of live animals (in million animals) in European Union countries in 2019 
(according to FAO).
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2.5. Animal transports – Poland in the context of other EU countries

In 2019, European Union Member States accounted for about 73% of the world’s live 
animal transport in international trade (in numerical terms). Among the EU countries, 
Poland holds one of the key positions in international live animal transport (Chart 8), 
with Germany, the Netherlands and Belgium being the leaders. As far as live animal 
transport in the EU is concerned, Poland ranks eighth in exports and fourth in imports. 
Regarding total international trade in live animals (exports and imports combined), 
Poland ranks fourth, preceded by the Netherlands, Germany and Belgium.
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2.6. Transit of animals through Poland.

As mentioned earlier, it is difficult to determine the number of animals transported 
through Poland in transit. A large part of European live animal exchange is performed 
between neighbouring countries. For example, in 2019, Poland’s exchange with 
neighbouring countries (Germany, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Ukraine, Belarus, Lithuania 
– excluding the Russian Kaliningrad oblast) accounted for 64% of total exports and 28% 
of total imports in terms of weight compared to Poland’s total figure. Taking into account 
the entire volume of exchange (total exports and imports), this exchange amounts  
to 34% of all Poland’s figure. As noted earlier, a significant part of this is constituted  
by trade with Denmark (via Germany); although this is not a country bordering Poland, 
it lies relatively close by.2 

In the case of the Netherlands, trade (in terms of value) is predominantly conducted 
with Germany; in 2019, the exchange accounted for 43% of total exports and 52%  
of total imports; this is followed by trade with Belgium (16% exports and 26% imports). 
Relatively little of the live animal transport to and from the Netherlands transits through 
Poland; while Russia is a major recipient, it only accounts for 1.6% in value terms.

The same applies to Germany, whose main trade partners are the neighbouring  
countries (the Netherlands, Belgium, Denmark, Poland, the Czech Republic, France, 
Switzerland and Austria). The export of live animals to Russia represents only 4.7%  
in value terms, while the export to all likely trade partners “in the eastern direction”  
(Belarus, Estonia, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Russia, Slovakia, Uzbekistan, Ukraine, 
Turkestan) amounts to 7.7%. It should be added that in these cases, Poland is not the  
only possible transit country: transport can also proceed from Germany via the Czech 
Republic or Austria, or possibly by sea. In numerical terms, according to the data that  
the authors were able to collect, Germany exported an annual average of 13.7 thousand 
cattle and 45.2 thousand birds to Russia over the last 10 years (2010-2019). 

In the case of pigs, the situation is more complicated, as only approximately  
200 thousand animals were exported in 2010, approximately 70 thousand in 2011, 
around 20-30 thousand in 2012, and a negligible number in 2013.3 From 2014 to 2019, 
Russia did not import live pigs. It seems that long-distance East-West trade in these 
animals has been effectively blocked by the spreading ASF epidemic and Russia’s dispute 

2   Data for Poland according to Statistics Poland.

3   Data for the Netherlands and Germany according to TrendEconomy.com statistical data.
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with the EU over the matter.4 Russian pig imports have somewhat revived in 2020. 
However, relatively more farmed animals are now being imported from such countries 
as Australia:5 EU countries have ceased to be Russia’s main trade partner in this area.

The above analysis indicates that only a very small percentage of the live animals 
transported through Poland in a given year are intended for Russia, and the trend  
is following a downward tendency. In the authors’ opinion, the situation is similar  
in other eastern non-EU countries. According to the authors’ calculations, live pig exports 
from Germany to Ukraine amount to several thousand animals per year (presumably  
ca. 6,000-7,000) and birds to over 100,000.

Regarding cattle exports, the available data6 suggests that approximately 10,500 animals 
were exported from Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia to Turkey per year over the last decade 
(2010-2019). It should be noted that in this case, too, it is not necessary that these 
exports pass through Poland in transit. On average, Lithuania exports a similar volume 
of cattle to Italy per year; the figures for the other two countries are far smaller.

However, as previously discussed, in the case of transport of pigs, cattle and various 
birds through Poland, against all journey types, transit would represent no more than 
0.5%-1% of the total number of animals of these species transported over Polish roads.

4   “История спора России и ЕС вокруг поставок свинины”, https://tass.ru as of 8.01.2018, https://tass.ru/info/4862066; 
„Импорт свинины, свиных субпродуктов и шпика в Россию в 2001-2019 гг.”, https://ab-centre.ru as of 9.04.2020, https://
ab-centre.ru/articles/import-svininy-svinyh-subproduktov-i-shpika-v-rossiyu-v-2001-2019-gg.

5   “Импорт живых животных в Россию в первом квартал 2020 года”, https://seanews.ru as of 16.06.2020, https://seanews.
ru/2020/06/16/ru-import-zhivyh-zhivotnyh-v-rossiju-v-pervom-kvartal-2020-goda/.

6   According to TrendEconomy.com statistical data.

https://tass.ru
https://tass.ru/info/4862066
https://ab-centre.ru as of 9.04.2020, https://ab-centre.ru/articles/import-svininy-svinyh-subproduktov-i-shpika-v-rossiyu-v-2001-2019-gg
https://ab-centre.ru as of 9.04.2020, https://ab-centre.ru/articles/import-svininy-svinyh-subproduktov-i-shpika-v-rossiyu-v-2001-2019-gg
https://seanews.ru
https://seanews.ru/2020/06/16/ru-import-zhivyh-zhivotnyh-v-rossiju-v-pervom-kvartal-2020-goda/
https://seanews.ru/2020/06/16/ru-import-zhivyh-zhivotnyh-v-rossiju-v-pervom-kvartal-2020-goda/
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Table 10. The structure of national animal transport in Poland between 2005 and 2019 based  
on data concerning the volume of livestock production in terms of weight (own calculations based  
on Statistics Poland data).

Animals
Year

2005 2010 2015 2019

Cattle 14.1% 15.4% 15.1% 15.4%

Pigs 54.3% 46.1% 38.3% 33.6%

Sheep 0.1% 0.1% < 0.1% 0.1%

Birds 31.0% 38.0% 46.2% 50.6%

Fish 0.5% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4%

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

2.7. National transport of animals

Assuming that today on-farm slaughter, i.e. subsistence slaughter, is generally  
no longer practiced on a large scale, with some exceptions, including fur animals, rabbits 
to a certain extent, and fish, as mentioned before, the total national transport of live 
animals, in terms of weight, can be estimated as the volume of livestock production  
as reported by Statistics Poland, minus exports. However, estimating the volume  
of live fish transport has proven problematic. It was assumed that the volume amounts 
to a half of the freshwater fish harvested (minus exports) in a given year. However, 
neither fish nor (male) sheep constitute a substantial share of the structure of live 
animal transport within Poland; birds, pigs and cattle prevail (Table 10).

Data concerning livestock production suggest that in the period following Poland’s 
accession to the European Union, transport of live animals (in terms of weight)  
is estimated to have increased by more than 50%. However, this is less than would appear 
from Statistics Poland’s research data on road traffic (see section 2.1.) which suggest 
that transport of this type may have increased by as much as 100%. One of the reasons 
for the differences in estimates is presumably the significant decrease in the amount  
of subsistence, or on-farm, slaughter observed in the last dozen or so years (in this case, 
however, there is a significant discrepancy between the statistics).7 Drawing on available 
data, it can be concluded that transport has certainly increased by more than 50%, but 
no more than 100%, due to an increase in animal farming and production (especially 
meat production), as well as changes in its organisation and structure, and the increased 
use of transport services, especially those provided by registered companies.

7   “Nadzór nad transportem i ubojem zwierząt gospodarskich”, Supreme Audit Office, Warsaw 2017, pp. 23-24.
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Changes can be seen in the proportions of animal species and families being transported, 
among other aspects (Table 10). Birds now predominate, far outnumbering pigs  
by weight, and poultry production is much more concentrated. In 2005, the situation 
was the exact opposite: pig production was dominant, which was more dispersed, 
with a substantial proportion of on-farm slaughter. It is worth noting that in spatial 
terms, almost 50% of domestic poultry production and over 37% of pig production  
is concentrated in the Mazowieckie and Wielkopolskie Voivodships. The largest number 
of journeys heading to slaughterhouses originate from these regions.

Quantitatively, around 1.9 million cattle, 21 million pigs, around 1.2 billion birds, 
excluding chicks (a high number), over 13 million edible fish (not including aquarium 
fish) and hundreds of thousands of other animals intended for slaughter are transported 
domestically each year.8 Many of these animals are transported several times (at least 
twice) during their lifetime (usually in less than a year).

8   According to FAO data (excl. fish).
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ANIMAL TRANSPORT AND ANIMAL 
WELFARE3

3.1. Animal transport in the light of monitoring by the Veterinary Inspection and 
the Road Transport Inspection

Compliance with the above regulations is monitored by three institutions:  
the Veterinary Inspection, the Road Transport Inspection and the Police. The Veterinary 
Inspection plays a key role by maintaining the register of transporters and means  
of transport authorised to carry live animals, as well as by checking compliance with these 
standards on a regular basis. According to internal instructions, 20% of transporters 
operating in this field and 5% of all “consignments of live animals” in a given county 
should be subject to such controls each year. The scope of these controls was the subject  
matter of an audit by the Supreme Audit Office (NIK) covering the years 2014-2016.9 
During the period, the Veterinary Inspection conducted hundreds of thousands  
of roadside checks: 399,986 in 2014; 355,086 in 2015; 405,781 in 2016. However, the 
percentage of observed violations only ranged from 0.2 to 0.3%; these figures being 
1,298 in 2014, 1,220 in 2015, and 905 in 2016. The highest number of irregularities 
concerned the animals’ lack of fitness for transport (ranging from 25% to nearly 40% 
of violations depending on the year), followed by incorrect documentation, means  
of transport and practices.

The same NIK report also examined the work of the Road Transport Inspection. 
According to internal instructions, 1% of the controls carried out by the Inspection 
concerned compliance with the rules and conditions of animal transport. In the period 
2014-2016 (precisely, the first half of 2016), the Inspection conducted around 6,700 
controls and recorded 59 violations, i.e. approximately. 0.9%. These violations consisted 
of inter alia “performing road transportation of live animals in violation of driving times 
and rest periods, entrusting attendants or keepers without qualifications confirmed 
by a veterinarian with carrying out the road transport of animals, disregarding the 
special conditions specified for the transport of animals, failure to perform or improper 
performance of duties in relation to the handling of animals during transport, transporting 
live animals by road by an operator without an appropriate certificate of competence”.10

9   “Nadzór nad transportem i ubojem zwierząt gospodarskich”, Supreme Audit Office, Warsaw 2017, pp. 28-45;  
https://www.nik.gov.pl/plik/id,15010,vp,17480.pdf.

10   Ibid., p. 32.

https://www.nik.gov.pl/plik/id,15010,vp,17480.pdf
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The results of the NIK audit indicate that during the period in question, only  
a relatively small number of violations were identified by the two bodies in relation  
to animal transport, i.e. concerning less than 1% of journeys; in addition, of these, 
only some concerned animal welfare in the strict sense. These findings raise the issue  
of methodology, such as the sampling rules,11 the choice of monitoring tools and the 
purpose of the inspection, all of which may affect the final conclusions of the audit.  
Tables 11 and 12 present the results of the inspections performed between 2015 
and 2019 regarding veterinary supervision, organization and situation of staff  
at the Veterinary Inspection (RRW-3), concerning animal welfare (section 1D).12  
The percentage of violations found here is significantly higher than in the case of the NIK 
report.

The data obtained during inspections by the Road Transport Inspectorate were also the 
subject of a separate audit, which has led to even more critical conclusions. An analysis 
of the results of animal transport inspections conducted by the Voivodship Inspectorate 
of Road Transport in Rzeszów in 2012-2017 notes “The results indicate that numerous 
irregularities continue to be found during animal transport. The percent of journeys 
found to be in violation of rules ranged from 15.66% in 2014 to 30.30% in 2012.  
The majority of the reported non-compliances pertained to drivers’ working hours and 
the means of transport being unfit for carrying animals. The results suggest a need 
for intensified monitoring of the rules and conditions of animal transport on the part  
of competent authorities”.13 

11   Statements by Ministry of Agriculture representatives in response to allegations of inadequate handling of animals  
in transport suggest that, in practice, any transport of animals – and it is assumed that this pertains to commercial 
transport – is controlled by the Veterinary Inspection “at least on one occasion”; answer of the Secretary of State at the 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development – acting on behalf of of the Minister – to interpellation no. 6116 on the cruel
treatment of animals in transport. http://orka2.sejm.gov.pl/IZ6.nsf/main/71BFD801 and http://orka2.sejm.gov.pl/IZ6.nsf/
main/0142F97C. The same conclusion can be drawn from a passage on the transport of horses appearing in an article by 
Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz and Piotr Molenda, “Transport i ubój zwierząt – prawda i stereotypy z perspektywy społeczno-
kulturowej”, Przegląd Hodowlany issue 6/2015.

12   Veterinary statistical reporting (RRW), https://www.wetgiw.gov.pl/publikacje/rrw-sprawozdawczosc-statystyczna.

13   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Karolina Wałęga, “Wyniki kontroli transportu zwierząt przeprowadzonych przez 
Wojewódzki Inspektorat Transportu Drogowego w Rzeszowie w latach 2012-2017”, Autobusy 12/2018.

http://orka2.sejm.gov.pl/IZ6.nsf/main/71BFD801
http://orka2.sejm.gov.pl/IZ6.nsf/main/0142F97C
http://orka2.sejm.gov.pl/IZ6.nsf/main/0142F97C
https://www.wetgiw.gov.pl/publikacje/rrw-sprawozdawczosc-statystyczna
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Table 11. Results of animal welfare controls of transport operators (section 1D) conducted by the 
Veterinary Inspection in 2015-2019 (according to General Veterinary Inspectorate data).

Table 12. Results of inspections of means of transport approved for transporting animals over eight 
hours (section 1D – animal welfare), carried out by the Veterinary Inspection in 2015-2019 (according  
to General Veterinary Inspectorate data).

Year Subject of control Number  
of inspections

Number 
(percentage) of 
identified non-

compliances 
 in relation  

to the number 
of controls

Number 
of entities 
inspected

Number 
(percentage)  

of means  
of transport 
found to be 

non-compliant

2019

Commercial transport 
of animals and animal 
transport carried out 
in connection with 
another business 
activity

13569 595 (4.4%) 2477 218 (8.8%)

2018 11605 265 (2.3%) 2283 132 (5.8%)

2017 11193 365 (3.3%) 2545 157 (6.2%)

2016 11942 272 (2.3%) 2493 143 (5.7%)

2015 12238 291 (2.4%) 2622 137 (5.2%)

Year Subject of control Number  
of inspections

Number 
(percentage)

identified non-
compliances 
 in relation  

to the number 
of controls

Number of 
means of 
transport 
inspected

Number 
(percentage)  

of means  
of transport 
found to be 

non-compliant

2019

Means of transport  
of animals approved 
for journeys exceeding 
8 hours

4572 132 (2.9%) 1555 92 (5.9%)

2018 4229 69 (1.6%) 1409 30 (2.1%)

2017 4328 95 (2.2%) 1635 32 (2.0%)

2016 4485 67 (1.5%) 1717 41 (2.4%)

2015 3810 63 (1.7%) 1426 27 (1.9%)
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3.2. Animal transport – industry perspective 

The transport of live animals is not only monitored to ensure animal welfare; checks are 
performed for a number of reasons, some of the main ones being road safety, compliance 
with labour law provisions concerning drivers, ensuring food safety and hygiene,  
the state’s desire to monitor economic activity.

From the industry perspective, e.g. animal farming and the meat production sector, 
the important matter is to protect animals from adverse physical changes that may 
occur during a journey, whether this is legal or not. Admittedly, the industry is arguably 
motivated more by economic rather than ethical considerations. In the most general 
sense, live transport is both the cost and the cause of the falling value of animals  
as a primary product, and as a result – the decreasing economic viability of the entire 
business.
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Transport affects animals in a number of ways. It results in changes in clinical values 
(heart rate, respiration), as well as fatigue, weight loss, injury and skin damage.14 These 
reactions are directly or indirectly caused by changing environments and exposure  
to “a number of new stimuli”15 associated with being loaded and walking from the pen  
to the vehicle, sometimes on surfaces and slopes that make walking difficult  
(the animals may slip, trip or fall over). The transport itself also has an impact, together 
with the motions, vibrations, smells, noises and proximity to unfamiliar animals that 
the journeys entail. Further, for animals, transport involves starvation or feeding and 
watering in an unfamiliar manner, as well as contact with people that the animals do not 
know. Finally, during unloading, further stressors occur accompanying the pre-slaughter 
phase. All of the above factors induce fear, which affects the animals’ emotional and 
physical responses: activation of the hypothalamus, pituitary gland and adrenal gland; 
accelerated breathing and heartbeat; elevated body temperature; and finally, “release  
of stress hormones, such as cortisol”. The animals’ behaviour also changes, 
manifesting as increased alertness, increased vocalization, contact avoidance, akinesia  
or aggressiveness. While this behaviour indicates that transport causes animal suffering, 
the industry frames it as affecting the quality of meat (altered flavour, colour, shorter 
shelf life), which translates to “lower consumer acceptance” and therefore “less 
profit”.16,17 As one study rightly puts it: “the poorer the welfare during transport,  
the greater the economic losses incurred by the farmer and the processing plant”.18

For these reasons, research is being carried out into animal transport conditions. 
These results clearly indicate how – in statistical terms – transport affects animals both 
physically and emotionally. The percentages of animals which did not survive, became 
ill or sustained injuries during the journey are the key indicators of the state of animal 
transport conditions. Factors that strongly affect the profitability of transport and animal 
farming also deserve to be mentioned.

14   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Karolina Choroszy, Łukasz Kulig, “Warunki transportu i kondycja tuczników  
z dostaw bezpośrednich do zakładów ubojowych na Podkarpaciu”, Autobusy 6/2017.

15   Anna Grontkowska, Monika Gębska, “Wybrane zagadnienia przewozu zwierząt i ich załadunku w gospodarstwie  
w ocenie rolników”, Roczniki Naukowe Ekonomii Rolnictwa i Rozwoju Obszarów Wiejskich, v. 104, no. 4, 2017.

16   Ibid.

17   Regarding fish: Andrzej Elżanowski, “Sprzedaż żywych ryb do spożycia jest niehumanitarna”, Życie Weterynaryjne 
issue 94(4)/2019. 

18   D. Temple, E. Mainau, X. Manteca, “Ekonomiczne skutki stresu u trzody chlewnej spowodowanego transportem 
drogowym”, FAWEC, no 9/2014, https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-
trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym.

https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym
https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym
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One of the latest studies into the transport of animals from France, Ireland and Spain, 
mainly to Greece, established that only in case of 0.8% of vehicles were violations  
of welfare consisting in the death or disease of animals found. At the same time, mortality 
and morbidity rates were lower than reported in previous studies, averaging 0.025% 
and 0.010%, with the highest figures documented for lamb transport (0.084% and 
0.019%).19 The authors of another Polish study state that: “the average animal death 
rate for transport in Europe is estimated to be around 0.10-0.03%”.20 Other sources  
indicate that the mortality rate of animals during transport is gradually decreasing,  
not only in Europe, but also in other parts of the world (e.g. sea transport from Australia).21 
However, these figures may be overly optimistic, as other studies indicate higher mortality 
rates (e.g. ca. 0.8% for horses).22 Conversely, among transported birds, mortality has 
been reported to range from 0.2% to over 1%.23,24 When interpreting these figures,  
it is important to realise that given the scale of poultry farming, this seemingly small  
percentage in fact represents the deaths of many millions of birds in transport each year. 
In the case of ornamental fish, the figures are very disparate, with estimates ranging 
from 3%-5% to as much as several dozen percent.25 As far as Poland is concerned,  
no exact data is available for birds or fish.

19   Barbara Padalino, Daniele Tullio, Saverio Cannone, Giancarlo Bozzo, “Road Transport of Farm Animals: Mortality, 
Morbidity, Species and Country of Origin at a Southern Italian Control Post”, Animals issue 8 (155)/2018, www.mdpi.com/
journal/animals.

20   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda “Transport i ubój zwierząt – prawda i stereotypy z perspektywy społeczno-
kulturowej”, Przegląd Hodowlany issue 6/2015.

21   Wendy Laursen, “Live Export: Only Telling Part of the Story”, www.maritime-executive.com as of 24.11.2016, https://www.
maritime-executive.com/features/live-export-only-telling-part-of-the-story.

22   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, “Transport i ubój zwierząt – prawda i stereotypy z perspektywy społeczno-
kulturowej”, Przegląd Hodowlany issue 6/2015.

23   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Kazimierz Pokrywka, Bartosz Bukała, Dariusz Kusz, “Transport drobiu rzeźnego”, 
Autobusy 3/2013.

24   According to one study into the transport of chicks, their mortality rate should not exceed 0.02%, which does not 
mean that in reality it is not higher – Jan Jankowski (Ed.), “Hodowla i użytkowanie drobiu”, Warsaw 2012, p. 242.

25   Pierluigi Monticini, The Ornamental Fish Trade, FAO, GLOBEFISH, Rome 2010.

http://www.mdpi.com/journal/animals
http://www.mdpi.com/journal/animals
http://www.maritime-executive.com
https://www.maritime-executive.com/features/live-export-only-telling-part-of-the-story
https://www.maritime-executive.com/features/live-export-only-telling-part-of-the-story
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Moreover, there are two key considerations regarding the occurrence of animal health 
problems during transport. Firstly, the illness or injury incurred by transport may 
render the animal unfit (also in the eyes of the law) to continue the journey due to, for 
example, its inability to move on its own without pain or stand on its feet, or the presence  
of a serious open wound. In such cases, the animal must not be transported any further, 
and must be separated from other animals and receive veterinary attention. In extreme 
circumstances, it may be killed. Such are the most common issues found during journey 
controls and audits.

In addition, according to legal regulations, sick or injured animals “may be considered 
fit for transport if they are slightly injured or ill and transport will not cause additional 
suffering.” Should any doubts arise, the decision is taken by a veterinarian.26 At this 
point, a question should be asked about the general condition of transported animals. 
There are a number of studies demonstrating that the health of these animals seriously 
deteriorates during transport. For example, one Polish study found that as many  
as 57.6% of fattening pigs “had sustained injuries in the form of wounds and bruises” 
upon arrival at the destination.27 While this can occur for a variety of reasons, many 
are associated with the animals are transported in overcrowded conditions or are too 
loosely spaced in the vehicle. “Too high a density of transported animals,” as one article 
reads, “can result in mechanical injuries such as mutilations, fractures, abrasions [...] 
and in extreme cases cause panic, which can end in deaths”.28 The study also notes 
that fattening pigs were transported at the correct density in only 21.1% of cases, 
being overcrowded in 31.6% of cases and too loosely spaced in the remainder.29,30  
Another source of problems is mixing pigs from different producers in a single 
transport, which results “in fierce fighting”31 and consequently injuries and exhaustion.  

26   Dorota Dziubek, Elżbieta Sęktas, “Zasady kontroli kierujących pojazdami przewożącymi żywe zwierzęta”,  
Katowice 2017, pp. 15-17, http://katowice.szkolapolicji.gov.pl/download/363/150119/48zwierzeta.pdf.

27   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Karolina Choroszy, Łukasz Kulig, “Warunki transportu i kondycja tuczników  
z dostaw bezpośrednich do zakładów ubojowych na Podkarpaciu”, Autobusy 6/2017.

28   Małgorzata Dendera-Gruszka, Dariusz Masłowski, Ewa Kulińska, Dagmara Maras, “Uwarunkowania prawne dotyczące 
pojazdów wykorzystywanych do przewozu zwierząt”, in: Ryszard Knosali (Ed.), “Innowacje w zarządzaniu i inżynierii 
produkcji”, Opole 2018, http://www.ptzp.org.pl.

29   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Karolina Choroszy, Łukasz Kulig, “Warunki transportu i kondycja tuczników  
z dostaw bezpośrednich do zakładów ubojowych na Podkarpaciu”, Autobusy 6/2017.

30   One study states that: “In Spain, the transport of pigs on a space exceeding 0.40 m2/100 kg body weight was found 
to increase their mortality rate from 0.04% to 0.77%”. D. Temple, E. Mainau, X. Manteca, “Ekonomiczne skutki stresu  
u trzody chlewnej spowodowanego transportem drogowym”, FAWEC, issue 9/2014, https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-
trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym.

31   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Karolina Choroszy, Łukasz Kulig, “Warunki transportu i kondycja tuczników  
z dostaw bezpośrednich do zakładów ubojowych na Podkarpaciu”, Autobusy 6/2017.

http://katowice.szkolapolicji.gov.pl/download/363/150119/48zwierzeta.pdf
http://www.ptzp.org.pl
https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym
https://www.fawec.org/pl/publikacje/34-trzoda-chlewna/125-ekonomiczne-skutki-stresu-u-trzody-chlewnej-spowodowanego-transportem-drogowym
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Injuries can also occur in other circumstances. According to one study, 60% of farmers 
surveyed admit that “during loading, animals [pigs and cows] trip and turn around”. 
This most commonly occurs when farmers rush and try to load too many animals  
at once, and use ramps instead of loading lifts to handle pigs.32 In the case of poultry, the 
percentage of animals with injuries can be as high as 25%, mainly due to the birds being 
handled manually during loading.

Another indicator of the negative impact of transport on the animals’ condition  
is weight loss. This may stem from two factors. Firstly, it is related to the technological 
requirement to starve animals prior to journey and slaughter. For birds, it is assumed 
that the starvation period should be 8-12 hours, intended to increase the “slaughter 
yield of fattening poultry”, due to the emptying of the digestive tract. This also has the 
effect of reducing the risk of “contamination of carcasses with faeces and an increase  
in microbiological contamination”. On the other hand, starvation is a known  
pre-slaughter stress factor, as well as a cause of reduced immunity and an increased 
risk of microbial contamination of poultry meat.33 Hence, attempts are being made  
to find optimal solutions for transporting birds. Without doubt, in this case, weight 
loss is proportional to journey time and distance. One study found that “for distances  
of 40-80 km, weight losses were observed of 1.1%, while for longer distances they were 
higher and exceeded 1.5%.” Another study of broilers estimated weight loss at 2.41%  
for a journey of 30 minutes and nearly 5% for a journey lasting three hours.  

32   Anna Grontkowska, Monika Gębska, “Wybrane zagadnienia przewozu zwierząt i ich załadunku w gospodarstwie  
w ocenie rolników”, Roczniki Naukowe Ekonomii Rolnictwa i Rozwoju Obszarów Wiejskich, v. 104, no. 4, 2017.

33   Wiesław Kopeć, Łukasz Bobak, “Ubój i obróbka poubojowa a jakość mięsa drobiu”, in: Teresa Smolińska, Wiesław Kopeć 
(Ed.), “Przetwórstwo mięsa drobiowego – podstawy biologiczne i technologiczne”, Wrocław 2009, pp. 193-194.
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Losses greater than 3% are considered to lead “to measurable financial losses borne 
mainly by the producer”.34 Further, the stress induced by starvation and transport leads  
to depletion of glycogen stores and acidification of muscle tissue: an additional 
indicator of the animals’ level of suffering. For the industry, however, it means that the 
technical and culinary suitability of the meat decreases, which in turn is “a major barrier  
to improving the efficiency of the production process”.35

A significant body of research indicates that stocking density in transport has a direct 
impact on the mortality, morbidity and the general condition of transported animals, 
as do the length and time of journey, air temperature and atmospheric conditions.36  
A number of studies also recommend a maximum journey time or route length, but the 
specific figures are quite divergent. In general, however, there is a tendency to reduce 
both as much as possible. Journeys should last no longer than two hours for birds  
(50-100 km), and eight hours for other animals. However, some studies suggest that 
more animal injuries may occur during shorter-distance journeys, probably due to hasty, 
inadequate loading and unloading, as well as “the quality of rural roads, which constitute 
a majority of short journeys’ routes”.37 Factors such as the technical condition of the 
means of transport used by farmers or incorrect assessment of the animals’ fitness for 
transport may also have an impact.

34   Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Kazimierz Pokrywka, Bartosz Bukała, Dariusz Kusz, “Transport drobiu rzeźnego”, 
Autobusy 3/2013.

35   Ibid.

36   See e.g.: M. Malena, E. Voslářová, A. Kozák, P. Bělobrádek, I. Bedáňová, L. Steinhauser, V. Večerek, “Comparison  
of Mortality Rates in Different Categories of Pigs and Cattle during Transport for Slaughter”, Acta Veterinaria Brno issue 
76(8), 2007; Krzysztof Tereszkiewicz, Piotr Molenda, Kazimierz Pokrywka, Bartosz Bukała, Dariusz Kusz, “Transport drobiu 
rzeźnego”, Autobusy 3/2013.

37   Anna Grontkowska, Monika Gębska, “Wybrane zagadnienia przewozu zwierząt i ich załadunku w gospodarstwie  
w ocenie rolników”, Roczniki Naukowe Ekonomii Rolnictwa i Rozwoju Obszarów Wiejskich, v. 104, no. 4, 2017.
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3.3. Assessment of animal welfare during transport by animal welfare organisations

Animal welfare organisations have a varying perspectives on monitoring compliance 
with welfare requirements concerning transported animals, and employ different 
methodologies. They focus primarily on interventions and specific examples of welfare 
violations. Such organisations often raise the issue of journeys involving selected species, 
or genera, of animals (lambs, calves, horses, carp) or those carried out in specific 
conditions, such as transport by sea, or journeys lasting over eight hours or 24-hour 
transport. These are intended to emblematically indicate that the transport of animals 
entails violation of their welfare.

For example, an article from a daily newspaper published in 2016 notes: “According 
to a recent report by animal welfare organisations, the EU legislation on live animal 
transport currently in force is systematically violated. Poland is the third largest exporter 
of unweaned calves in Europe. The term refers to animals that should still be fed their 
mothers’ milk. Young calves are considered a »side product of milk production«”.  
“The investigation” was carried out between 2014 and 2016, covered three transporters 
and examined 10 journeys of unweaned calves and lambs between European Union 
countries; the article reports that “in each case irregularities were found.” The article 
continues: “None of the inspected transporters had appropriate equipment for watering 
young animals nor proper food for unweaned calves and lambs – the animals were 
therefore not fed”.38

38   “Polska na trzecim miejscu w niechlubnym rankingu. W transporcie zwierząt nie są przestrzegane normy UE”,  
https://wyborcza.pl as of 13.10.2016, https://wyborcza.pl/7,148125,20829599,polska-na-trzecim-miejscu-wniechlubnym-
rankingu-w-transporcie.html.

https://wyborcza.pl as of 13.10.2016, https://wyborcza.pl/7,148125,20829599,polska-na-trzecim-miejscu-wniechlubnym-rankingu-w-transporcie.html
https://wyborcza.pl as of 13.10.2016, https://wyborcza.pl/7,148125,20829599,polska-na-trzecim-miejscu-wniechlubnym-rankingu-w-transporcie.html
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Another study was conducted by the German Animal Welfare Foundation (AWF). 
According to one source, over the course of three years (2016-2019) the AWF 
“inspected 17 lamb transports from Romania, Hungary and Poland to Italy, where lamb  
is a luxury product [...].” The results of the investigation revealed “not only the enormous 
suffering to which the transported animals are exposed as a result of the negligence 
and shortcomings on the part of the transport companies, but also the impunity  
of the transporters.” The article gives further examples: “The design of the vehicles does 
not ensure the safety of animals – sometimes limbs are stuck in the ground or the head  
is caught between the divider and the side of the vehicle for hours on end. The main  
cause of suffering during long-distance journeys is hunger. There are no breaks  
to check on the condition of the animals or to feed and water them. Weak and prematurely 
weaned animals are transported, which means that they should still drink their mother’s  
milk or be fed with a milk substitute. The maximum [allowable] journey time for 
unweaned animals is 19 hours, i.e. 10 hours less than the actual time they spend  
in transport. The vehicles are overcrowded, the animals travel jammed, in an unnatural 
position, unable to lie down and rest”.39

A third example concerns the material published in 2020 regarding summer transport 
and the issue of “heat stress” and dehydration of animals, especially on long routes.  
It also notes the lack of controls: “a few weeks ago, the Russian Federation announced 
that there are no functioning checkpoints for animal transports on its territory!  
This means that they are simply not monitored. [...] Organisations warn that once 
transports leave the EU, animal welfare levels drop dramatically. In itself, transporting 
cows from Germany to Uzbekistan seems like an extremely long journey. However, 
when you add in all the additional welfare-affecting factors, such as high temperatures,  
it is horrific! Many of the animals in these transports endure suffering and are at a high 
risk of dying in agony”.40

39   Joanna Studzińska, “Ostatnia droga baranka, czyli drastyczne warunki w międzynarodowym transporcie jagniąt”, 
www.otwarteklatki.pl as of 11.04.2020, https://www.otwarteklatki.pl/blog/ostatnia-droga-baranka-czyli-drastyczne-warunki-
w-miedzynarodowym-transporcie-jagniat.

40   Paweł Artyfikiewicz, “Transport zwierząt w upał sprawia cierpienie! #StopHeatSuffering”, https://viva.org.pl as of 
18.06.2020, https://viva.org.pl/stop-heat-suffering/.

https://www.otwarteklatki.pl/blog/ostatnia-droga-baranka-czyli-drastyczne-warunki-w-miedzynarodowym-transporcie-jagniat
https://www.otwarteklatki.pl/blog/ostatnia-droga-baranka-czyli-drastyczne-warunki-w-miedzynarodowym-transporcie-jagniat
https://viva.org.pl
https://viva.org.pl/stop-heat-suffering/
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Naturally, the question usually arises as to what extent the bad practices revealed  
by animal welfare organisations are rarities, especially in view of the Veterinary Inspection 
statistics, and whether they are the result of systemic violations of animal welfare  
in transport. It should be noted that further, more or less, drastic cases of violations are 
also revealed by the media thanks to routine checks by the Road Transport Inspection.41

Organisations sometimes question the official statistics, claiming that they fail to capture 
all violations, especially the more drastic cases or higher mortality and morbidity rates. 
A good example would be the discussion around the welfare of cattle exported by sea 
from Australia, where officially-reported mortality rates tend to remain below 1%, with 
occasional increases to 26% or even 77%, as established by the Australian Veterinary 
Journal in 2015. It follows that the animal welfare picture can vary greatly depending  
on the approach and the extent of the data analysed. As a result, there are many 
indications that animal transport is an important factor shaping the overall perception 
of the situation of farmed animals in terms of their welfare.

41   For example: “Skandaliczny transport bydła. W ciężarówkach martwe cielęta”, www.polsatnews.pl as of 26.07.2019, 
https://www.polsatnews.pl/wiadomosc/2019-07-26/skandaliczny-transport-bydla-w-ciezarowkach-martwe-cieleta/; “ 
4,5 tony za dużo żywego drobiu”, www.cargonews.pl as of 8.09.2019, https://www.cargonews.pl/45-tony-za-duzo-
zywego-drobiu/; Beata Gliwka, “Człuchów. Przewoził 4 tysiące sztuk drobiu. Został zatrzymany przez Inspekcję Transportu 
Drogowego”, https://czluchow.naszemiasto.pl as of 21.07.2017, https://czluchow.naszemiasto.pl/czluchow-przewozil-4-
tysiace-sztuk-drobiu-zostal-zatrzymany/ar/c8-4191540.

http://www.polsatnews.pl
https://www.polsatnews.pl/wiadomosc/2019-07-26/skandaliczny-transport-bydla-w-ciezarowkach-martwe-cieleta/
http://www.cargonews.pl
https://www.cargonews.pl/45-tony-za-duzo-zywego-drobiu/
https://www.cargonews.pl/45-tony-za-duzo-zywego-drobiu/
https://czluchow.naszemiasto.pl
https://czluchow.naszemiasto.pl/czluchow-przewozil-4-tysiace-sztuk-drobiu-zostal-zatrzymany/ar/c8-4191540
https://czluchow.naszemiasto.pl/czluchow-przewozil-4-tysiace-sztuk-drobiu-zostal-zatrzymany/ar/c8-4191540


TRANSPORT OF ANIMALS FOR ECONOMIC PURPOSES IN POLAND38

ANIMAL TRANSPORT IN 20204

In 2020, with the outbreak of the COVID-19 epidemic, and the consequent temporary 
border closure and national lockdown, the issue of animal transport acquired significance 
in at least a few aspects. Firstly, in March, there were numerous reports of transported 
animals, that had been stranded at Poland’s borders.42 The Border Guard urged drivers 
to allow these vehicles to pass, and a special border crossing point was opened. It was 
also announced that according to the provisions of the Regulation of the Minister of the 
Interior and Administration of 2 July 2019 “on border control, live animals, perishable 
goods and all other goods requiring immediate transportation” may be cleared at border 
crossings out of turn. However, no more precise information on the possible scale  
of welfare violations of transported animals in lockdown conditions is available.

The second issue is the extent to which the outbreak has affected ongoing roadside 
and veterinary checks on animal transports, including places of loading and unloading. 
While no complete data is currently available, it is certain that many restrictions and 
procedures for various types of controls have been liberalised. For instance, the European 
Union adapted certain rules for different transport sectors “to help companies and 
authorities cope in the extraordinary circumstances created by the coronavirus crisis. 
Today [20.05.2020], the Council adopted temporary measures enabling the extension 
of the validity of certain certificates and licences in road, rail and waterborne transport,  
and relaxing the rules on charging ships for the use of port infrastructures”.43

42   ”Straż Graniczna apeluje do kierowców tirów w Świecku o przepuszczanie transportów żywych zwierząt”, https://
forsal.pl as of 18.03.2020, https://forsal.pl/artykuly/1461647,straz-graniczna-apeluje-do-kierowcow-tirow-w-swiecku-o-
przepuszczanie-transportow-zywych-zwierzat.html; "Koszmar na granicach. Przepuśćcie transport żywych zwierząt", 
https://motoryzacja.interia.pl as of 18.03.2020, https://motoryzacja.interia.pl/wiadomosci/news-koszmar-na-granicach-
przepusccie-transport-zywych-zwierzat,nId,4389147; Robert Jurszo, "Umierają w tych samochodach. Koronawirus 
zatrzymał na granicach transporty zwierząt", https://oko.press as of 30.03.2020,
https://oko.press/umieraja-w-tych-samochodach-koronawirus-zatrzymal-na-granicach-transporty-zwierzat/.

43   “Covid-19 a transport: Rada uelastycznia przepisy o licencjach i usługach portowych”, www.consilium.europa.eu as of 
20.05.2020, https://www.consilium.europa.eu/pl/press/press-releases/2020/05/20/covid-19-transport-measures-council-
adopts-temporary-flexibility-for-licences-and-port-services/.

https://forsal.pl
https://forsal.pl
https://forsal.pl/artykuly/1461647,straz-graniczna-apeluje-do-kierowcow-tirow-w-swiecku-o-przepuszczanie-transportow-zywych-zwierzat.html
https://forsal.pl/artykuly/1461647,straz-graniczna-apeluje-do-kierowcow-tirow-w-swiecku-o-przepuszczanie-transportow-zywych-zwierzat.html
https://motoryzacja.interia.pl
https://motoryzacja.interia.pl/wiadomosci/news-koszmar-na-granicach-przepusccie-transport-zywych-zwierzat,nId,4389147
https://motoryzacja.interia.pl/wiadomosci/news-koszmar-na-granicach-przepusccie-transport-zywych-zwierzat,nId,4389147
https://oko.press
https://oko.press/umieraja-w-tych-samochodach-koronawirus-zatrzymal-na-granicach-transporty-zwierzat/
http://www.consilium.europa.eu
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/pl/press/press-releases/2020/05/20/covid-19-transport-measures-council-adopts-temporary-flexibility-for-licences-and-port-services/
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/pl/press/press-releases/2020/05/20/covid-19-transport-measures-council-adopts-temporary-flexibility-for-licences-and-port-services/
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Finally, it could be asked whether the lockdown, from an economic point of view,  
has affected the scale of animal transport. This impact appears to be minimal in the 
case of Polish foreign trade. In 2020, animal export declined by 2.6% in terms of weight 
and import by 0.1% relative to 2019 (Table 13). Treating imports and exports together, 
the decrease in Polish turnover in international trade in live animals amounted to 0.5%  
– a relatively inconsiderable amount. The most severely affected were the bird trade 
and the import of piglets for contract fattening, commonly affected by upward and 
downward fluctuations in international trade and with one recent example being  
between 2019 and 2018.

Additionally, it should be noted that the observed decline in poultry exports and imports 
may not be due to the COVID-19 epidemic alone, but also by the effects of “bird flu”, 
which Poland had already suffered on a mass scale towards the end of 2019. The loss  
of disease-free status resulted in restrictions being placed on export, which were in place 
even before Poland was hit by the COVID-19 outbreak.44

Moreover, taking into account the volume of trade not only in live animals, but also  
in animal products (including meat) between 2020 and 2019, imports declined by 0.2%, 
but exports increased by 1.1%. 

These figures are all the more surprising as numerous analyses, as well as information 
from the industry had previously claimed that Poland was facing a collapse in poultry 
production. The “Strategy for the Poultry Meat Industry for 2021” adopted in the 
second half of August 2020 reads: “Foreign trade in Polish poultry meat and its products 
in the first half of 2020 was under very high pressure resulting from the outbreak  
of avian influenza in December 2019 and the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020, which,  
albeit with some delay, brought about the collapse of the Polish poultry sector”.45 
Meanwhile, despite the trade in live birds alone declining in 2020 relative to 2019, poultry 
meat exports for 2020 increased by 1.6%.

As far as domestic animal transport is concerned, no precise data are yet available. 
However, it can be stated with a certain degree of certainty that if there has been  
a decrease in livestock production, and thus in the volume of animal transport, it has 
been rather small.

44   “Coraz więcej krajów nie chce polskich kurczaków. Kolejne państwo wstrzymuje import”, businessinsider.com.pl as of 
13.01.2020, https://businessinsider.com.pl/wiadomosci/ptasia-grypa-zakaz-importu-drobiu-z-polski-przez-zea/w8z64p2.

45   “Strategia dla branży produkcji mięsa drobiowego na rok 2021”, as of 28.08.2020, https://bip.kowr.gov.pl/uploads/pliki/
fundusze/fpmd/strategia_fpmd_2021_uchw7_2020.pdf.

https://businessinsider.com.pl/wiadomosci/ptasia-grypa-zakaz-importu-drobiu-z-polski-przez-zea/w8z64p2
https://bip.kowr.gov.pl/uploads/pliki/fundusze/fpmd/strategia_fpmd_2021_uchw7_2020.pdf
https://bip.kowr.gov.pl/uploads/pliki/fundusze/fpmd/strategia_fpmd_2021_uchw7_2020.pdf
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Table 13. Animal transport in Polish international trade in quantitative (weight) terms between 2019 and 
2020 – a comparison (according to Statistics Poland).

Species  
and genus  
of animals

Export Import

2019 2020 Difference 2019 2020 Difference 

in kg in % in kg in %

Horses and 
equidae 3 358 419 4 080 313 21.5 60 544 117 011 93.3

Cattle 14 038 891 16 251 866 15.8 32 996 713 29 945 039 -9.2

Pigs 8 443 686 5 532 080 -34.5 213 117 699 221 258 163 3.8

Sheep and goats 867 394 505 392 -41.7 76 151 40 878 -46.3

Birds 34 539 066 33 640 395 -2.6 115 510 304 110 210 332 -4.6

Fish 1 005 944 841 554 -16.3 1 954 587 1 788 933 -8.5

Other animals 2 567 419 2 290 700 -10.8 596 109 593 787 -0.4

Total 64 820 819 63 142 300 -2.6 364 312 107 363 954 143 -0.1
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1. Over the last 60 years, worldwide animal trade and transport have grown significantly, 
in both relative and absolute terms. An increasing number of animals are transported, 
mainly by road transport, within the territory of individual countries, as well as in 
terms of international exchange.

2. Currently, about 2.2 billion animals are transported internationally each year, with 
the number constantly increasing. Significantly, 73% of all trade is attributable  
to exports to and imports from European Union countries (2019).

3. A significant increase in such transport has also been observed in Poland, and this 
rise became particularly evident after Poland’s accession to the European Union  
in 2004. The increase in meat production (more generally: animal production),  
changes in the organisation of animal farming (such as its concentration) and the 
lifting of a number of international trade restrictions had a notable impact. 

4. Over 90% of journeys involving live animals in Poland occur internally, about 4% 
are related to imports and exports, with transit accounting for only a small part  
– presumably around 1%. The vast majority of animals are transported by truck. 

5. On the domestic market, in terms of weight, birds account for over 50% of total 
transport, followed by pigs and cattle, which represent 34% and 15%, respectively. 
Fish and small ruminants account for a tiny proportion. In international trade, birds 
and pigs are also the major groups.

6. The total weight of animals transported in Poland amounts to ca. 11 million tonnes 
per year. In 2019, this number included: 1.9 million head of cattle, 21 million pigs, 
around 1.2 billion birds, over 13 million edible fish (excluding aquarium fish) and 
hundreds of thousands of other animals intended mainly for slaughter. Most of these 
animals are transported numerous times (at least two) during their relatively short life.

7. Since 2004, Polish turnover on the international market has increased considerably; 
in addition, livestock imports have begun to largely dominate over exports.  
Poland became one of the key EU countries in the live animal trade, ranking fourth 
(after Netherlands, Germany and Belgium) in terms of the total number of imported 
and exported animals. 

5 SUMMARY
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8. Regarding imports, Denmark is a major supplier, accounting for over 52% of the 
trade (in terms of weight), which is almost entirely attributable to the transport 
of pigs intended for contract fattening. Germany dominates in terms of exports, 
accounting for almost 49% of the total (weightwise), of which 92% is poultry.  
In Poland, the international livestock trade is conducted mainly between neighbouring 
and/or EU countries. Lebanon, where Polish cattle is exported, is an exception.

9. The evaluations of animal welfare violations that occur during transport (including 
loading and unloading) point to contradictory conclusions. On the one hand, audits 
and controls indicate that only a relatively small percentage of journeys (certainly 
less than 1%) entail animals’ deaths, injuries, diseases or general welfare violations; 
these are typically due to excessively long journeys, inappropriate vehicle equipment, 
overcrowded vehicles, a lack of or defective documentation concerning animals, 
among others. However, on the other hand, various sources suggest that, while 
the mortality rate of transported animals is not high (and consistently declining),  
the overall condition of the animals deteriorates as a result of transport,  
and a significant percentage of injuries can be seen. A Polish study revealed that 
almost 58% of fattening pigs and about 25% of birds suffered from injuries such 
as wounds, bruises and dislocations, as a result of transport. Pigs were found  
to be transported in highly-crowded spaces in almost 32% of cases. An independent 
analysis of data obtained during monitoring of live animal transports by the Road 
Transport Inspections showed that irregularities were found in 16% to over 30%  
of inspected cases, depending on the year.

10. Therefore, it is even more vital that independent investigations are conducted 
by animal welfare organizations. Their findings highlight the fact that numerous 
transports pose a high risk of mortality and morbidity, which are not always reflected 
in the statistics. Random monitoring of long-distance transports of certain genera 
and species of animals (for example lambs and calves) has proven that animal welfare 
violations are present, to a lesser or greater extent, in most, if not all of the cases.
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11. The number of animal welfare violations is related to several factors, including journey 
length and time, deterioration of weather conditions (high and low temperatures are 
both dangerous for animals) and the stocking density in transport (both too high 
and too sparse a density can be dangerous). In addition, the technical condition and 
equipment of the vehicle, the logistics behind the journey and the need for drivers  
to be properly trained are also crucial factors. Some studies suggest that,  
surprisingly, short routes may entail greater damage to the animals’ condition, possibly 
due to the quality of local roads, for example. Consequently, it seems crucial – in the 
authors’ opinion – that attention be paid not only to the duration of the journey  
(“up to” or “over” eight hours) and the issue of international animal trade, but also 
to the need for a drastic reduction in the number of journeys involving live animals.

Gorzów Wlkp. – Poznań, 28.02.2021



TRANSPORT OF ANIMALS FOR ECONOMIC PURPOSES IN POLAND44

This study published by ZOBSiE was commissioned by Stowarzyszenie Otwarte 
Klatki as part of the Stop The Trucks campaign. 

For the purpose of ensuring scientific merit, ZOBSiE undertook the study 
independently, protecting content from interference by third parties.

The study is covered by the Creative Commons – Attribution-NonCommercial-
NoDerivatives 3.0 Poland license.

To learn more about the license, visit the following website: 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/pl/legalcode

CC

JAROSŁAW URBAŃSKI
A sociologist with more than 30 years of experience in conducting field studies for 
private companies, public institutions, local authorities, etc. He has been affiliated  
with Zachodni Ośrodek Badań Społecznych i Ekonomicznych since its establishment.

PHOTOGRAPHS
Photographs on pages 1, 4, 8, 14, 16, 18, 19, 23, 25, 27, 29,  

31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 40, 42, 43 courtesy of Andrew Skowron

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/pl/legalcode

