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Call for the adoption of the Commission Delegated Act supplementing Regulation (EU) 
2019/6 of the European Parliament and of the Council by establishing criteria for the 
designation of antimicrobials to be reserved for the treatment of certain infections in 

humans 
 
 
The Federation of Veterinarians of Europe (FVE) and (Name of national association) wish to alert Members of 
the European Parliament of the importance for animal health and welfare of the delegated act supplementing 
Regulation (EU) 2019/6 of the European Parliament and of the Council by establishing criteria for the designation 
of antimicrobials to be reserved for the treatment of certain infections in humans, adopted by the Commission 
on 26 May 2021. They therefore call to vote against the motion for a Resolution 2021/2718 during the next 
plenary session. 

 

A Delegated Act based on authoritative scientific criteria 
 
The drafting of the Delegated Act proposed by the European Commission is based on the scientific advice of the 
European Medicines Agency (EMA). This report includes opinions from the World Health Organisation (WHO), 
the World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE), the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) 
and the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA). It also follows the WHO recommendation to use the WHO list of 
antibiotics important for humans and the OIE list of antibiotics important for animals in a combined manner. 
Furthermore, the method used by the European Commission to establish criteria for the designation of 
antimicrobials to be reserved for the treatment of certain infections in humans, combining the scientific opinions 
of the OIE (animal health) and the WHO (human health), is perfectly in line with the "One Health" approach 
advocated by the European Commission for several years. 
 
The content of the Delegated Act, based on scientific recommendations from EMA and various health 
authorities (as recommended by the Regulation on veterinary medicinal products adopted by the European 
institutions in 2019), is thus the result of the combination of extremely robust and complementary expertise – 
the balance of which has been welcomed by many stakeholders and has not been subject to any comments 
from the Member States and the European Parliament in the context of their prerogatives of ex ante control 
of the proposal. 
 
The challenge of this expertise in the motion for a Resolution 2021/2718 is not based on any scientific criteria, 
but on outdated beliefs about the use of antibiotics in the animal sector and a misinterpretation of the WHO 
recommendations*. 
 
If adopted in plenary session, the motion for a Resolution of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health 
and Food Safety (ENVI) opposing the draft Delegated Act would thus render null and void the expert work that 
has been carried out for months on this dossier, without providing any scientific counter-argument that would 
make it possible to respond to the European sanitary context compromising not only the health and welfare of 
animals but also public health and food safety. 
 
 
 

 

  

                                                        
* The WHO recognises that animal health must be taken into account before applying controls and recommends to also take 
into consideration the list drawn up by the World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE).  



  

The potential consequences of the adoption of the objection to the publication of the 
Delegated Act for animal health 
 
FVE and (name of national association) would like to alert MEPs regarding the consequences that could result 
from the adoption of the motion for a Resolution tabled by Martin HAUSLING and the implementation of the 
arguments presented in this Resolution. The implementation of the recommendations presented in the 
Resolution to reject the adoption of the Delegated Act would lead to a drastic reduction of the therapeutic 
arsenal available to veterinarians to treat sick animals, a step backwards of several decades for veterinary 
medicine, with no possible therapeutic alternative. Even worse, the potential use of antibiotics with little or no 
efficiency but the only therapeutic possibility for certain diseases would contribute to the development of 
antibiotic resistance. 
 
The implementation of these recommendations, which in practice amount to a ban on the use by veterinarians 
of almost a third of the antibiotic products currently used to treat animals, would have the following practical 
consequences for the treatment of the most common diseases. 
   
Thus, for cattle: 

▪ Udder and respiratory mycoplasma infections could no longer be effectively treated. 
For horses:  

▪ Rhodococcosis, a bacterial disease from which 17% of foals suffer during the first six months of life, 
would no longer be treatable because the antibiotics necessary to cure the foal would no longer be 
available (a mortality rate of 80% of affected foals is expected). 

For dogs:  
▪ Many infections caused by bacteria that are resistant to "classical" antibiotics and that present a 

particular risk to public health would no longer find therapeutic solutions. 
▪ A number of zoonoses (transmissible to humans) such as leptospirosis, staphylococcus aureus infections 

or salmonellosis would become almost impossible to treat. 
▪ The treatment of deep pyoderma, a common and very painful skin infection, would be severely 

compromised. 
For cats: 

▪ Infections of the liver, eyes or respiratory system would go untreated. 
 

It is also important to note that the use of antibiotics for animals is only allowed in the European Union after 
diagnosis and prescription by a veterinarian, and that the use of antibiotics for growth promotion purposes has 
been banned in Europe since 2006. 
 
Finally, massive efforts have been made by veterinarians and the animal sector as a whole to combat antibiotic 
resistance (a 34% drop in antibiotic sales between 2011 and 2018†) leading to a lower consumption of antibiotics 
in production animals than in humans (3rd JIACRA Report‡). Our sector is also committed to go even further, with 
an aim of reducing antimicrobial sales for animals by 50% by 2030 (Farm to Fork Strategy). The new Regulation 
2019/6, which will enter into force in January 2022 will provide the tools for this.  
 
Therefore, in order to allow veterinarians to ensure a high level of care for animals while guaranteeing human 
and animal health safety, FVE and (name of national association) call on MEPs to adopt the European 
Commission's delegated act supplementing Regulation (EU) 2019/6 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council by establishing criteria for the designation of antimicrobials to be reserved for the treatment of certain 
infections in humans by rejecting the Motion for a Resolution in the vote scheduled for the European 
Parliament's plenary session on 13-16 September 2021. 

 
 
Contact   

                                                        
† According to the latest ESVAC report - October 2020. 
‡ Third JIACRA report: joint inter-agency report on integrated analysis of antimicrobial agent consumption and occurrence of 
antimicrobial resistance in bacteria from humans and food-producing animals. 

https://www.ema.europa.eu/en/veterinary-regulatory/overview/antimicrobial-resistance/european-surveillance-veterinary-antimicrobial-consumption-esvac
https://www.ema.europa.eu/en/veterinary-regulatory/overview/antimicrobial-resistance/analysis-antimicrobial-consumption-resistance-jiacra-reports#report-on-2016%E2%80%9318-(jiacra-iii)-(new)-section


  

Contact in national association  
Nancy De Briyne, Executive Director of FVE – info@fve.org 


