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Å Environmental ïpollution, climate 

change

Å Public health ïantimicrobial 

resistance (AMR) & & pandemic 

threats

Å Animal welfare

Impacts of intensive animal agriculture



Å Advocate for higher welfare farming systems

Å Phase out antibiotic use in farm animals

Å Promote meat reduction and increased 

plant-based consumption and production 

Overarching goal - 'No Future for Factory 
Farming'



Advocacy approach

Å Research

Å External communications

Å Government lobbying and private 

sector engagement

Å Public education and grassroots 

mobilizing



Dietary shifts and
Canadaôs climate targets



Education and grassroots mobilizing



Thank you!

Lynn Kavanagh, Farming Campaign Manager

lynnkavanagh@worldanimalprotection.ca

mailto:lynnkavanagh@worldanimalprotection.ca


Animal Agriculture and 
Environmental Protection: A Multi-
Jurisdictional Legislative Review

Krystal-Anne Roussel, Co-Director and Counsel



Disclaimer: The information in this 

presentation is not intended to be legal 

advice. 



Part 1

Report Overview



ÅMulti-jurisdictional legislative analysis of select 

Canadian and international laws dealing with 

the environmental impacts of animal 

agriculture

Introduction

Research Question:

a. What laws and regulations are in place that 

could restrict the construction or expansion of 

factory farms due to their environmental impacts? 

b. What legislative  and policy reforms are 

necessary?



Our Report
Part I. Introduction

Part II. Laws and Policies

Part III. Comparative Analysis

Part IV. Conclusion and Recommendations

ÅThe environmental impacts of animal 

agriculture

ÅKey components of the legislative and 

policy framework

ÅSummary of select Canadian and 

international jurisdictions



Part 2 

Our Findings



KEY TRENDS

Example: Ontario

o Nutrient Management Act
o Environmental Protection Act
o Clean Water Act
o Safe Drinking Water Act
o Ontario Water Resources Act

1 LACK OF A COMPREHENSIVE LEGAL FRAMEWORK



KEY TRENDS

Example: Ontario

o The general prohibition against contamination under Ontario's 
Environmental Protection Act does not apply to animal wastes 
ǱȡɾɳɐɾǸǱ ɐȒ ȡɅ ǍǪǪɐɶǱǍɅǪǸ ʭȡʌț ṦɅɐɶɃǍȺ ȒǍɶɃȡɅȓ ɳɶǍǪʌȡǪǸɾẍ

o Ontario's Environmental Assessment Act does not generally 
apply to new or expanding animal agriculture projects

EXEMPTIONS FOR ANIMAL AGRICULTURE2



KEY TRENDS

o ¦ǎŜ ƻŦ ǘŜǊƳǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ άŀŘǾŜǊǎŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘέ ŀƴŘ άƴƻǊƳŀƭ ŦŀǊƳƛƴƎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎέ

o In relation to investigation and enforcement

BROAD DISCRETION3



ÅLegal frameworks typically 
exempt animal agriculture 
and/or use discretionary 
language

ÅManitoba has the strongest air pollution 

laws among the selected jurisdictions 

ÅIn Canada, Ontario and Quebec have the 

most room for improvement
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ÅDisjointed legal frameworks and/or  

exemptions

ÅManitoba has the strongest laws and 

policies for protecting the waters

  

ÅIn contrast, BC and Ontario's laws 

exempt the agriculture industry from 

their respective general prohibitions 

against introducing waste or 

contaminants into the environment
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ÅThe majority of the selected Canadian provinces 

are failing to address land degradation & 

biodiversity loss in relation to animal agriculture

ÅThis category holds the most room for 

improvement in Canada

ÅQueensland, Australia and the United Kingdom 

set out slightly better requirements to address 

land degradation and biodiversity loss

LAND DEGRADATION & 
BIODIVERSITY LOSS 
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Category Jurisdiction

Air Pollution: Manitoba

Water Pollution: Manitoba

Degradation & Biodiversity 

Loss:

Queensland, Australia & 

United Kingdom

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Through our comparative analysis we have identified the key leading jurisdiction(s) in each category: 



Part 3 

Recommendations



4

Restructure government subsidies for the agriculture 

sector1

Expand the application and enforcement of the Nutrient 

Management Act, 2022
3

Recommendations

Introduce mandatory best management practices

Impose a moratorium on the construction and expansion of 

ILOs

2

4

5

Remove exemptions for animal agriculture from environmental laws and 

policies



RECOMMENDATION 01:

Restructure government subsidies for the 

agriculture sector

ÅThe government provides billions of dollars worth of 

subsidies annually to the agriculture  sector 

Ḭ the bulk of it goes to the dairy, egg and chicken industries 

ÅInstead, funds could be conditional on farmers 

demonstrating that they have taken measures to reduce their 

ecological footprints



In   2020 , the  UK introduced  the  Agriculture Act, which  incentivizes  a shift  

away  from  intensive  animal  agriculture  by  offering  payments  that  reward  

farmers  for  managing  ẌȺǍɅǱ or  water  in  a way  that  protects  or  improves  

the  ǸɅʬȡɶɐɅɃǸɅʌẍṞ ẌɃǍɅǍȓȡɅȓ water  or  livestock  in  a way  that  mitigates  

or  adapts  to  climate  ǪțǍɅȓǸẍṞ and  promoting  animal  welfare .

EXAMPLE: UK AGRICULTURE ACT



RECOMMENDATION 02:

Remove exemptions for the animal agriculture 

sector from environmental laws and policies

ÅThe environmental laws and policies in many jurisdictions 

include exemptions for "normal farming practices" or do not 

apply to the animal agriculture sector altogether.

ÅBy removing these exemptions provinces can motivate 

farmers to implement best management practices for the 

environment and support a shift away from intensive animal 

use.



RECOMMENDATION 03:

Expand the application and enforcement of the 

Nutrient Management Act, 2002

ÅThe mandatory standards for nutrient management from 

manure and fertilizer under the Nutrient Management Act, 

2002 ("NMA") only apply to a minority of farms in the province

ÅThe Government of Ontario should expand the application of 

the NMA to all farms in Ontario and strengthen its enforcement 

mechanisms



RECOMMENDATION 04:

Introduce mandatory best management practices

ÅBest management practices are only as good as their 

enforcement. Without oversight, accountability, and 

consequences, the industry will likely always put their economic 

needs above those of the environment.

ÅImplementing mandatory best management practices will 

improve compliance and therefore improve environmental 

impact. 



RECOMMENDATION 05:

Impose a moratorium on the construction and 

expansion of ILOs

ÅA moratorium on the construction and expansion of animal 

feeding operations and slaughterhouses will ensure that 

environmental damage is not further aggravated by additional 

facilities.


