Agriculture in the ADP & Beyond
Take Action Now:

Improve the welfare of animals
Enhance food security
Address climate change

Farm Animal Welfare Recommmendations
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riculture and the Global Climate Crisis

Climate change poses significant threats to ecosystems' and human health, especially in low-income
nations,’ and it endangers animals around the globe. **Yet, the animal agriculture sector, which raised over
75 billion land animals in 2012, is one of the largest contributors to greenhouse gas emissions® worldwide,
responsible for an estimated 14.5% of human-induced emissions and projected to grow substantially by
2050.% Establishing a food secure, sustainable and welfare-friendly future requires immediate changes in farm
animal production and consumption patterns.

Farm animals’ welfare involves both their physical and psychological well-being. How farm animals are

raised and treated can have important repercussions, not just for animal welfare, but for environmental
sustainability, food security, and the economic well-being of farmers. Animal welfare can support livelihoods
and food security, and therefore adaptation, and is an important element to evaluate and safeguard
when considering climate change solutions in agriculture.’

ACTION

I. The ADP, SBSTA, and Beyond: COP decisions and SBSTA work should encourage Parties to
evaluate, enhance, and safeguard animal welfare, as well as achieve other social and environmental
goals. For example, if the land sector is addressed in the ADF particularly in Workstream 2, it should
require maximization of co-benefits and avoidance of trade-offs. Further, supporting work of the
SBSTA (e.g. upcoming workshops and submissions, FCCC/SBSTA/2014/L.14) should lead toward policy
and finance that improves food security and sustainability, enhances the ability of farmers and farming
systems to adapt to climate change, mitigates emissions, and improves animal welfare. Specific SBSTA
opportunities lie in filling research and knowledge gaps, particularly on the impacts of climate change
solutions on animal welfare and other sustainable development goals, as well as possible co-benefits of
good animal welfare practices on environmental goals.

2. Finance: Parties should provide finance for sustainable, animal-welfare-friendly agriculture
adaptation and mitigation—capacity building, research and extension, knowledge and tech transfer.
To enable implementation of animal-welfare-friendly practices that support livelihoods and food security,
this finance and related programs should incorporate veterinary care and animal welfare assessments
and improvements.

3. National, Regional, and Local Strategies: Governments at all levels must specifically include
equitable, animal-welfare friendly solutions for farm animal production when designing climate
change mitigation and adaptation plans. Although climate change is a global problem, requiring global
solutions, there is also a need for national and sub-national solutions. Such solutions should address
agriculture in an equitable manner that promotes resilient landscapes, food security, animal welfare, and
the ability to adapt to climate change.

4. Sustainable Consumption: Governments and civil society must address drivers of agricultural
emissions by raising awareness about the health, climate, and environmental benefits of reducing
meat, egg, and milk consumption, particularly in developed nations and amongst higher income urban
consumers in mid-income nations, and implementing policies to encourage such a reduction. A shift
toward plant-based diets will reduce GHG emissions8?!%'!"12 | eading public health and nutrition experts
have confirmed that such a shift can be achieved without compromising nutrition,'*'* and that a reduction
in the consumption of animal products will likely lead to health benefits,”® as well as other environmental
benefits.'®
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