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The number of farms in the European Union has declined very
rapidly in the past decades, largely as a result of disastrous
agricultural and trade policies. At the same time, meat production
in many EU countries is increasing, driven especially by exports.
The remaining farms are becoming ever-larger with a lower
diversity of animal breeds. This has seen a rise in factory farms,
characterised by large numbers of animals being confined in
crowded spaces with insufficient pastureland to feed the animals -
meaning that feed has to be brought into the farm.

This model of production brings
social, economic and environmen-
tal problems at the local to global
scale. These problems are already
well documented in the US, where
factory farming is more widespread,
and the impacts are increasingly
evident in Europe.

Water pollution, air pollution, and
the massive amounts of (ammonia
and nitrogen rich) manure produced
by factory farms affects the local
communities living near factory
farms and harms wildlife and biodi-
versity.

Workers on factory farms and
throughout the meat processing
industry are often migrant and un-
documented labourers. Many of
them live and work in appallingly
cramped and unsafe places - which

has increased the spread of di-
seases including Covid-19 amongst
workers in abattoirs and meat pro-
cessing plants.

The rise of global pandemics (bird
flu and swine flu) has been directly
linked to factory farms. Moreover,
the routine dosing of antibiotics to
factory farmed animals is increasing
the risk of antibiotic resistant bacte-
ria ending up in meat.

At a global scale, the massively in-
creased production of soya in South
America — 3/4 of which is used to
feed farmed animals — is responsible
for widespread deforestation, envi-
ronmental destruction and human
rights abuses. Deforestation, to-
gether with the high intensity of
resources, and the waste produced
by factory farmed animals, emits a

significant amount of greenhouse
gases that are exacerbating the cli-
mate crisis.

The concentration of ownership
of the meat production industry
is bad news for consumers and for
small-scale farmers who are driven
out of business or forced to enter
contracts with these companies.

Solutions exist in the form of agroe-
cological practices. They demons-
trate that meat can be producedina
way that not only respects environ-
mental and health considerations,
and provides appropriate conditions
for animals, but is also more inde-
pendent, consumes less resources,
and uses more sustainable agricul-
tural practices. Yet, these practices
cannot flourish while markets are
dominated by large corporations.



A ban on factory farming and redu-
cing the number of farmed animals
in the EU is needed to create the
space for these alternatives to de-
velop. There is a role for decision
makers at national and European
level to acknowledge the problem

and take action, including through:
removing direct and indirect sup-
port for the increase in factory far-
ming; ensuring environmental legis-
lation is in place and implemented;
guaranteeing fair treatment of
small-scale farmers and workers

throughout the food chain; and
reorienting Common Agricultural
Policy subsidies while providing the
funds for a just transition for farmers
and agricultural workers.

A factory farm has been defined as “a system of farming in which a lot of animals are
kept in a small closed area, in order to produce a large amount of meat, eggs, or milk
as cheaply as possible.” Instead of allowing animals to forage for their feed in pas-
ture or other open areas, factory farms confine the animals and bring food to them.
For the purpose of this report, we will define factory farms or industrial farms, as
those farms which have several of the following characteristics:

Large number of animals are
confined and concentrated

on a small area;

All or most of the feed comes
from outside the farm, and
is concentrated feed whose

Have insufficient land to
spread the manure produced
by the animals in a sustai-

nable way;

price relies on global markets;

Uses a high amount of anti-
biotics in feed and/or water;

High level of specialisation;

The farm is vertically
integrated: the company
owns the animals, feed and
antibiotics.

There is no single definition of factory farms in Europe.? The Environmental Impact
Assessment Directive (2011/92/EU) governs farms with space for more than 60,000
laying hens, 85,000 broiler chicken, 3,000 pigs, or 900 sows. The Industrial Emis-
sions Directive (2010/75/EU) regulates farms with space for more than 40,000
poultry, 2,000 pigs, or 750 sows. “Very large farms” are defined as farms with an
economic output of more than €100,000 per year.?
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Introduction

The European Union is one of the
world’s largest consumers of meat,
with a consumption of 71.3 kg per
capita in 2018, more than twice the
global average.* EU meat produc-
tion is expected to reach 47.5 million
tonnes by 2030, driven by domestic
and international demand. As global
meat consumption is estimated to in-
crease by an average of 1% per year
between 2017 and 2030 to a global
total of 365 million tonnes (34.7 kg
per capita) in 2030,° the bloc is also
becoming one of the largest expor-
ters of certain types of meat, espe-
cially pork.5

Over the past few decades, the food
system in Europe has become increa-
singly dominated by factory farms

that confine thousands of cows, pigs
or tens of thousands of chickens in
tightly packed facilities. Misguided
trade and agricultural policies have
pushed farmers to adopt more inten-
sive practices, driving an increase in
the average number of animals per
farm. Yet many livestock producers
are struggling to survive, and small
and medium sized farms are closing
in increasing numbers.

These intensive farming methods
produce cheaper meat for consu-
mers and profits for agribusiness.
While policies on food and farming
are discussed at European level, they
don’t look at the external costs of our
reliance on factory farming for meat
production.

The full costs of production and
consumption are not included in the
price paid at the supermarket check-
out. The “polluter-pays” principle
is not applied to factory farms, and
their pollution is cleaned up using
taxpayers’ money, or increasing the
price that is paid for basic human
needs such as water.

Other social and environmental
costs are borne by farmers, consu-
mers, local residents, and food sec-
tor workers — in the form of ill health
and poor working conditions — and
by the environment in Europe and
globally.

The European Union

is one of the world’s
largest consumers

of meat, with a
consumption of 71.3 kg
per capita in 2018,
more than twice the
global average.*



Scientific studies, as well as the ex-
periences of people who produce
our food and the communities living
near factory farms, have highlighted
a host of negative impacts on our
environment, public health, local
economies, food safety, animal wel-
fare, biodiversity and worker safety.
Global health and environmental
crises have shown clearly that our
food system must change. This brie-
fing brings together research from

Europe and the US (where factory
farms are more widespread) to show
the real costs of factory farming in
terms of water and air pollution, ill
health, the risks of antibiotic resis-

tance, deforestation, biodiversity
loss, human rights abuses and the
climate crisis.”

Many people in Europe are beco-
ming more aware of the impact of
our food system, and they are deci-

ding to produce and consume less
but higher quality meat and dairy,
produced with higher welfare stan-
dards, including organic produce.
There is a growing call for public
policies that reduce the control of
big business over the food chain and
protect the environment and rural
communities.



Over the past decades, the face
of farming in Europe has changed
beyond recognition. There has been
a massive decrease in the number of
farmers and farms, especially those
farms rearing animals. At the same
time, there has been a correspon-
ding increase in the average size of
farms, the number of animals per
farm, and the density of livestock.
The variety of species being farmed
has also fallen dramatically.

Farm enlargement, innovations in
animal husbandry such as new hou-
sing systems, forage management,
and other developments in genetics
and health care, have led to higher
output per animal and lower prices.
Many thousands of the smallest
farms, often run by subsistence far-
mers, have been unable to keep up
with this process of intensification,
and have gone out of business, to
be taken over by larger companies.
Some of the biggest changes have
been seen in the countries that
joined the EU since 2004 as they un-
derwent a process of structural ad-
justment, involving the concentra-
tion of land ownership in the hands
of fewer and larger farms.®

The rise of factory farming was no
accident, or natural phenomenon. It
resulted from public policy choices
— especially the EU’s Common Agri-
cultural Policy (CAP) and interna-
tional trade deals. Over the last de-
cades, the CAP has been supporting
more intensive production methods,
paying more to those who produce
more. Attention to sustainable pro-
duction has only come in recent
years, with insufficient action to
move away from the industrialisa-
tion of animal farming. At the same
time, international trade deals and
high consumption levels have ser-
ved as a vehicle to increase demand,
within the EU and for export. Much
of this is being driven by the inte-
rests of big agribusinesses, the feed
industry, supermarkets, meatpac-
kers and processors. These are the
companies that dominate the criti-
cal steps in the food chain between
farmers and consumers.®

Between 2005 and 2013 the total
number of farms in the EU fell by
almost one quarter, (a decrease of
3.7% per year). The largest declines
were in Slovakia (-12.5%/year), Bul-
garia (-8.9%/year), Poland (-6.6%/

year), ltaly (-6.5%/year), the Czech
Republic (-5.8%/year) and Latvia
(-5.5%/year). As the amount of land
used for agriculture barely changed
(+0.1%/year), average farm size in-
creased significantly, in terms of
land area and economic produc-
tion.”©

By 2016, barely more than one half
(55%) of farms in the EU kept lives-
tock, a decrease of one third since
2005. Slovakia (-72.2%) and Bulgaria
(-71.9%) saw the greatest decreases,
while the number of farms keeping
livestock also more than halved in
Estonia, Lithuania and Poland." Over
the 30-year period up to 2013, four
out of every five dairy farms disap-
peared in the initial 10 EU member
states. This was accompanied by
a gradual decline in the number of
dairy farmers in the EU (-6%/year on
average).”?
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At the same time as farms are closing, there has
been a shift towards more livestock and poultry
being reared on very large farms.® In the same
period, the number of animals on very small
farms more than halved.” The number of animals

on very large farms has increased by almost 10

million animals between 2005 and 2013 to reach

Average livestock density has also
increased. The most dense stocking
is in The Netherlands, with 3.8 ani-
mals/ha (density has increased by
6.3% between 2013 and 2016). Bul-
garia has the least dense livestock
farming, but density increased in
the same period by as much as 11.1%,
to 0.2 animals/ha.1® In addition, 68%
of the total agricultural land is used
for animal production.”

Intensification has lead to the se-
lection of a few highly efficient
breeds and the loss of local and rare
animal breeds. In Europe, half of

the breeds that existed at the turn
of the 20th Century have become
extinct, and 53% of the remaining
local breeds are at risk. The nar-
rowing of the genetic base for farm
animals means a loss of traits that
allow resistance to certain diseases
or more resilience in harsh weather
conditions. Limiting breeding to just
a few breeds of animal is creating a
precarious situation for the future
food supply.

A clear example can be seen in the
factory farmed chicken industry,
where extremely high laying perfor-

94 million.” Very large farms now account for
72.2% of all the animals being reared in the EU. In
the Benelux countries and Denmark, more than
90% of animals are reared on very large farms.

mance and fast meat growth are the
most important criteria. Hundreds
of breeds of chickens currently
exist, but factory farmed chicken
for meat and egg production uses a
very small number of powerful hy-
brid lines, based on the targeted se-
lection and crossing of animals from
different pure breeds by a handful
of companies (Cobb-Vantress, Hen-
drix, Aviagen/EW group and Groupe
Grimaud).?

In Europe, half of the breeds that existed at the turn
of the 20th Century have become extinct,” and 53%
of the remaining local breeds are at risk. 2°




KEY FIGURES

53 million pigs
slaughtered
in 2019

4.6 million tonnes
of meat

30.8 milion pigs
being reared, the
largest number in
the EU

61% of farms
disappeared in a
decade

Spain’s pork industry is expanding
rapidly, with development characte-
rised by increased concentration, low
production costs, and heavy reliance
on exports and international markets.

In 2019, the industry slaughtered near-
ly 53 million pigs, creating 4.6 million
tonnes of meat, an increase of more
than 20% since 2013. This increase
is largely export-led, with exports
increasing 42.4% between 2016 and
2019- mainly for the Chinese market.
The industry accounts for 37% of total
livestock production in Spain, and 14%
of total agricultural production in the
country. With 30.8 million pigs being
reared at any time, it has the largest
number of pigs in the EU.

The total number of pig farms in Spain
has declined dramatically in recent
years. Between 1999 and 2009, more
than 110,000 farms disappeared, a
loss of 61% in only a decade. Over
that same period, the country’s total
pig population increased by 12.3%.
Between 2009 and 2013, another
18,000 pig farms disappeared in
Spain, a 25% decrease, leaving just
51,767 farms remaining. Over the
same period, the number of animals
per farm boomed: from an average of
122 in 1999, to 354 in 2009, and 467
in 2013.

Of the pig farms that remain in Spain,
80% are considered “intensive” ope-
rations, together housing more than
90% of Spain’s pigs. Feed accounts
for 70-80% of pork production costs,
while labour accounts for just 2.1%.
By 2009, intensive pig farms had ac-
commodation for 27.5 million pigs,
with 87.3% of pigs housed indoors on

completely or partially slatted floors.
These animals have no access to the
outdoors and will never experience
fresh air or daylight. Only around 5%
of Spain’s pigs were kept free on straw
litter.

Spain has the highest consumption of
antimicrobials for animal farming in
the EU. In 2014, one-third of all drugs
used for food-producing animals in
the EU were sold in Spain. The Spani-
sh meat industry used 419 milligrams
of veterinary antimicrobial agents
per 1,000 tonnes of produced meat,
around 3 times the amount used in
Germany, and nearly 10 times that
used in Denmark.

As more and more factory farm pro-
jects are announced around the
country, including what would be
the biggest dairy farm in the EU with
more than 20.000 cows,® resistance
is growing among communities that
are suffering the impacts of this in-
dustry.?* Thousands of people in ru-
ral areas of Spain lack access to tap
water at home because of nitrate
pollution. Spain has been breaking
emission limits of ammonia for many
years. There is an urgent need to
rethink Spanish development of the
pork industry, so that farming can
again be an activity that supports ru-
ral communities, meets consumer de-
mands, and respects the environment
and labour conditions.



KEY FIGURES

30 million pigs
produced
in 2019

52 kg of meat per
person per year

Between 2007 and
2019, exports rose
from 4.9 million to
15.2 million pigs per
year

Farms producing
more than 5.000
pigs grew from 198
in 200 to 940 today

80% of agricultural
land used for feed
production

Still one of the
largest importers
of soy

Denmark has the highest number of
pigs per capita in the EU, with more
than 30 million pigs produced per year.
Danes eat an average of 52 kg of meat
per person per year, a figure that has
doubled in 50 years. Pork accounts for
the largest share of meat consump-
tion, at 29 kg per person per year.?52

However, the vast majority of pig and
pork production in Denmark is for ex-
port. The number of slaughter pigs in
Denmark is currently declining, while
the export of pigs, especially piglets,
is increasing- primarily to Germany. In
the 12 years from 2007 to 2019, exports
rose from 4.9 million to 15.2 million
pigs per year.?

The pigs are found mainly in Jutland,
and the density is highest in West and
North Jutland and Bornholm. Danish
pig production is becoming concen-
trated in fewer and larger farms, with
a considerable degree of specialisation
and vertical integration. In 2000, there
were 198 pig farms in Denmark with a
production of 5,000 pigs or more. By
2018, that number had grown to 940.%
Danish Crown is the world’s ninth lar-
gest meat company, Europe’s largest
meat producer and the world’s largest
pig exporter.?? While increased pro-
duction benefits a few companies, the
consequences of production can no
longer be ignored, at the local, natio-
nal and global levels.

Denmark tops the EU statistics for the
percentage of agricultural land used
to feed animals, with about 80% of
agricultural land used for feed produc-
tion.>° Yet, this land is not sufficient to
provide fodder for the stock of pigs.
Denmark is one the largest importers

of soy, especially from South America,
of which 90% goes to pig feed.’' Soy
production for Denmark occupies an
area of land the size of Zealand, Den-
mark’s largest island.

Political backing for the industry
makes it difficult to change the course
of the industry, and stop the expansion
of pig factories. Pig producers are gi-
ven political and financial support to
expand their operations, and many
have become a regular industry, yet
pig factory farms are still regulated as
“agriculture”. A previous ceiling of 750
“animal units” per holding has been re-
moved and now there are no limits, as
the concept of “animal units” has been
replaced with the unit of measurement
“square meters of production area”.3?

In Denmark, “green subsidies” can also
be awarded for the expansion of pig
units (up to 25% of the total project
costs),®® despite the fact that this will
increase the number of pigs, and the-
refore increase the climate impact of
the operation.

It is very difficult at local and muni-
cipal level to resist the expansion of
these pig factories, despite the conse-
quences for the local population and
environment. Since a change in legis-
lation with the Livestock Act in 2017,
it has not been possible for municipa-
lities to take environmental, nature,
neighbourhood and transport burdens
into account when pig farms want to
expand.®* Several municipalities have
complained. 3¢



The

Netherlands3°

KEY FIGURES

Around 25 farms
with more than
2,500 calves each

A total of 12.5
million pigs

6 or 7 million
farrows exported
each year

A production
of 395 million
chickens per year

63 farms have more
than 1,500 goats
each

Dairy cow farms are by far the biggest
livestock farming sector in the Nether-
lands, which is mainly land based.*”
The number of around 16,000 farms is
decreasing by an average of 3.5% per
year. Male calves and redundant female
calves born on dairy farms are used
for the productions of calf meat (veal).
The Netherlands is specialised in this
field and the biggest producer of veal
in the EU. There are 960,000 places for
meat calves, of which 50% are occu-
pied by calves imported from Germany,
Ireland, Poland and the Baltic States.
The number of around 1,500 meat calf
companies is declining, but the number
of animals per farm is increasing, and
there are around 25 farms with more
than 2,500 calves. This subsector works
with a vertically integrated system, with
4 integrators (Van Driegroep, Veal Fine,
Vitelco/PaliGroup, Fuite Veal). The beef
cattle industry in the Netherlands is re-
latively small, and produces beef from
dairy cattle that are no longer produc-
tive, and from suckler cattle.

There are around 4,000 pig farms (of
which 157 have more than 7,500 pigs
or 1,200 sows), which include bree-
ding and meat pig farms, with a total
of around 12.5 million pigs. The produc-
tion of farrows exceeds the available
space, and around 6 or 7 million farrows
are exported each year. The number of
companies in this subsector is also de-
creasing, while the number of animals
per farm grows. The total number of
pigs in the country is regulated by pro-
duction rights.

The poultry sector includes meat
chickens (broilers) and layers. Out of
the 850 companies keeping laying
hens, with a total of 35 million hens,
120 have more than 120,000 hens. The
Netherlands is the second largest ex-
porter of eggs worldwide after the US.
Among the 600 broiler farms, there are
34 farms with more than 220,000 hens,

producing around 395 million chickens
per year. In the poultry sector there is a
slight decline in the number of animals,
due to the introduction of diverse mar-
ket concepts, related to sustainability.

There are around 530,000 goats of
which around 350,000 are held at 365
specialized goat farms for milk produc-
tion. 63 farms have more than 1,500
goats.

The main impacts of factory farming in
the country are the problems of large
quantities of surplus manure, excess of
ammonia, nitrate and methane emis-
sions, biodiversity loss (especially re-
lated to the nitrogen surplus), fine dust
and smell nuisance in rural areas. A
connection has been found between a
reduced lung function and the amount
of ammonia in the air, and living close
to poultry farms and higher risk for lung
infection.®®

Animal welfare and rights issues in-
clude (caused by housing and transport
of animals) include increased incidence
of disease, and the stress, exhaustion,
dehydration, injuries, ilinesses and even
mortality linked to transportation.

Factory farms are major public health
risks, such as the outbreak of hu-
man-animal diseases and increasing
antibiotic resistance.*® Goat farms were
the source of the outbreak of a Q-fever
epidemic in 2007-2010.4

Milieudefensie (Friends of the Earth
Netherlands) has organised several
campaigns against factory farming. In
2015 it called on the Dutch government
to stop building new factory farms. This
became a hot topic during the provin-
cial elections and the issue reached
some coalition agreements.*? Other
NGOs including Wakker Dier (Awake
Animal) have continued campaigning
on the issue.”



Poland

KEY FIGURES

14.6 million
hectares of
arable land

Cereals make
up 71% of all
crops

Farm numbers
going down: 2.14
million of farms in
2000 to 1.4 million
in 2017

The biggest farms
make up 20% of all
existing farms in
Poland but are the
recipients of 74%
EU farm subsidies

30-50% of meat
produced in Poland

is exported

11 million pigs

Poland is an agricultural country, with
14.6 million hectares of arable land. Ac-
cording to the data from 2017 provided
by Statistics Poland, the crop structure
is as follows: cereals make up 71% of
all crops, industrial crops make up 11%,
and fodder crops make up 10%.*

Joining the European Union resulted
in significant changes in Polish agricul-
ture, especially in the number and size
of farms, the form of crop cultivation,
and animal production. The number
of farms has been in steady decline:
from 214 million in 2000 to 1.4 mil-
lion in 2017. The largest decrease was
amongst farms that had 10 hectares of
land or less (figures for 2002 to 2015).4

Currently, the biggest farms (above
100 hectares), make up 20% of all
existing farms in Poland, but are the
recipients of 74% EU farm subsidies.
In order to compete with the biggest
farms on the market, the middle-sized
farms (20-100 hectares) often adopt
environmentally unfriendly practices
to lower their production costs, such
as simplified crop rotation, over ferti-
lisation or reduction in liming. In order
to develop a more sustainable agricul-
tural system, it is vital that the Polish
national agricultural policy addresses
the middle-sized farms specifically.

Despite the substantial meat consump-
tion, which averages 78.5 kg per per-
son per year (of which about 40 kg are
pork, 7 kg more than the EU average),
about 30-50% of meat produced in Po-
land is exported.

The share of pork produced in large
farms has increased from 7% in 2004
to 24% in 2016. In 2018, there were 11

million pigs in Poland, which meant
that Poland was the sixth largest pork
producer in the EU.** When it comes
to poultry, the annual production ave-
rages nearly 2.5 million tons, of which
% is intended for export. The share of
poultry produced on big farms has in-
creased from 23% in 2004 to 30% in
2016.4

Over 20 years ago, a proposal for an
anti-odour act was submitted to the
Polish Parliament. This act would re-
gulate, amongst other things, the dis-
tance between residential areas and
animal farms. Unfortunately the act
has still not been implemented, due to
the influence of meat producer lobby
groups. This is testament to the power
of meat producers, and the support of
the Ministry of Agriculture — which is
promoting the expansion of agricultu-
ral exports. Few NGOs are engaged
in the issue, with the exception of the
Otwarte Klatki (Open Cages) asso-
ciation, who are focused on industrial
chicken farming, and Greenpeace and
WWF who have released reports on in-
dustrial farming.*®



Factory farms release more air pol-
lutants and in higher concentra-
tions than small and medium-sized
farms.*® They raise a larger number
of animals in a confined setting and
produce significantly more manure.
This manure emits a range of toxic
pollutants, including respiratory ir-
ritants such as ammonia (NH3), hy-
drogen sulphide (H2S) and particu-
late matter.5®

Ammonia emissions strongly
contribute to fine particulate
matter (PM2.5) pollution, and
premature human mortality.s'

Manure from livestock farming is
responsible for more than 70% of the
emissions of ammonia in Europe.5?
Countries with the largest number
of (intensive) animal farms inclu-
ding Germany, France, Poland, Ita-
ly and The Netherlands are among
the largest emitters of ammonia.®

The EU National Emission Cei-
lings Directive (2016/2284/EU) has
obliged all member states to reduce
ammonia emissions by 6% relative

to 2005 levels by 2020, yet areas
where factory farms are expanding
have faced problems controlling
emissions.5* Spain has broken the
ammonia emission limit for nine
years in a row.*®

Research in The Netherlands has
shown that living near factory farms
can affect lung function, and in-
crease the risk of lung infections.%®
Research by the Max Planck Ins-
titute for Chemistry shows that
agriculture (and especially factory
farming) contributes around 45% of
the fine particle emissions (PM2.5)
in Germany that lead to 120,000
premature deaths from cardio-vas-
cular disease.”” Evidence from the
US has also shown that people living
near factory farms have an increase
in childhood asthma rates,* report
experiencing health symptoms such
as eye and throat irritation, nausea,
vomiting and breathing problems,*
and have a diminished quality of life
from being forced to stay indoors
and keep their windows closed.5®
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Animal manure has always been
used as a fertiliser on cropland and
grazing fields, but factory farms
produce more manure than nearby
fields can absorb.®' The resulting re-
lease of nitrates into the water sup-
ply can result in negative impacts on
human health and the environment,
such as groundwater pollution and
the loss of habitats and biodiversity.

Reactive nitrogen is an important
nutrient for plant growth, but too
much of it drives biodiversity loss
through eutrophication and acidifi-
cation. Faster-growing species that
can rapidly assimilate nitrogen and
acid-tolerant species are favoured
over nutrient-poor species. Biodi-
versity loss at the plant and habitat
level can affect biodiversity of in-
sects and other animals dependent
on those plants and habitats.®? The
European Commission recognises
that large numbers of livestock
concentrated locally or regionally
pose high risks to the environment.®

Nitrates are the main pollutant of
European groundwater, affecting

over 18% of the area of groundwa-
ter bodies.®* In 2015, 61% of the EU’s
agricultural area was designated
“Nitrate vulnerable zones”, areas at
risk from agricultural nitrate pol-
lution under the Nitrates Directive
(91/676/EEC).%

In areas where factory farms are
concentrated, they have been direc-
tly linked to nitrate pollution of local
drinking water supplies.®® In Catalo-
nia (Spain), a region with more than
8 million pigs in factory farms,* lo-
cal authorities reported that nitrate
pollution exceeded the regulatory
limit in 41% of groundwater tables,
and more than 100,000 people had
problems of access to drinking wa-
ter between 2010 and 2014. In Den-
mark, 32.7% of groundwater sta-
tions in the country recorded values
over 25 mg/L (with 16.6% recording
figures above 50 mg/L), impacting
nearly 300,000 people in 2012.%¢
Across the whole of the European
Union, several million people are po-
tentially exposed to drinking water
with nitrate concentrations above
recommended levels.®®

The “polluter pays” principle is not
being applied to factory farms. Pol-
lution is cleaned up using taxpayers’
money, or increasing the water
charges that citizens pay. The Cata-
lan regional government spent more
than €6 million per year to provide
drinking water to the affected po-
pulation.® German studies show
that in municipalities where the ni-
trate concentrations are above the
legal limit, the annual basic fee for
households is more expensive than
in municipalities with lower nitrate
concentrations.”

Manure also carries chemical addi-
tives, pathogens like E. coli and an-
tibiotics.” These contaminants can
reach waterways through surface
runoff, spills, groundwater leaching
and direct discharges.” Manure ap-
plication contributes to outbreaks of
waterborne diseases in rural areas.™



In 2015, 61% of the EU’s
agricultural area was
designated “Nitrate
vulnerable zones”, areas
at risk from agricultural
nitrate pollution under the
Nitrates Directive.
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Pandemics,
animal
epidemics
antibiotic
resistance

Virus threats from influenza viruses
such as H1N1 (swine flu) or H5N1
(bird flu) evolved on chicken and pig
factory farms.”> Genetic analyses
have shown that crucial compo-
nents of HIN1 emerged from a virus
circulating in North American pigs.
Commercial poultry farms appear
to be the most important site for
the mutation of novel viruses that
can prove deadly. Of the 39 antige-
nic shifts that we know played a key
role in the emergence of 16 particu-
larly dangerous strains of influenza,
research has proven that “all but
two of these events were reported
in commercial poultry production
systems”.”

Epidemics are also affecting pig po-
pulations worldwide, including Afri-
can Swine Fever, Porcine epidemic
diarrhoea and “Blue ear” or Porcine
Reproductive and Respiratory Syn-
drome Virus which first emerged
in the factory farms of the US and
Europe in the 1990s, killing millions
of pigs when it spread to China and
Vietnam in 2007-2008. When the
pig industry is confronted by an
epidemic, small farmers are hit the
worst, livelihoods are lost and mil-
lions of pigs die or are culled. As a
result, the price of pork soars, and
large animal processing companies
gain.”



For decades, the livestock industry
has used drugs (including antibio-
tics) routinely, not to treat sick ani-
mals, but for disease prevention and
growth promotion. This practice is
known as non-therapeutic use. The
EU phased out the use of antibiotics
for growth promotion, but the drugs
are still being used as a prophylac-
tic treatment to prevent diseases
caused by the overcrowded and
stressful conditions.™

The agriculture sector uses vastly
more antibiotics than human medi-
cine.” In the United States, with its
massive factory farming industry, 80
per cent of all antibiotics are sold for
agricultural purposes. In 2017, 89.4
per cent of antimicrobial veterinary
medicinal products used in the EU/
EEA and Switzerland were for group
animal treatment which are inte-
grated directly into the feed, or are
added to the feed or water directly
on the farm. Group medication is
used mainly in poultry and pig fac-
tory farms.° This is a common prac-
tice in densely packed and unsani-
tary concentrated animal feeding
operations.®

Antibiotics are critical tools in hu-
man medicine. But medical au-
thorities are warning that these
life-saving drugs are losing their ef-
fectiveness due to overuse. The de-
velopment of antibiotic resistance
is hastened by the use of low doses
of antibiotics on factory farms. The
routine feeding of antibiotics to li-
vestock results in microbes evolving

antibiotic resistance. Workers ex-
posed to these pathogens can be-
come sick, and spread the disease
within their communities. Disease
resistant bacteria can also spread
through preparation of contami-
nated raw meat, and the pollution of
water by manure.® This is not only
problematic for the treatment of
people with bacterial diseases, but
also for treatment of people with di-
seases caused by viruses, which are
often accompanied by bacterial in-
fections. Three studies on Covid-19
patients conclude that antibiotics
were prescribed for 90% of patients
to treat the accompanying bacterial
infections.®

Antimicrobial resistance causes
33,000 deaths in the EU every year
and an annual cost of €1.5 billion in
healthcare costs and productivity
losses. If resistance continues to
grow at the current rate, by 2050
more than 10 million people could
die worldwide from infections that
previously could have been treated
by antibiotics.®*

Animals do not need routine anti-
biotics to stay healthy. Organic and
higher welfare systems use antibio-
tics sparingly, and only when ani-
mals need it. Livestock should - and
can - be kept healthy through good
husbandry and welfare, rather than
through “bought-in” immunity.



THE URGENT CASE TO STOP FACTORY FARMS IN EUROPE | 19



In the EU, around 1 million people
were employed in the meat pro-
cessing industry in 2011. The sec-
tor is under immense pressure to
reduce its costs and compete at a
European and global level. Labour
is a key component of cost for the
meat processing industry, which
puts pressure on the working condi-
tions and wages in the sector. There
are no clear figures on the average
income of slaughterhouse workers.
However, a study by the European
Federation of Agricultural, Food and
Tourism Trade Unions (EFFAT) from
2011 gives an impression of how Ger-
many benefits from the work of Eas-
tern European temporary workers:
at that point, employees in slaugh-
terhouses in Denmark earned an
average of €25 per hour, in France
€9 to €12, and in Germany around
€7. The hourly wages from Romania
and Bulgaria were unknown, but EF-
FAT assumes that they were lower
than the Polish hourly wages of €3
to €6.%

As well as keeping wages low, em-
ployers regularly cut corners with
health and safety, including increa-
sing the speed of processing lines
which leads to an increase in inju-
ries and deaths.®® Studies from the
US show injury and illness rates at

slaughterhouses and processing fa-
cilities are higher than the rates for
the overall manufacturing sector.”
In the EU, the use of low-paid and
(undocumented) migrant labour is
also widespread. Working condi-
tions in Europe’s slaughterhouses
have been reported as “modern
slavery” in several European coun-
tries.®® The Covid-19 pandemic has
shone a spotlight on a long standing
problem with poor working condi-
tions in the sector. Workers are of-
ten shoulder-to-shoulder, and most
workers have not been supplied
with proper personal protective
equipment.

In the US, Spain, Germany, The
Netherlands, Ireland and Wales,
working and housing conditions in
slaughterhouses are likely to have
contributed to the spread of Co-
vid-19, as social distancing is im-
possible.®® The infection level at the
Toénnies factory in Germany reached
such a high level that the municipa-
lity had to first close the schools and
later ordered a second lock-down
in the district to protect the local
population of further infections.®®
Transport to the factories and poor
living conditions of workers (with
inadequate or overcrowded slee-
ping, cooking and sanitation facili-

ties) are also likely to have played a
role.®' Yet giant meat companies are
pushing to keep plants open (and
reopen plants where workers are
infected) by stoking fears of food
shortages. Forcing sick workers to
process our food is risking their lives
and our public health.
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In the US, Spain, Germany,
the Netherlands, Ireland and
Wales, working and housing
conditions in slaughterhouses
are likely to have contributed
to the spread of Covid-19.
Transport to the factories

and poor living conditions

Credits: United States Department of Agriculture
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While conditions in EU abattoirs
and meat processing plants are well
documented, conditions on facto-
ry farms are less well researched.
However, examples from the US
show that factory farms are an un-
healthy and stressful work environ-
ment. Workers there face increased
exposure to air pollutants produced
at factory farms — including particu-
late matter carrying mould, animal
dander and pathogens. Exposure
to air pollutants can lead to respi-
ratory issues, with up to one-quar-

Working
conditions on
factory farms
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ter of workers on pig factory farms
suffering from chronic bronchi-
tis.2 Workers also suffer the same
health impacts as nearby commu-
nity members from the hydrogen
sulphide, ammonia and other pol-
lutants produced by decomposing
manure. At times, toxic emissions
from manure pits can exceed le-
thal levels and have caused worker
deaths.s Factory farm workers are
also injured through accidents in-
volving animals and machinery, and
exposure to toxic pollutants.®*



The European meat sector is domi-
nated by a number of companies
who are increasing in size through
mergers and acquisitions, expanding
across borders and in some cases
across species. As mentioned above,
production itself is also intensifying,
with larger factory farms producing
a larger percentage of our meat. This
situation is bad news for smaller far-
mers and processing companies,
since it tends to force down prices,
and many farms and abattoirs have
gone out of business.*®

A few European-based transnational
companies are also gaining ever-in-
creasing control over global inten-
sive meat production. The French
company Cooperl Arc Atlantique
breeds, slaughters and sells pigs, with
branches in Beijing and Moscow, un-
der the slogan “360° Pig chain profi-
tability”.°®¢ Groupe Bigard owns half
of all the slaughterhouses in France.
It processes beef, mutton, and pork.*”
The Danish Crown group is among
the largest meat processing com-
panies globally. They are the world’s
largest pork exporter and Europe’s

largest pork processor, as well as the
largest meat processing company in
Denmark and a growing player in the
beef market.%®

Vertical integration is a key element
of the factory farming model that is
being imported to Europe from the
US, with a small number of compa-
nies controlling the production, pro-
cessing, distribution and sale of meat.

Wages and working conditions in the
sector are falling. There has also been
a shift to larger slaughterhouses that
do not purchase animals from small
or independent operators on the
open market, and the closure of smal-
ler slaughterhouses that are able to
deal with smaller-scale farms. In res-
ponse, some producers have turned
to contracts with meat companies to
be able to continue farming.®®

In vertically integrated systems, agri-
businesses (the integrators) contract
with growers or producers to raise
birds or livestock. The companies
own the animals, set the terms of the
contracts and dictate all aspects of

raising the animals, from the design
of the buildings that they are confined
in, to the feed that they eat. The pro-
ducers must invest in whatever in-
frastructure the integrators require
(often taking out huge loans) and
dispose of the enormous amount of
waste generated.® Producers are
paid by the live weight of the finished
livestock, meaning that they bear all
the risks, while the agribusinesses
capture the profits.”

Some integrators in the USA use a
"tournament" system to determine the
price of meat, paying growers based
on how their performances compare
to each other. Contracts between
growers and integrators are often
short-sometimes just "flock to flock,"
meaning that integrators are under
no obligation to continue the contract
after the current flock is gone — and
companies might refuse to renew
contracts if livestock prices lag or the
grower has fallen out of favour.® This
leaves growers with crushing debts
that they cannot repay.



Producers also lose their economic
independence when they enter into
contracts, going from being inde-
pendent small business owners to
being contractors beholden to large
corporations.®” In 2012, contract
growers produced 44% of all pigs
and 96% of all broiler chickens in the
United States. In the EU, Spain is the
country where the vertical integration
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A few European-based
transnational companies are
also gaining ever-increasing
control over global intensive
meat production.

of pork meat production is moving
fastest, with around 80% of its pro-
duction under this model.”® By 2012,
55% of the commercial value of pork
in Germany was in the hands of the
four biggest slaughtering companies
operating in the EU (Danish Crown,
Tonnies, Vion and Westfleisch). As
many as 42% of German pig produ-
cers went out of business between

2001 and 2009 during a period of ra-
pid consolidation.®® France has over
75% of poultry meat production in the
hands of the top 5 five companies. In
Germany the top 5 firms have over
66% of the market, and in the UK over
60%.17



The EU is highly dependent on im-
ports of soy for factory farmed ani-
mals, where feed has to be brought
in on an industrial scale. The EU an-
nually imports 13 million tonnes of soy
protein, equal to 30 million tonnes of
soybean equivalent.”® Approximately
95% of soy imports are destined to
feed animals for meat, eggs and dairy
products.® Growing crops to feed
cattle is highly inefficient, resulting
in significantly fewer calories than
producing crops for direct human
consumption. For example, North
American production systems use an
estimated five and a half calories of
feed crops to produce just one calorie
of animal products.™

Global soybean production is boo-
ming, and has increased over tenfold
in the last fifty years, from 27 to 350
million tonnes.™ 75% of all soy pro-
duction is used to feed factory far-
med animals." The global area culti-
vated for soy has grown from under
30 million hectares in 1970 to over 100
million hectares in 2012, and is pro-
jected to reach 141 million hectares in
2050, if meat consumption continues
increasing.™

The expansion of industrial soy agri-
culture has led to the loss of millions
of hectares of forest, savannah and
grassland. Soy plantations continue
to threaten primary forests and rain-
forests such as the Amazon, Atlantic
Forest and Chiquitano Dry Forest, as
well as the tropical savannah of the
Cerrado, the hot and semi-arid Gran
Chaco, the Argentine Pampas and
Uruguayan Campos.™ This expansion
is destroying communities, biodiver-
sity and ecosystems, and contribu-
ting significantly to climate change.
Genetically modified soy requires
large quantities of herbicides, which
exhaust the soil and lead to freshwa-
ter and groundwater contamination,
causing health problems and killing
wildlife."® Land-grabbing for soy plan-
tations is depriving local communities
of their right to food, water, housing
and work. These serious environmen-
tal and human rights impacts are par-
ticularly felt in Brazil, Argentina and
Paraguay which are among the lar-
gest soy producers.'®

Human rights abuses are widespread
as small farmers are forcibly removed
and sometimes assassinated during
land grabs for soy plantations. In Pa-
raguay alone 129 campesino leaders
have been victims of extrajudicial
executions, and thousands of farmers
have been imprisoned, in the context
of the struggle for land since the end
of the dictatorship in 1989."”

The soy trade and so-called “predato-
ry agribusiness” play a powerful role
in the politics of the South American
producer countries, causing great
harm to the environment, indigenous
peoples, and rural workers."™ Global
Witness has identified agribusiness
as one of the most dangerous sectors
for Environmental Human Rights De-
fenders to oppose, with 40 killings in
2017 linked to agribusiness.™ In 2018,
21 Environmental Human Rights De-
fenders were killed in conflicts linked
to agribusiness, with the soy indus-
try directly linked to threats made
against human rights monitors.2°



Human-induced climate change has
already increased global tempera-
tures by 1°C above pre-industrial le-
vels.

Livestock production contributes
14.5% of all greenhouse gas emissions
originating from human activity.*' Al-
most half (45%) of all livestock-related
emissions comes from producing and
processing feed, including defores-
tation linked to expansion of pasture
and feed crops. Methane emissions,
from digestive processes in ruminants
like cattle, contribute a further 39%,
and manure storage and processing
contribute 10%.2?

The latest climate science highlights
the fact that we must begin taking
bold action now, if we are to have any
chance of limiting global increases

in temperature to below 1.5°C, and
avoid the worst impacts of climate
change.” This will require far-rea-
ching action on many fronts, inclu-
ding reducing meat consumption,
and changing the way that animals
are raised. Without a rapid transition
away from factory farming, we will
not avoid climate catastrophe.

In small livestock and poultry systems,
farmers can spread solid manure on
nearby fields that provide grazing
pasture or animal feed, potentially re-
ducing emissions from liquid manure
storage. These benefits are lost when
there is more waste than nearby fields
can handle and the manure instead
ends up being stored or transferred
off-site.”**

An emerging body of evidence shows
that smaller farms and grass-fed ope-
rations may have lower greenhouse
gas emissions compared to factory
farms. A review of over 900 studies
found that increasing cattle's intake
of digestible feed can reduce me-
thane emissions that occur during
enteric fermentation. It also notes
that manure from grazing cattle re-
leases lower levels of methane than
confined cattle.”® Research indicates
that organic livestock systems may
have a slightly lower global warming
potential because their feed is grown
without synthetic fertilisers and is less
processed.”® Finally, converting crop
fields to grazing pasture may increase
soil carbon sequestration, potential-
ly turning livestock systems into net
carbon sinks, although the data are
mixed.”’



In order to resolve the problems with the current animal farming
system, a radical transition in the way that we produce, distribute
and consume our food is necessary. Food systems (including
animal farming, animal product processing and distribution) must
be reoriented around multiple economic, social and environmental

objectives.

The corporate capture of food and
agricultural markets, controlled by
multinational corporations for their
own benefit, must be challenged.
The concentration and specialisa-
tion of farming (including the ex-
pansion of factory farming) needs
to stop.

A more diversified animal-plant far-
ming model of production needs to
be advanced. This allows producers
greater decision-making autonomy
and higher profit margins, enabling
them to make a decent livelihood

whilst providing healthy and nutri-
tious food to local and regional mar-
kets,”® and performing other vital
social services such as protecting
and restoring biodiversity, building
fertile soils, maintaining rural lands-
capes and protecting against soil
erosion and flooding.

There are many diverse examples
in Europe of alternative production
systems which are more sustainable
on economic, environmental, social
and nutritional grounds.”” There are
also thousands of initiatives crea-

ting direct links between farmers
and consumers through Community
Supported Agriculture.

Advancing agroecology is essential
for this transition. The principles
of agroecology focus on investing
in local knowledge and natural re-
sources, including traditional Ii-
vestock breeds and seed varieties,
thereby removing or reducing the
necessity for external inputs such as
commercial seed, agrochemicals or
antibiotics use, and dependence on
animal feed from abroad.



Agroecology within the broader
framework of food sovereignty of-
fers a pathway through which to
guide the necessary sustainable
food system transition, whilst ac-
counting for and embracing this di-
versity.

Any truly sustainable transition will
also inevitably involve shifting EU
dietary and consumption patterns.
This does not necessarily mean ea-
ting less, or becoming vegetarian.
It simply means eating fresh, local
and sustainably produced food,
and more plant-based food. It also
means shifting away from diets re-
liant on commodity crops, such as
processed foods containing palm
oil, and industrially produced meat
and dairy products fed with im-
ported soybeans or other commo-
dity feedstocks.

This will not mean the end of inter-
national trade - some products of
course cannot be produced within
the EU. However, the terms of trade
will have to be altered in such a way
as to promote food sovereignty and
ecological and social wellbeing in
producer regions. Ultimately this
will be of benefit to ecosystems, hu-
man health and the economy both
at home and abroad.

It is not possible to achieve the
change towards a more sustainable
food system, while factory farming
dominates the market. Banning fac-
tory farming and reducing the nu-
mber of farmed animals in the EU
is needed to create the space for
these alternatives to develop.



Publicly acknowledge the need for action and
introduce concrete measures to reduce production
and consumption of industrial meat and dairy
farming;

Stop the direct and indirect support for industrial
livestock production through CAP subsidies, and
instead support sustainable small-scale livestock
producers and other actors in the food chain
involved in processing and marketing of animal
products;

Introduce mandatory labelling showing the
production system of all animal products;

Develop a plan to support improved, public,
decentralised slaughterhouse facilities, as well as
restructuring the infrastructure for processing,
storage and marketing of animal products;

Reinforce environmental and food legislation to
stop the damage of industrial livestock production,
including implementation of the Water Framework
Directive and the Nitrates Directive;

Renegotiate ratified international trade agreements
to eliminate trade of products that contribute to,
or directly or indirectly incentivise, deforestation,
degradation or conversion of natural ecosystems;
and not sign new ones who would lead to this;

Renegotiate existing and ongoing trade deals, to
reduce the trade of meat products from animals
that can be produced locally;

Oppose new or existing trade agreements that
would weaken social, environmental, animal
welfare and food safety standards for the
production of meat in the EU, or in countries from
which the EU is importing meat;

Introduce clear green food procurement standards
to ensure that meals paid for by the public purse
reflect environmental and health factors, relying on
less but better meat and dairy;

Place legally binding restrictions on feed imports,
such as soy, that are linked to deforestation and
rights violations;

In the short term, drastically improve the working
conditions of farm, slaughterhouse and processing
plants workers, by ensuring access to decent
housing, healthcare and relevant safety measures.
Migrants and refugees should have access to
obtaining and renewing their residence permits
without any obstacles and need to be offered fair
income;

Develop an EU transition fund for workers at factory
farms and the meat industry to shift into more
sustainable jobs;

Reduce the use of antibiotics in animal farming by
50% by 2030.



Acknowledge the need for urgent action;
Place a ban on new and expanding factory farms;
Phase out existing factory farms by 2040;

Ensure that the implementation and reform of the
CAP is in line with these recommendations;

Remove indirect support in national exemptions for
constructing large-scale livestock operations;

Ensure the correct implementation of existing
environmental and food legislation, to stop

the damage of industrial livestock production,
including implementation of the Water Framework
Directive and the Nitrates Directive.

Remove subsidies for industrial livestock production
and set maximum stocking density in CAP
conditionality;

Include leguminous crops in the crop rotation
definition in the enhanced conditionality for direct
payments to farmers;

Remove untargeted direct payments or support
for short rotations, intensive animal farming and
other practices that effectively lead to landholding
concentration; and ensure that these practices are
not promoted outside the EU;

Support diverse agroecological farming methods,
crop rotation and diversification practices that
involve the cultivation of legumes and mixed
farming systems;

Create short supply chains from farm to fork at fair
prices for farmers, agricultural workers and other
food chain workers, and citizens, e.g. through eco-
schemes;

Provide a grant fund under Pillar Il to assist farmers
in diversifying away from intensive animal farming
to the production of grass-fed animals, locally or
regionally produced protein crops for animal feed,
and protein crops for human food;

Ensure non-GM leguminous seed availability at
fair prices, and recognise this as an opportunity

to encourage the ecological production of pulses
and legumes for human consumption and their
marketing in the value chain, and support research
into their use in animal feed;

Provide higher funds under Pillar Il for the
development and raising of local animal breeds in a
sustainable way;

Provide a grant fund under Pillar Il to support
improved, decentralised facilities for seed
selection and development, processing, storage
and marketing of local and regional legume crop
varieties.
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