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What is a National Nature

Park? Naturnationalparker

» Basically a larger, coherent @ Mulige naturnationalparker
natu ral area . Allerede udpegede naturnationalparker Skagen Odde / \

{ \
 Established on state-owned @ Bynzre naturnationalparker \ wﬂﬂd“"‘"
land Tranum \\‘ -
Vester Thorup ! Lzeso Klitplantage

* Managed with nature and
biodiversity as the main
consideration

Hanstholm Skindbjerglund

* Free from forestry and Fussingg
agricultural production o Toutetrup Hogn

* Free from hunting that does not
occur as part of the
management of the areas

Gribskov

| Kalvebod Fzelled
* Nature must be able to develop

on its own terms , - Bidstrupskovene

* Year-round grazing

Draved Skov . i . l " » : Ulvshale Skov
og Kongens Mose :

@ 5 / Naturstyrelsen / Dyrene pa kanten af samfundet g %

Danmarks
natumationalparker




== Naturstyrelsen

Three important tools
1 - SPACE 2 - MESS 3-ROTT

Large herbivorous mammals

As large as possible More dead wood

. . Natural hydrolo
Cultivated agricultural areas are J <t More animal shit for beetles, flies, etc.

S S Dead and dying trees (but paths are Carrion?

Dense plantations/forests are kept clear)

broken up Natural dynamics

Exotic conifers are removed As little nature management as

"Soft transition zones" between possible

forests and open areas

iemotnative species e —

-
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Pleistocene Passive Translocation
rewilding rewilding rewilding

Rewilding

“restoring big wilderness “aims to restore some of “passive management of J “seeks to restore missing or
based on the regulatory the evolutionary and ecological succession with dysfunctional ecological
roles of large predators” ecological potential that the goal of restoring natural § processes and ecosystem

(Cores, Corridors and was lost 13,000 years ago”  ecosystem processes and function via a process of

Carnivores) (introducing relatives or reducing human control of species reintroduction”
functional equivalents of landscapes”
extinct taxa)
1998 2005 2011 2014
Soule and Noss Donlan et al. Gillson et al. Seddon et al.

Nogués-Bravo et al. 2016 Current Biology



What animals are planned to be released?

Fussingo

Cattle (steers) and Red deer

Gribskov

Moose, cattle (steers) and Red
deer

Almindingen

Bison and Red deer

Strasgo

Cattle (steers) and (reproducing)
horses

Tranum

Cattle (steers) and geldings

Laeso

Cattle (steers) and mares and
geldings - reproduction is
assessed later

Ulvshale

Reproducing cattle and horses

Kompedal

Mares and geldings -
reproduction is assessed later

Hellebaek

Reproducing cattle




o? KOBENHAVNS UNIVERSITET

What animals are planned to be released?

Fussingo Cattle (steers) and Red deer

Moose, cattle (steers) and Red

Gribskov
deer

Almindingen |Bison and Red deer

Cattle (steers) and (reproducing)

Straso
horses
Tranum Cattle (steers) and geldings
Cattle (steers) and mares and
Laeso geldings - reproduction is
assessed later
Ulvshale Reproducing cattle and horses
Kompedal Mares and geldings -

reproduction is assessed later

Hellebaek Reproducing cattle




o? KOBENHAVNS UNIVERSITET

Plan

1. What are national nature parks

and what is the role of animals
in them?

2. The ethical peculiarity of
keeping animals in national
nature parks

3. The public's views

4. Ethical opportunities and
challenges




Two types of animals?

Legally and in many ethical contexts, we
distinguish between:

Domestic animals

« Adapted to living with humans via
domestication

* Kept by humans

« Wild animals

* Not domesticated
* Free living




There is a clear legal difference - but what is the ethical difference?
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The animals in the national nature parks don't fit into any of the boxes

Categorising animals according to domestication status and human reliance
(modified from Palmer et al., 2024).

Dependent on humans Independent of humans
(managed by humans) (no human care)
Domesticated Domestic animals Feral animals
(genetically adapted through (e.g. companion dogs (e.g. feral cats, mustangs,
breeding and in other ways to and cats, farmed sheep, cattle, pigs) Soay sheep, feral goats, rabbits)

living with humans) Rewilded animals

(e.g. hardy Exmoor ponies in
rewilding projects, Heck cattle,

Konik ponies, iron age pigs)

Non-domesticated Zoo and captive wild animals Wild animals
(no selective breeding or (e.g. caged big cats, (e.g. Black bears, wolves, wild
other forms of deliberate elephants in sanctuaries) cats, mustelids, deer, bats)

genetic adaptation?)

11t should be noted that even though wild animals are not domesticated they may in various ways become genetically adapted to living close to humans. For example such
effects have been documented for urban wildlife.

See also Gamborg, C., Christiansen, S.B., Gremmen, B. & Sandge, P. 2010. De-domestication: ethics at the intersection of landscape
restoration and animal welfare. Environmental Values 19(1): 57-78.



Important differences between animals in nature national
parks and “real” wild animals

The animals in the national nature
parks will be fenced in

Some of the animals will be
domesticated

Some of the wild animals will be
non-native species

Most of them will be released and
not naturally introduced




Possible legal exemption

Bekendtgerelse af lov om dyrevelfaerd (dyrevelfardsloven)”

Kapitel 4 a
Seerlige bestemmelser om dyr, som udscettes i naturnationalparker

§ 20 a. Ministeren for fodevarer, landbrug og fisker1 kan for at imedekomme hensynet til natur
og biodiversitet 1 en naturnationalpark omfattet af en tilladelse efter lov om naturbeskyttelse undtage
bestemte dyrehold, der udszttes 1 en sadan naturnationalpark, og dyrenes afkom fra bestemmelserne 1 § 3
og § 9, stk. 1 og 2.

Stk. 2. Ministeren for fedevarer, landbrug og fisker: fastsetter vilkar for en dispensation efter stk. 1,
herunder om krav til arealets beskaffenhed, hvilke dyr der ma udsettes 1 naturnationalparken, tilsyn og
regulering af bestanden af de udsatte dyr og deres afkom.
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Claims made by the Minister for the Environment about the
National Nature Parks

It will be better for:
* Nature - biodiversity

* The general public in terms of nature
experiences

« Released animals and wildlife

DANSK REWILDI »

Eksperiméntet
So far, highly po‘arized stakeholder - en katastrofe for natur, dyr og klima

driven debate about the implications of
rewilding for nature, animals and
people

What does the public think? Here look
at the animal (welfare) aspects
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P

Watch out! You
never know
what they are

Jyllands-Posten 13.05.2021
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Results: Overall attitude to new rewilding areas
with released animals

Attitude to new rewilding areas

Don't know
Very positive

Positive

Either/or

Negative [l

Very negative [l

0 100 20 30 40 5 60 70 8 90 100 %
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Attitude to type of translocated animals

" Negative = Neither/nor = Positive Don’t know

Sheep INENE" i I -
Goats [N e
Cows I G

Celdngs p—  »  IOOS

Reddec! g I -
Wild boar 6
[ I
Moose -

NN S
Bisons | e

1
[ 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

n=10.303




Beliefs about animals (cattle) being released — natural behaviour

Bisons BESIENG) 16 26 29 19
Moose 3 8 16 27 27 16
Horses [:S:!

Red deer R 13

Cattle

| | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100
The animals can get good opportunities to exercise their natural behaviour
Response options

B Com Dis[llll Part Dis Bl Neit/Nor 2 Part Agr BB Com Agrl DK
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Beliefs about animals (cattle) being released - flocks

Bisons

Moose

Horses [y 10 21 56 8

Red deer R

Cattle

I I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100

The animals can have good opportunities to be together in flocks
Response options

B Com Dislll Part Dis Bl Neit/Nor[ Part Agr BB Com Agr[llllll DK
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Beliefs about animals (cattle) being released - feed level

Bisons

Moose

Horses

Red deer

Cattle

I I I I T
0 20 40 60 80 100

Risk that the animals get less to eat than they need especially in winter or during periods of drought
Response options

B Com Dis|lll Part Dis Il Neit/Nor B Part Agr B Com Agrlllllll DK
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Beliefs about animals (cattle) being released - illness

Bisons

Moose

Horses

Red deer

Cattle

[ [ T
0 20 40 60 80 100
Animals risk to become ill without treatment

B Com Dislll Part Dis [l Neit/Nor[ Part Agr BB Com Agrllllll DK
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Beliefs about animals (cattle) being released - injuries

Bisons

Moose

Horses

Red deer 9 13 25 23 14 16
[ I I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100
Risk that animals will be injured - eg a broken leg - for days before it perhaps is realized

B Com Dis[ll Part Dis BB Neit/Nor[ Part Agr B Com Agrlll DK




Attitude to changing animal welfare states (feed condition - health)
in the national nature parks

Bisons

Moose [EeRRe] 16 23 40 15

Horses <3S 14 24 43 11

1 11

AN
N
w
AN
(o))

Red deer

Cattle 6 12 27 43 8
I I I I I
0 20 40 60 100
The feed condition changes throughout the year as long as they are generally fit and healthy

B Com Dis[lllll Part Dis Bl Neit/Nor[ 8 Part Agr B Com Agr llllll DK
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Attitude to changing animal welfare states (feed condition - natural
behaviour) in the national nature parks

Bisons EEENES)

Moose

Horses

ed deer

Cattle 17

I I I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100
Feed levels change throughout the year as long as they have good opportunities to express their natural be

Response options

B Com Disll Part Dis Bl Neit/Nor[ Part Agr B Com Agrllll DK
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Attitude to changing animal welfare states (health - natural behaviour) in
the national nature parks

Bisons [ 9 18 21 29 19
Moose [sI4 19 23 30 17
Horses 4 11 17 25 27 13
Red deer KRN/ 18 25 35 12
Cattle 8 12 16 26 27 10
0 20 40 60 80 100
Health changes throughout the year as long as they have good opportunities to express their natural beh:
B Com Dis|lll Part Dis [l Neit/Nor[ 0 Part Agr 8 Com Agrlllll DK
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Attitude to animal management regime in the national nature parks

Bisons 22 45 33
Moose 28 41 31
Horses 21 47 32

Red deer

Cattle 50

I I I I I
20 40 60 80 100
Which if the statements about care taking of animals in the NNPs do you agree the most in?

o

B Animals should take care of themselves like wild animals
B Like other animals in our custody WITH exception
B Like other animals in our custody and NO exceptions
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Attitude to population control of released animals in the national nature
parks

Do you you think it is unacceptable or acceptable if animals are...

Putdown due to risk for nature

Put down due to risk of inbreeding

Putdown due to disease

Putdown due to food shortage?

Relocate due torisk for nature

Relocate due torisk of inbreeding

Relocate due to disease

Relocate due to food shortage?

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

m Completely unacceptable  mPartially unacceptable  m Neither/nor  mPartial acceptable  m Completely acceptable  m Don't know
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Summing up public views

Generally positive about the National Nature
Parks and the use of cattle

Important that the animals thrive and are healthy

Mostly positive expectations about animal
welfare aspects

However, about half expected risks of starvation
and unseen and untreated injuries

Half found it acceptable with certain exemptions
from the Animal Welfare Act - but a third found
it unacceptable for cattle to change the
supervision regime

Majority found it acceptable with changes in feed .
levels as long as the animals are overall healthy

Relocation generally found acceptable, lethal
control acceptable in relation to illness (80%),
but less so (35%) if because of feed shortage or
nature management
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A unique opportunity to provide positive animal welfare
for animals

Box 1. Positive Animal Welfare definition.

“Positive animal welfare is defined as the animal flourishing through the experience of
predominantly positive mental states and the development of competence and resilience.
Positive animal welfare goes beyond ensuring good physical health and the prevention and
alleviation of suffering. Positive mental states result from rewarding experiences, including
having choices and opportunities to actively pursue goals and achieve desired outcomes,

according to species-specific and individual capabilities. Genetic, developmental and
experiential factors (e.g. pre-natal, early life, environmental) contribute to individual
differences in the ability to achieve positive animal welfare. Positive animal welfare can be
assessed using animal-based indicators and can be evaluated over different timescales,
thereby contributing to the lifetime picture.”

Rault J-L et al. 2025. A consensus on the definition of positive animal welfare. Biol. Lett. 21: 20240382.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2024.0382



This does not mean that possible negative animal welfare challenges can
be ignored, but...

Animals that are seriously ill and
injured should be euthanized as
soon as possible

But what about hunger and the
ke 9 for ikke at fodre kvzeg
o Annette Kiit har gennem vinteren vaeret vidne tl dee bun - " B I“g l’:ﬂm

kaker udsultning af dyr i Mols Bjerge. Uvildige dyriger or
enige med hende. og hun har derfor politianmeldt den
ansvarlige skovrider ved Nanurstyrelsen. Naturstyrelsen har

Important distinction between e

—— gty 18 novenber 1. Mo Bar semdt Sekym
e it Govembe: 6 urmrog 10w rmpeimveser vedrercade
e — wsar. Des har ke varres be-  dymeme o hide OwySands

o rizog ==

[ Anneome KM som ef nabo Ul of dyrene ved nogen of disse  sbding fhet sae
Mebs Brerge pi Dpanland bae  beseg. oter Oyriege o oigere med
polmianmmelds dovrader Utle e af Dex Frisiee R0E
- Ty

Strandby og Natutyrehen, Katngp sendie ot Sekym  Wedeter i 1 jumeer 2538 bote Por Sumbett # wrwct e e vy o O
da b mrener. ot det statsioge wedvey 3l deektoven for o ncturpiaen 3¢ eclerne |
dyrehold | Mols By foor Narzreyrrtws Peer Duae 4 m Oveiie | sove wd ot how
e ender 3l kntic e aar Sece dor cplor e o ot tre tiztrmaelct
W er dewvrre enden en syreien o e o= eoee QYREVELFERDSLOVENS 8 3 Vayr et et 2yrene by
gang nedt Ul ot anemeide Na-  Fadrer mam for sent? el e Tl pbrireg Sttt
. tuntyreinen vod dovrder US- ey politianmeideien for of x man pd oyreieess wes D Sor Noder By ' sevge N O O DePondes. Sy et avoyna gt A
fe Strandy for vanregt f &yr. Urlles Ulle Srandby st pelss  ler plibepydie witediadrng,  STSSURAC, Serunder o S Sowen, 33w sondes of Jones torveriqt
1t der demne vnter eadm ot ogad har ohet areslerne : M kmmkpEpd s SV Naemioes U Sews Yeoogsee oSt Oynariegr 0F Setrstrvisens dyvheld
engang ghe kvieg | Moks Bier e e St B e,
e som pd trods o manglen 5 "0 S, o1 der | den
e fode b areaberne ikhe o) Stonitinds mestecine
skuduodres. indledes bun -

pelitianmeideisen. som ban

[ Ld
wendte td Ouylands Poles 6 dyrere
It's not or animals to starve s : R
Dyrene er en del of et & T for 3k Snder . Sordchd Tekak vedrormnde No- deviooegk Sareghatdesd  EUURIN L L
Kkt rewiding proveic, b g Noghe saticr ender gy 4w inte howie udvist

Naturatyretaen lader kvgog
peeryee £h rumdl + idhegne
de omrdder aden Neren-
de fodring bkt bar of for

But what about them losing their e

dyrene sdtet sdes starten af
vimsesen, fordi de necop ke
fir tidoet fode som udgangs

shape in the winter? S et

Dog mener shoveader Ute
Stranciby. at dyrene har dex

o e fkke 2t sowe STt am st gne
R fondh jeg hever Geves el ol

werne, of g s mnet 8 el ln e
demfr mug Deterjodiieet - =

em balgere tor Somener U Westie Landred.
Deterdthe fosstr gasg st oo $en Gnden modiag domeen.
Naruryreiuen mener dog - ar Gt S 5 Gex Tydelgy ket med a1 Doide ST el oomncnunry

e 3t de owermmder e kam we od of deves Syt des 5 politie. § 2004 blew

o .
10 Sebenr ol Nuturaty. v e Buwe varset st for | amemelh foe vantegt of dye

Pelens egrn dyviege ale 2 wak endeseTRaTIg | WeT T Be Detliet endie med en be

tema dyr s Mok Sherge Dycte dmedier mge: tampedor ¢

£n vanderede 4t Mle dyr AR imens foruelier Anmet  Natuntyreben oplyser. a1 s of | start febewse | for

Buwde sormal adfesd og war S K0t st hun Symede siMols e § ok hae T30 dyr § Mo shelige folde § Mol Berge.

| ot Duldd. Navursryveiuen  Sor a wyde Satuen b pen  oerpe. 731 Kneatener og o Styvelsen oplyser. 31 OpsIar

e

ol o at de bar et tilstrark ol e alie smdve Syehol  momsedewrne mez 2 = affodnng varderes.

heligt wrendlag. erde dyr ¥ ven  dere eferteve e dbe cngung vilgh i ken  Nelge stysehen has knap  bes huld o det naturiige fo
1 Mols Bjerge or en ek tersom altid ol aditr oblik,  lowem, of der o e, der - g, fonh Aot gov hemde 50 3 dem hat adgang thdo- ey

term dyviage pd shdgvaings  Imdud der er bommet for e dikever. 3% kowen biwer over-  bnd of 2% se b Oyvene dor wed salde wdem mawem-  Dog v able Oyt - bide |

beiog mindst e gang om  get fokeas pi det ol tar de ke St alkver Utie Sty Jog bar Sk St 202 Mok Brerge o uminge - Sle

minoden. Der har | vister- ke lade viese. siger bun o Men det er yviegemme & v Symnde herudl fordh sden  Yerbgere 70 &yv ik dolgr  vet fodret siden 5. fedewar

minederse varet ridgv-  Rasders Amstas o emge & G dag v ek ol of Bead  wyveium fodomg | lebe af i3 talge Natuncyzeiwe.



A balanced point of view?

Releasing animals in national nature
parks serves a good purpose,
namely, to strengthen biodiversity

As with all other animal husbandry,
there will be risks in relation to poor
animal welfare

On the other hand, there is also
great potential in relation to
ensuring positive animal welfare

If the authorities try to prevent and

alleviate suffering in the animals, the
idea is OK

Also, important considerations in
relation to the public's attitudes
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