
For our Environment

Non-Chemical Alternatives: 

The Legal Perspective

Annika Schlötelburg

German Environment Agency
Section IV 1.4
Health Pests and their Control



2

Non-Chemical Alternatives: The Legal Perspective

05 Feb 2020 2. NoCheRo-Workshop Brussels

User 
safety

Efficacy

Protection
of non-
target 

animals

How are rodent traps 
regulated in the EU?

Animal
Welfare



305 Feb 2020 2. NoCheRo-Workshop Brussels

Treaty of Lisbon amending the Treaty on European Union and the Treaty 
establishing the European Community

Article 13

In formulating and implementing the Union's agriculture, fisheries, transport,
internal market, research and technological development and space policies,
the Union and the Member States shall, since animals are sentient beings, pay
full regard to the welfare requirements of animals, while respecting the
legislative or administrative provisions and customs of the Member States
relating in particular to religious rites, cultural traditions and regional heritage.
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German Animal Protection Act

Article 4 

…killing may only be carried out with no more than unavoidable pain.

• No authorization of traps in Germany. It is a post-hoc decision:

• Local veterinary authority decides on case-by-case basis (professional 
pest control) 

• Non-professional users can be made afterwards responsible for animal 
cruelty

• No criteria for humaneness of traps; no central decisions
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• Approval of traps by the Swedish 

Environmental Protection Agency

• For traps of martens, polecats, mink, 

stoats, weasels, beavers, squirrels, wild 

rabbits, moles, voles, muskrats, 

lemmings, rats, mice, shrews and 

grouse.

• Aim: only the trapping devices that are 

safe for humans and property, selective 

and do not expose wild animals to 

unnecessary suffering are used.
www.Naturvardsverket.se

Example: Regulation of traps in Sweden

Animal
Welfare
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Test of killing devices: 

• 12 animals of intended species 

• in laboratory if possible, 

otherwise in the field

• Test situation corresponds to 

natural conditions

• 80% of rats and mice must be 

unconscious in 45 s

• killed or captured animals X-rayed 

and an autopsy carried out

www.Naturvardsverket.se

Animal
Welfare
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www.globalanimallaw.org 
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Rodents used in experiments

Directive 2010/63/EU

Article 6: Methods of killing

1.   Member States shall ensure that animals are killed with minimum pain, 
suffering and distress.

2.   Member States shall ensure that animals are killed in the establishment of a 
breeder, supplier or user, by a competent person.
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Fur-delivering animals

Council Regulation (EEC) No 3254/91 of 4 November 1991 

prohibiting the use of leghold traps in the Community and the introduction into 
the Community of pelts and manufactured goods of certain wild animal species 
originating in countries which catch them by means of leghold traps or trapping 
methods which do not meet international humane trapping standards.
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Agreement on International Humane Trapping Standards (AIHTS) 

• between the EU, Canada and the 

Russian Federation (with a similar 

agreement with the United States); 

since 2008 

• Testing and certifying humane 

methods of trapping wild (fur-

delivering) animals 

• Prohibition of the use of non-certified 

traps (if certified traps for the target 

species are available)
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Agreement on International Humane Trapping Standards (AIHTS) 
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Criteria for killing traps:

• 80% of min. 12 individuals of the target species are irreversibly unconscious 

and insensible within the time limit.
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Protection
of non-
target 

animals

Bird Directive 2009/147/EC 

• prohibits activities that directly threaten bird species 

listed in Annex III.

Habitat Directive 92/43/EEC 

• prohibits all types of capture or killing of the species 

listed in Annex II. 
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Bird Directive 2009/147/EC 

prohibits activities that directly threaten bird species listed 

in Annex III.

Habitat Directive 92/43/EEC 

prohibits all types of capture or killing of the species listed 

in Annex II. 

“However, there is no indication that (glue) traps would 

pose any significant risk to the conservation status of any 

of these species.” 



Example: Glue traps
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• House mice and rats = not protected 

species under the Habitat Directive 

92/43/EEC

• No indication that glue traps pose 

significant risks to the conservation 

status of species listed in the Bird or 

Habitat Directives

• EU Member States shall pay full regard 

to animal welfare requirements (Article 

13, Treaty of Lisbon), but animal welfare 

concerns regarding glue traps are not 

covered by EU legislation →Member 

States



Directive 2001/95/EC on general product safety

It is the responsibility of businesses and national authorities to ensure that only safe 

products are for sale. 

Businesses must

• only place products which are safe on the market

• inform consumers of any risks associated with the products they supply 

National authorities must

• check and ensure product safety legislation and rules are applied by 

manufacturers and business chains
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Efficacy

General:

• No data required for traps 

• Authorization of biocide products requires proof of efficacy

Exemption:

German Infection Protection Act §18:

To protect human beings from diseases, procedures of officially 

ordered measures against health pests must have been 

recognized by the competent higher federal authority.

• UBA tests traps on animal welfare and efficacy (comparable to 

NoCheRo Guidance)
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Welfare of pest rodents depends on 
each EU-country and its different laws, 
civil codes and constitutional principles.

Killing of laboratory rats and mice and 
traps for fur-delivering animals are 
regulated by EU Directives or 
Regulations.

Welfare of trapped pest rodents is not 
sufficiently regulated by all EU-
countries.
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The Bird and Habitat Directives
prohibit the killing of protected
species. 

However, it is assumed that the
application of [glue] traps has no
relevant effect on the populations of
these species.
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User safety is regulated by the
Directive on General Product Safety. 

Depending on the type of the trap, 
specific decrees must be considered
(e.g, for the use in sewers, electronic 
devices etc.).
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Generally, no data on efficacy
necessary.

In special cases (German Infection
Protection Act), efficacy of traps must 
be proven.
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Welfare of pest rodents depends on each 
EU-country and its different laws, civil 
codes and constitutional principles.

Killing of laboratory rats and mice and 
traps for fur-delivering animals are 
regulated by EU Directives or 
Regulations.

Welfare of trapped pest rodents is not 
sufficiently regulated by all EU-countries.

The Bird and Habitat Directives prohibit
the killing of protected species. 

However, it is assumed that the
application of traps has no relevant 
effect on the populations of these
species.

User safety is regulated by the Directive
on General Product Safety. 

Depending on the type of the trap, 
specific decrees must be considered
(e.g, for the use in sewers, electronic 
devices etc.).

Generally, no data on efficacy
necessary.

In special cases (German Infection
Protection Act), efficacy of traps must 
be proven.

How are rodent traps 
regulated in the EU?



2.11.2016 FB IV Seminar 22

Thanks a lot for your
attention!
Annika Schlötelburg

Annika.schloetelburg@uba.de

www.uba.de


