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24 August 2018 

Dear Mr Warwick, 
 
Thank you for your email of 6 August, which lays out some questions you have regarding 
the content of the Animal Welfare (Licensing of Activities Involving Animals) (England) 
Regulations 2018 Guidance. Please find answers to your specific questions below: 
 

1. The Federation of British Herpetologists (FBH) informed us of the herpetocultural and 
veterinary literature which found that many snakes did not need to be accommodated 
in an enclosure 1x their length and that some such as the royal python even thrive in 
a smaller space. It was therefore decided to remove the 1x snake length. 

 
2. Cage sizes for the minimum standard are generally from the current CIEH standards 

or otherwise adopted from standards which have already been established with a set 
methodology and evidence. The higher standard put into place have been agreed 
upon with the input of members of the industry themselves, charities, veterinarians 
and other welfare experts.  

 
3. Again this was on the recommendation of the FBH who stated that applying set 

temperatures to all species was more harmful than helpful. The guidance still states 
that the temperature must be adjusted according to the specific species being kept. 

 
4. I assume you are referring to the scope section of our selling animals as pets 

guidance. This is a clarification that while commercial selling of animals as pets from 
markets or streets is prohibited people who are considered not in the business of 
selling such animals are able to trade surplus stock or exchange stock for breeding 
purposes. This is the same situation as under current legislation. 

 
5. The introduction of a register which includes a list of animals which have died is a 

new requirement and as such we have asked our working group how best to introduce 
this. While it makes sense for individual deaths of larger animals to be recorded fish 
are often imported or bought in bulk with small numbers of fatalities not being 
uncommon according to our stakeholders. A figure of 5% mortality rate was 
recommended as a reasonable limit after which the deaths would become a major 
concern and would need to be noted. Individual deaths of such small animals 
obtained in bulk would be unrealistic for licencees to record. 
 

 



 

 

 
6. During the drafting of our guidance stakeholders drew attention to business to 

business sector that were not subject to standardised cage sizing. We have 
recognised this as a welfare issue and are planning on how best to tackle this. 
However we would not have had the time necessary to gather evidence and create 
standards before the introduction of the new regulations. We have stated in the 
guidance that standards will be developed and will be applied to such businesses. 

 
Finally, you refer to the publication of independent guidance which you have sent to us. 
While this is very useful to have, it was submitted to us on 7 July when we had already 
committed to publishing our own guidance at the end of July. Due to this late submission it 
was not possible to incorporate the information provided into current versions of the 
guidance. However we will be able to consider this when producing any future guidance.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Mark Oroma 
Ministerial Contact Unit 


