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ANNEX 4 

INVESTIGATION REPORT INTO ALLEGED NON-COMPLIANCE WITH 
ESCAS ANIMAL WELFARE PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND TARGETS: 

INTERNATIONAL LIVESTOCK EXPORT PTY LTD AT ABATTOIR 4 

SUMMARY 

Abattoir 4 is part of the approved Exporter Supply Chain Assurance System (ESCAS) of 
International Livestock Export Pty Ltd (ILE). The cattle in the video footage are highly likely 
to have been sourced from Australia. 

The investigation finds that the video footage shows 23 slaughter practices that are non-
compliant with ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and targets. 

The investigation recommends that the Secretary take regulatory action with regard to ILE. 

The investigation makes four observations. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

This is the report of an investigation into allegations made by Animals Australia to the 
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry (DAFF), of non-compliance with the 
animal welfare performance measures and targets of the approved ESCAS. The investigation 
identified that International Livestock Export Pty Ltd (ILE) has an approved ESCAS at 
abattoir 4. For the purposes of this investigation the abattoir at which the non-compliances 
were alleged to have occurred is named ‘Abattoir 4’.  

2. SOURCES OF INFORMATION 

1. Formal complaint and video footage sent to DAFF by Animals Australia 

2. Analysis of the video footage by RSPCA Australia 

3. Animal welfare assessment of the video footage by DAFF Animal Welfare Branch and 
the Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer 

4. ESCAS documentation previously provided by ILE 

5. Report from ILE including: 

o summary report of their internal investigation 

o analysis of the video footage 

o number of cattle exported under ESCAS (including breakdown by consignment and 
abattoir) 

o audit reports 

o list of cattle slaughtered in Abattoir 4 

o standard operating procedures (SOPs) for Abattoir 4 

o report from ILE’s Senior Technical Adviser 

o actions taken by ILE in response to the video footage. 
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6. Independent audit report. 

3. EVALUATION OF INFORMATION 

3.1. Complaint and video footage from Animals Australia 

The video footage made at Abattoir 4 shows the slaughter without stunning of four cattle, 
using what appears to be a Mark 4 slaughter restraint box without a mechanical head restraint. 

The video footage shows that Abattoir 4 also contains what appears to be an unmodified 
Mark 1 slaughter restraint box, although this is not seen to be used. 

Each animal is identified by a large green plastic eartag consistent with those used by ILE and 
their importer. The individual animal identification number cannot be seen on the video 
footage. 

The cattle breed appears to be consistent with cattle sourced from Australia, although this 
cannot be taken to be a definitive point of identification. 

3.2. Animal welfare assessment of the video footage by DAFF Animal Welfare Branch and 
the Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer 

Officers from the DAFF Animal Welfare Branch, and the Office of the Chief Veterinary 
Officer reviewed the video footage against ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and 
targets. These performance measures and targets are on the DAFF website at daff.gov.au 
/__data/assets/word_doc/0004/2133445/Guidance-on-Meeting-OIE-Code-Animal-Welfare-
Outcomes-for-Cattle-and-Buffalo.doc. 

The cattle seen in the video footage could not be identified by their eartag number, and so 
were given identification numbers by this investigation. 

The assessment of the video footage by DAFF Animal Welfare Branch and the Office of the 
Chief Veterinary Officer shows multiple non-compliances against several aspects of ESCAS 
animal welfare performance measures and targets. The full text of the Animal Welfare Branch 
and the Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer review is at Appendix B. 

This investigation used the animal welfare assessment to compile a table of compliance, or 
non-compliance against ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and targets. The result 
is set out at Table 1. 
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Table 1: Assessment of the video footage against animal welfare performance measures and 
targets 

Animal welfare performance 
measure or target 

Compliant or non-compliant 
Animal ID 

03 04 09 10 
1.10 Livestock are not subjected to 

procedures that cause pain and 
suffering 

Not assessed Not assessed Not assessed Non-
compliant 

6.1 Slaughter of livestock is carried 
out calmly and effectively 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant Inconclusive Non-

compliant 
6.3  The method of restraint 

employed is appropriate for the 
size and class of livestock being 
slaughtered 

Non-
compliant Not assessed Not assessed Not assessed 

6.4 Animals are presented for 
slaughter without being unduly 
stressed 

Not assessed Not assessed Not assessed Non-
compliant 

6.6 The head is restrained for as 
short a time as possible prior to 
sticking, and in no case for 
longer than 10 seconds 

Non- 
compliant 

Non-
compliant Not assessed Non-

compliant 

6.8 The head of the animal is kept 
in extension to prevent the 
edges of the wounds touching 
until the animal is dead 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant Inconclusive 

6.9 The method of restraint 
employed is working effectively 

Non -
compliant Not assessed Not assessed Non-

compliant 
6.12 The throat is cut using a single, 

deep, uninterrupted fast stroke 
of the knife 

Non-
compliant Not assessed Not assessed Not assessed 

6.14 Death, indicated by cessation of 
pulsatile bleeding and lack of 
corneal reflex and lack of 
rhythmic breathing, is assured 
before performing any other 
procedures 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

6.15 Animals must not have water 
thrown on them or be 
otherwise disturbed prior to 
confirmed death 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Non-
compliant 

Note: The video did not show the full slaughter process for all four head of cattle; therefore, 
some animal welfare performance measures or targets cannot be assessed at all, and some 
cannot be assessed for all cattle. In the latter case, the cell has the entry ‘Not assessed’. 

There are a total of 23 non-compliances. 

3.3. ESCAS documentation previously provided by ILE 
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ILE submitted an initial audit report to DAFF as part of the documentation for their initial 
ESCAS assessment. The audit report noted that slaughter without stunning occurred at 
Abattoir D. The audit noted no non-compliances relating to animal welfare. 

3.4. Report from ILE 

On 12 March 2012, DAFF received a reply from ILE to a Directions Letter DAFF had sent on 
1 March 2012. The Directions Letter requested information about an abattoir included in one 
of their export supply chains that DAFF had identified as a possible match for the abattoir 
seen in the video footage. In their reply, ILE 

o confirmed that the video footage shows Abattoir 4, an abattoir DAFF had approved as 
part of the ESCAS application they had submitted 

o stated that Abattoir 4 is equipped with a ‘copy Mark 4’ slaughter restraint box as well as 
an unmodified Mark 1 slaughter restraint box that is not used. 

– the presence of a copy Mark 4 slaughter restraint box in which slaughter occurs 
without stunning is consistent with the video footage and the independent audit 
report submitted by ILE as part of their ESCAS application. 

ILE analysis of the video footage 
ILE accepted that elements of animal handling and infrastructure shown in the video footage 
are unacceptable, do not comply with the requirements of ESCAS, and require immediate 
improvement. 

Cattle sent to Abattoir 4 
ILE stated that between 7 December 2011 and 29 February 2012, cattle from six approved 
consignments were slaughtered in Abattoir 4. ILE believes ‘there is doubt’ about the origin of 
the animals seen being slaughtered in the video footage. 

ILE stated that 31 cattle exported from Australia were slaughtered in Abattoir 4 during 24–26 
January 2012, the period during which Animals Australia said the video footage was made. 
ILE provided documents indicating that 14 domestic cattle were slaughtered in Abattoir 4 
during the same period. 

Standard operating procedures 
ILE stated that a lack of adherence to SOPs at Abattoir 4 led to the non-compliances seen in 
the video footage. ILE believes that the number of animals in the video footage is a small 
proportion of the total daily slaughter at Abattoir 4, and so there is insufficient evidence to 
conclude that there are systemic failures to comply with ESCAS animal welfare performance 
measures and targets requirements. 

ILE provided an English translation Abattoir 4’s SOPs which DAFF reviewed and compared 
with the ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and targets. The translated SOPs do 
not adequately provide for a quality management system that would reliably meet the 
checklist requirements.  

 

3.5. ILE actions and outcomes 
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On 29 February 2012, ILE informed DAFF that on 27 February 2012 they had suspended the 
use of Abattoir 4. 

ILE had arranged for their own Senior Technical Adviser for Feedlot and Abattoir Quality 
Assurance and Animal Welfare to inspect Abattoir 4 on 20 February 2012, which is after the 
video footage had been made (24–26 January 2012), but before Animals Australia had sent it 
to DAFF (23 February 2012). The adviser completed a visit report and checklist that 
identified a number of points at which Abattoir 4’s performance was excellent or compliant. 
However, the adviser identified a number of points which required improvement, and work 
had commenced on a number of these before 1 March 2012, including but not limited to the 
following: 

o restraining device requires head restraint to be installed 

o manual head restraint is at times incorrect and excessive 

o training of staff could be improved 

o no daily animal welfare checklists being used 

o no standard operational procedures available for staff to follow 

o cattle radio frequency identification (RFID) tags were not being scanned at the point of 
slaughter 

ILE has informed DAFF that they will not supply Abattoir 4 with cattle sourced from 
Australia until a mechanical head restraint is installed for the Mark 4 slaughter restraint box. 
ILE has further informed DAFF that hydraulic head restraints will be installed in all Mark 4 
slaughter restraint boxes operated by the importer by 31 May 2012, and that they have 
suspended the supply of cattle to abattoirs operating these slaughter restraint boxes without 
head restraint. 

Slaughter with stunning will be introduced at Abattoir 4 once modifications to the existing 
Mark 1 slaughter restraint box have been completed. 

ILE have advised DAFF of the following actions undertaken by them up until 30 April 2012 
in regard to their ESCAS for this importer: 

o converting another abattoir to undertake slaughter with stunning where slaughter 
without stunning was previously practiced 

o installing head restraints on Mark 4 boxes used elsewhere in their ESCAS 

o employing a Senior Technical Advisor and five Animal Welfare Officers, who will be 
conducting regular reviews and assessments of facilities within the ESCAS. A further 
three Animal Welfare Officers are currently under training. 

o closed circuit television has been installed in Abattoir 4 and four other facilities within 
the ESCAS. 

o commitment to install closed circuit television in all facilities within the ESCAS 

o Animal Welfare Officers are present in each abattoir under the SOP. 

3.6. Independent audit report 

Abattoir 4 was independently audited on 25–26 October 2011. The auditor assessed every 
relevant aspect of the audit checklist, including slaughter without stunning, as compliant. 
Based on the outcome of the audit, the auditor was satisfied that Abattoir 4: 
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‘…has in place arrangements to ensure that livestock imported from Australia will be treated 
during the transportation, handling, slaughter and all related operations in accordance with the 
relevant OIE recommendations’. 

4. FINDINGS 

4.1 Is the abattoir part of an approved ESCAS? 

ILE confirmed that Abattoir 4 seen in the video footage is included in its approved ESCAS 
applications. 

4.2 Were the cattle sourced from Australia? 

As noted above, ILE stated that between 7 December 2011 and 29 February 2012, cattle from 
six approved consignments were slaughtered in Abattoir 4. ILE is not certain of the origin of 
the animals seen slaughtered in the video footage. 

Animals Australia gave DAFF the number printed on a green eartag that they claimed one of 
the exporters uses to identify their cattle slaughtered at one of the abattoirs seen in the video 
footage. The exporter proved to DAFF that the number on this eartag showed that it was not 
used on an animal slaughtered during 24–26 January when the video footage was made. 
However, given that each head of cattle seen in the video footage is identified by a green 
plastic eartag consistent with the type provided by ILE to their importer, it is highly likely that 
the cattle seen in the video footage were sourced from Australia. 

4.3 Is there any non-compliance with ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and 
targets? 

Officers from DAFF’s Animal Welfare Branch and the Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer 
assessed the video footage. They identified 23 non-compliances against several items of the 
ESCAS animal welfare performance measures and targets. This number of non-compliances, 
and the non-compliance with animal welfare performance measures and targets 6.1, 6.14 and 
6.15 for all four head of cattle, indicate a systemic loss of control over animal welfare, to the 
degree that it is likely that other cattle slaughtered in Abattoir 4 were subject to the same non-
compliances. 

The slaughter practices seen on the footage are consistent with the report provided by ILE 
from their Senior Technical Adviser who inspected Abattoir 4. 

4.4 Is there any non-compliance with other aspects of ESCAS? 

Control 
Twenty three non-compliances in total, and the non-compliance with performance measures 
and targets 6.1, 6.14 and 6.15 for all four cattle, indicate a systemic loss of control over 
animal welfare. The fact that these animal welfare non-compliances were detected by an 
external party, not by ILE’s internal quality control procedures, indicates reduced control over 
ILE’s approved ESCAS. 

Traceability 
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ILE provided documentation detailing the movements of cattle to abattoirs within the 
approved ESCAS under investigation. There is no indication of a loss of traceability within 
the approved supply chain.  

4.5 Is there reason for the Secretary to take regulatory action? 

Abattoir 4 is part of ILE’s approved ESCAS. DAFF considers the cattle shown being 
slaughtered in the video footage to be highly likely to have been sourced from Australia and 
exported under an approved ESCAS. 

The video footage shows 23 non-compliances with ESCAS animal welfare performance 
measures and targets during the slaughter of the cattle. This number of non-compliances 
indicates a systemic loss of control over animal welfare. 

The fact that these non-compliances were detected by an external party, not by ILE’s internal 
quality control procedures, indicates reduced control over ILE’s approved ESCAS. 

For these reasons, the Secretary should take regulatory action with regard to ILE in 
accordance with the ‘Guideline: Management of Non Compliance: Exporter supply chain 
assurance system (ESCAS) for feeder and slaughter livestock to Indonesia’. 

5. OBSERVATIONS 

1. DAFF should investigate and clarify what constitutes acceptable head restraint on a 
Mark 4 slaughter restraint box, for slaughter without stunning.  

2. DAFF should consider the impact of slaughter restraint box design variations on animal 
welfare at the time of slaughter. This consideration may necessitate seeking additional 
information on existing ‘copy Mark 4’ slaughter restraint boxes that are part of an 
approved ESCAS. 

3. The Secretary could require in future ESCAS applications, identification of any 
abattoirs that contain multiple slaughter lines/slaughter restraint boxes. Details should 
include (but not be limited to) descriptions of all lines/slaughter restraint boxes 
available on a single premises; clear identification of which ones are part of the ESCAS 
application; what slaughter or other processing will occur on other lines present; and 
what measures will be taken to ensure slaughter of cattle sourced from Australia is done 
only on lines/slaughter restraint boxes that are part of an approved ESCAS. 

4. The Secretary could require in future ESCAS applications that exporters advise if any 
local livestock are slaughtered in abattoirs included in ESCAS applications. 

 



 

 

ABATTOIR 4 
Livestock 03 – Video footage file 447 – Mark 4 slaughter restraint box 

 

Comments: Not as well controlled as previous two animals on the footage. Animal needlessly stimulated prior to and during restraint worsening welfare issues but operators 
appear unconcerned about this and continue. 

DAFF animal welfare checklist 
number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 

6.1 Slaughter of livestock is carried 
out calmly and effectively 

Animal in restraint box is agitated 
(kicking) and water is needlessly 
sprayed on unrestrained head 
when tipped creating further 
disturbance 

Non-compliant There is an adverse welfare impact.  Non compliant, based 
on review of the SOPs 

6.3 The method of restraint 
employed is appropriate for the 
size and class of livestock being 
slaughtered. 

As above. The water spray is 
associated with head slapping 
before proper head restraint is 
established. 

Non-compliant The assessment covers whether the method of restraint 
applied is appropriate for the size and class of livestock 
being slaughtered. On the outcome the methods 
employed needlessly disturb the animal, creating a 
significant adverse welfare impact  

Non-compliant 

6.6 The head is restrained for as 
short a time as possible prior to 
sticking, and in no case for longer 
than 10 seconds. 

The time elapsed between 
effective head restraint and 
sticking is 14 seconds 

Non-compliant  The time involved is not compliant with the limit 
established under the checklist   

Non-compliant 

6.8 The head of the animal is kept 
in extension to prevent the edges 
of the wounds touching until the 
animal is dead 

Head appears to be restrained to 
maintain extension for a short 
period (a few seconds only) after 
sticking 

Non-compliant Restraint is released without the animal showing signs of 
death and without operator at least checking corneal 
reflexes 

Non-compliant 

6.9 The method of restraint 
employed is working effectively 

Vocalisation is noted (visual and 
on sound track) during restraint 
The repetitive head slapping seen 
when the animal is in lateral 
recumbency demonstrates the 
restraint is ineffective under the 
conditions observed. 

Non-compliant Vocalisation is confirmed in this animal and there is an 
obvious adverse welfare impact. While the throughput 
figures mean vocalisation as an indicator is inconclusive, 
head slapping only occurs where an animal loses balance.  

Non-compliant  



 

 

DAFF animal welfare checklist 
number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 

6.12 The throat is cut using a single, 
deep, uninterrupted fast stroke of 
the knife 

Knife is lifted out of wound and 
reapplied to tissues almost 
immediately - two cuts are 
observed 

Non-compliant Minor impact, no delay to speak of. Knife does not appear 
to 'stab' back into wound but is rotated to reapply and cut 
more proximal tissue more efficiently  

Non-compliant 

6.14 Death, indicated by cessation 
of pulsatile bleeding and lack of 
corneal reflex and lack of rhythmic 
breathing, is assured before 
performing any other procedures 

No check of corneal reflexes or 
breathing 

Non-compliant Major area of risk. Checking that the animal is dead 
following sticking and prior to performing any further 
work is the animal welfare 'critical control point' during 
unstunned slaughter. In this case the animal flinches 
when the ear is cut at sticking +2mns25seconds. Agonal 
breathing is observed at sticking + 1mn28secs, and the 
animal still flinches in response to cutting the leg at 
sticking + 5mns28secs. Due to the quality of footage no 
conclusion can be drawn on whether animal suffering was 
involved, but without having checked for reflexes that is 
possible as it is clearly not dead 

Non-compliant 

6.15 Animals must not have water 
thrown on them or be otherwise 
disturbed prior to confirmed death 

Water is sprayed on and around 
animal when in restraint - 
including on its head - but cannot 
assess whether it is again sprayed 
until sticking + 1mn03seconds for 
a further 25 seconds. There is 
also interference with the ear 
and the neck wound, including 
more knife work at sticking 
+2mns03seconds  

Non-compliant As above. A significant issue is that the operators spray 
water around and on the animal plus perform further 
operations on it without pausing to check for death and 
without pausing if the animal reacts in ways that could be 
associated with consciousness. The animal is clearly not 
dead when some of these activities are performed  

Non-compliant 

 



 

 

 
Livestock 04 – Video footage file 447 – Mark 4 slaughter restraint box 
Comments: Animal inherently calm when led into restraint box but is then needlessly stressed by water being sprayed in its eyes when in lateral restraint plus slaughter 
performance and animal management during the post-stick period does not prevent needless self-harm. 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 
6.1 Slaughter of livestock is carried 
out calmly and effectively 

Animal in restraint box is calm 
until water is needlessly sprayed 
on unrestrained head when 
tipped, which causes needless 
distress.  

Non-compliant In this case the outcome as filmed breaches a number of 
key requirements in this area.  

Non-compliant 

6.6 The head is restrained for as 
short a time as possible prior to 
sticking, and in no case for longer 
than 10 seconds 

18 seconds of effective head 
restraint until sticking 

Non-compliant Minor welfare impact  Non-compliant 

6.8 The head of the animal is kept 
in extension to prevent the edges 
of the wounds touching until the 
animal is dead 

While head not restrained to 
maintain extension after sticking 
it is monitored for some time. 
However, when the animal is 
attempting to lift the head - at 
sticking + 46seconds and again at 
sticking + 1min03 seconds - no-
one intervenes to stabilise it and 
prevent further self-trauma due 
to tissues in the wound being 
dragged around  

Non-compliant Major impact as the animal tries to lift its head 
purposefully and the head is not restrained 

Non-compliant 

6.14 Death, indicated by cessation 
of pulsatile bleeding and lack of 
corneal reflex and lack of rhythmic 
breathing, is assured before 
performing any other procedures 

No check of cranial or somatic 
reflexes, no cessation of activity 
when signs of consciousness are 
present. 

Non-compliant Slaughtering procedures on an animal showing signs of 
consciousness - with the sole exception of sticking if no 
pre-stun is applied - should immediately cease until death 
is assured - refer Performance Measures and Targets for 
6.14. Under the circumstances the adverse welfare impact 
is critical . Attempts to lift the unrestrained head are clear 
indications that the animal is still conscious. 
 

Non-compliant 



 

 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 
6.15 Animals must not have water 
thrown on them or be otherwise 
disturbed prior to confirmed death 

Water is sprayed on and around 
animal when in restraint - 
including on its head -- causing 
needless disturbance a number of 
times. This results in signs of 
stress that were not previously 
observed.  
Water is sprayed around and on 
body starting at sticking + 37 
seconds and the animal appears 
to react by trying to lift its head 
at sticking + 46seconds and again 
at sticking + 1min03seconds.  
There is also interference with 
the neck wound at sticking + 30 
seconds, immediately prior to the 
water spray  

Non-compliant There is behaviour seen that is consistent with the animal 
being conscious and disturbed by the spray. This indicates 
a major adverse animal welfare impact that is entirely 
avoidable-. The spray at sticking +37 seconds appears to 
stimulate the animal into trying to lift its (unrestrained) 
head at sticking + 46seconds and again at sticking + 
1min03 seconds.  

Non-compliant 

 



 

 

1.  
Livestock 09 – Video footage file 502 – Mark 4 slaughter restraint box 
Comments: Footage commences at t=34:50 with animal on its side with water being sprayed on and around its hindquarters and sticking having been performed. The 
movement of the animal's body illustrates that it is still alive and routinely breathing. 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 
6.1 Slaughter of livestock is carried 
out calmly and effectively 

The operators are calm but the 
animal becomes moderately 
aroused.  

Inconclusive There is a welfare impact that is not consistent with the 
aims of the checklist. 

Inconclusive 

6.8 The head of the animal is kept 
in extension to prevent the edges 
of the wounds touching until the 
animal is dead 

The head is not restrained from 
the start of the footage  

Non-compliant Minor impact Non-compliant 

6.14 Death, indicated by cessation 
of pulsatile bleeding and lack of 
corneal reflex and lack of rhythmic 
breathing, is assured before 
performing any other procedures 

Cannot say this has not occurred 
prior to start of footage. Further 
knife work is being performed in 
the wound area, starting from 
t=34:59, and the animal is 
flinching in response. This occurs 
multiple times but the operator 
continues. The fact that work 
continues after these signs are 
shown is non-compliant 

Non-compliant  The outcome indicates that, even if checks were 
performed, they were incorrectly interpreted or 
performed as the response of the animal to some of the 
post-stick procedures indicate it is conscious and 
experiencing distress.  
The fact that work continues after these signs are shown 
is non-compliant 

Non-compliant 

6.15 Animals must not have water 
thrown on them or be otherwise 
disturbed prior to confirmed death 

Water spraying on and around 
the body is continuous and the 
further work on the wound area 
is causing disturbance as shown 
by flinching and withdrawal-type 
responses 

Non-compliant Moderate impact is apparent as animal responds to the 
further work on the wound area 

Non-compliant 

 



 

 

2.  
Livestock 10 – Video footage file 110 – Mark 4 slaughter restraint box 
Comments: The way in which the already agitated animal is moved into position for restraint in the restraint box indicates the operators have no practical understanding of the 
principles of low stress animal handling that are core to achieving good welfare outcomes at slaughter and central to the OIE's requirements in the OIE Code, chapter 7.5. 
Subsequent activities by others involved in the slaughtering process do not counter this impression. 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 

1.10 Livestock are not subjected to 
procedures that cause pain and 
suffering 

Entire performance of slaughter 
involves the use of practices that 
create further distress in the 
animal. Some of these involve 
pain and suffering - prodding 
with metal objects to reposition 
the animal in the restraint box, 
water spraying etc - as evidenced 
by the level of vocalisation by this 
individual 

Non-compliant Vocalisation in individual occurs in response to an 
aversive event. Aversive events are observed and likely to 
induce pain and suffering. 

Non-compliant 

6.1 Slaughter of livestock is carried 
out calmly and effectively 

The operators are calm but the 
animal becomes severely aroused 
from their activity. 

Non compliant There is a welfare impact that is in breach of the aims of 
the checklist  

Non compliant, based 
on review of the SOPs 

6.4 Animals are presented for 
slaughter without being unduly 
stressed 

The animal is agitated in the 
restraint box and is further 
stressed by the actions of the 
operators themselves. It is 
frequently vocalising up to the 
point of sticking 

Non-compliant Non-compliant with a major welfare impact as this 
predisposes the animal to experiencing unacceptable 
level of stress (distress) during slaughter 

Non-compliant 

6.6 The head is restrained for as 
short a time as possible prior to 
sticking, and in no case for longer 
than 10 seconds 

The head is restrained in 
extension at t=06:40 and sticking 
performed at 06:52 

Non-compliant Moderate additive welfare impact in this instance - while 
the animal does not cause self-harm by its response it 
continues to vocalise and is eventually restrained by two 
men 

Non-compliant 



 

 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 

6.8 The head of the animal is kept 
in extension to prevent the edges 
of the wounds touching until the 
animal is dead 

The head is released from full 
restraint at 06:56 but the 
slaughterman remains with his 
hand on the head and ear, 
seemingly to maintain control. At 
07:21 he releases the head, pulls 
out his knife, reaches into the 
wound and performs additional 
trimming etc - starting at 07:40 

Inconclusive Non-compliance is not proven on the footage and the 
animal does not respond to stimulation by further 
procedures 

Inconclusive 

6.9 The method of restraint 
employed is working effectively 

The first attempts to restrain the 
head (start at t=06:21 and control 
is gained at 06:39) are ineffective 
and disturb the animal 

Non-compliant Moderate welfare impact in this instance - while the 
animal does not cause self-harm by its response the level 
of vocalisation and obvious pulling shows it is distressed 
by the attempts to apply head restraint 

Non-compliant 

6.14 Death, indicated by cessation 
of pulsatile bleeding and lack of 
corneal reflex and lack of rhythmic 
breathing, is assured before 
performing any other procedures 

There is no obvious check made 
of the reflexes prior to further 
knife work on the wound (at 
t=07:40). The animal does not 
respond 

Non-compliant While this does not appear to have been done the animal 
does not respond to the further interventions and 
activities in a manner that indicates it is conscious and in 
pain 

Non-compliant 

6.15 Animals must not have water 
thrown on them or be otherwise 
disturbed prior to confirmed death 

Despite the agitation of the 
animal in the restraint box water 
is immediately sprayed over it - 
particularly the head and neck, 
including the face and nostrils - 
when the side is dropped down. 
Spraying of the hind end of the 
animal continues up to and may 
be occurring (not certain from 
the footage) after the time of 
sticking, to t=07:03 when the 
hose and the man move away. It 

Non-compliant The spraying prior to slaughter is contributing to a breach 
of 6.4, but there is no evidence on the footage that is 
definitive of spraying continuing after the act of sticking 
nor that spraying has caused a welfare impact between 
the time of sticking and the death of the animal  

Non-compliant 



 

 

DAFF Animal Welfare Checklist 
Number 

DAFF AWB description of 
slaughter activity 

DAFF AWB 
assessment DAFF AWB assessment DAFF investigation 

assessment 

does not resume until t=07:49. 
There is no obvious response to 
the spraying after sticking 
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