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Throughout the world, the commitment of people raising and processing chickens for meat is frequently the target of campaigns, often aimed at restaurant and retail companies, and designed to pressure them into mandating changes to the sector’s animal care practices.
Sometimes these campaigns employ a “one size fits all” approach, with supporting organizations lobbying for change, assuming the reality is the same for chickens the world over. The reality couldn’t be more different. 
In Canada, specifically, a unique and deeply collaborative approach is used to address animal care concerns within the Canadian broiler sector.
The Canadian supply management system is the only of its kind and, unlike other countries, mandates that farmers must be licensed to grow chicken. This allows the sector to implement strict on-farm food safety and animal care programs that are mandatory, enforceable, and auditable. There is only one standard for animal care in Canada that can be delivered on each Canadian chicken farm. There is only one Animal Care Program that reaches all 2,800 chicken farms in Canada; no other program can achieve this reach.
The Animal Care program for Canadian chicken has a solid, credible, and science-based foundation, and again, is like nothing else in the world. It is based on the Code of Practice developed by the National Farm Animal Care Council (NFACC). NFACC is a world leader in bringing together stakeholders with different perspectives – farmers, scientists, veterinarians, processors, retail associations, restaurant associations, transporters, animal welfare associations, researchers, and provincial/federal governments – to develop robust and sound Codes of Practice. Everyone gets a say, and the experts, the ones who truly know best, are the architects.
NFACC’s Code Development process involves a full scientific review which is used to draft the Code that then takes it one step further and undergoes a public consultation process with the general public. In this way, all Canadians have an opportunity to contribute to the final Code.  The NFACC process is a standard that is internationally recognized and applauded.
“The system that we have for farm animal care in Canada, based on Codes of Practice developed through the National Farm Animal Care Council, is the envy of countries around the world. No other country has this decision-making model that brings together a full spectrum of experts and stakeholders (including farm groups, processors, customers, researchers, veterinarians, government and animal welfare organizations) to set animal welfare standards.”
Robin Horel, President of the International Poultry Council and the Canadian Poultry and Egg Processors Council
Chicken Farmers of Canada’s Animal Care Program is verified through a comprehensive third-party audit by NSF International, an internationally-recognized, third-party certification body, accredited by the American National Standards Institute to ISO 17065.
It’s important to underscore that there is no process like this in the world. So, when a “one-size fits all” approach comes along, it certainly doesn’t fit in this country.

The “Ask” – Look to the Source
This refers to the most recent 2018 ‘ask’ helmed by World Animal Protection for all North America (this ask may change, as there is supposed to be another coming).  The document is signed by 10 supposed ‘animal welfare’ organizations.  Here’s something to consider about the signatories:
1) The Humane League is a well-known organization whose principal mandate is to empower people to “take action and leave animals off their plate” (from The Humane League website). This is an organization whose vision is a world without animal agriculture.
2) The Humane Society of the US (HSUS) and Humane Society International (HSI) are effectively the same organization. HSI extends the work of HSUS, being its international arm. They actively promote so-called “humane eating”, and use biased, inaccurate information to support an animal rights agenda.
3) Mercy for Animals may be the best-known signatory to this “ask”. While claiming to be advocating change for the betterment of industry practices they have defined themselves as “unabashedly a vegan organization.” (National Post, Mercy for Animals: Activists making a difference — or radicals distorting the truth? – July 20, 2017). 
4) Animal Equality is also a well-known activist organization, with ties to many others, whose agenda is to use shock videos to force a consumer transition to veganism, using immersive video, and again, making it appear as if the situation is the same the world over. Most of their work is outside North America and their knowledge of how the Canadian reality applies is limited.
5) The Canadian Coalition for Farm Animals is a small organization (less than 1k followers), and uses visuals from other countries to paint an erroneous picture of how chickens are raised in Canada. They also actively promote a vegan overhaul and wish to eliminate animal agriculture. “The best thing you can do to help farm animals is not to eat them.” - Stephanie Brown, co-founder
6) The American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) includes messaging that is misleading and misinformed, especially when it comes to the Canadian reality. 
7) Compassion over Killing is also a well-known pro-vegan activist organization, whose rhetoric indicates a lack of understanding of how the Canadian chicken sector works.
The Chicken Sector’s Perspective
Choice is important – and understanding that Canadian consumers will choose a vegetarian or vegan diet for a wide variety of reasons is even more important. 
The Canadian chicken sector has absolutely no issue with people choosing not to eat meat. However, when those choices are being made based on a misunderstanding of the Canadian reality, or with a broad-brushed, “one size fits all” approach, that’s when our responsibility to educate and truly inform becomes more important than ever. Our country’s unique NFACC process is one that allows the experts, the ones who know best, to lead change in the chicken sector and address the question of animal welfare from a truly educated and scientific perspective.
About the Global Animal Partnership (GAP)
Global Animal Partnership (GAP) began as an initiative of Whole Foods, in an effort to create standards for the chicken sector providing its stores. That grew from there.
The creation of GAP has come under significant criticism. Whole Foods’ founder and former CEO, John Mackey, was a board member of GAP until 2014. He is also a member of the Board of the Humane Society of the United States and of Farm Forward, another organization critical of animal agriculture.
The problem is that standards are constantly changing, just like the standards set by most animal welfare groups. It’s a constant ratcheting up. This has happened in the egg sector, as well.
When Chicken Farmers of Canada asked GAP why they changed to their latest standards, it was told that the change was implemented so that GAP could differentiate itself from other groups. Differentiation for its own sake is not an appropriate reason to change standards. Moreover, the entirety of the Canadian chicken sector has agreed that, like food safety, animal care must be a pre-competitive issue.
Effectively, once a company signs onto GAP, the standards continue to change, making it more difficult and expensive for everyone involved.
GAP’s Board of Directors is now a 9-member board that includes representatives from Compassion in World Farming, Humane Society International, and the ASPCA, three organizations described above.
GAP standards are routinely criticized.
“I am very supportive of animal welfare, but many of these standards are poorly thought out. It’s as though someone who “grew up without much, if any, contact with animals” helped to develop them.” Dr. Dave Sjeklocha, veterinarian, Haskell County Animal hospital.







What You Need to Know about “The Ask” – Short Version 
The “ask” does not reflect the Canadian reality. In Canada, all chicken farms must work under the terms of the mandatory, enforced, and 3rd party-audited Animal Care Program, that looks after all aspects of animal care. This program is based on Codes created by the National Farm Animal Care Council, which is comprised of experts from industry, science, animal health and welfare and governments – and includes a public consultation process. This is the only group of its kind in the world and is the envy of countries around the globe.
1. Move to Slower Growing Birds
There is no proof that slower growing birds result in better welfare for the birds. Plus, the environmental impact of doing so would be staggering. Birds raised to current standards feed the world and broiler birds reach market weight in less time and using less feed, resulting in more affordable food.

2. Density should be at a maximum of 29 kg/m2 and prohibit broiler cages.
Density is currently at 31 kg/m2 and broiler cages are not used in Canada.

3. Have clean litter, good lighting and enrichment
Litter is monitored daily, and cleaned out after every flock. Other countries allow litter to build up from one flock to the next, increasing food safety and ammonia risks. Light intensity and duration is carefully managed according to the Code of Practice and ensure proper periods of rest and to promote flock health. 

4. Convert to Controlled Atmosphere Stunning
Humane stunning is regulated by the Health of Animals Act, and overseen by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Both water bath stunning and controlled atmosphere stunning are approved as humane stunning methods.

What You Need to Know About “The Ask” - Details

The “ask” wants the sector to change to a slower-growing bird, under the criteria set out by the Global Animal Partnership.
RESPONSE:
The criteria for the Global Animal Partnership is still unknown. GAP is sponsoring research at the University of Guelph regarding slower growing birds, but that research is not complete and is not expected to be complete until 2020. How can anyone commit to the results of an incomplete study and why would anyone commit to the results of one study alone?
Moreover, birds raised for meat today are stronger and healthier than ever, with demonstrated lower mortality levels, as well as vastly improved leg and heart health.
In addition, there is no evidence that a slower growing bird results in better welfare:
“Although reduction in juvenile growth rate is often seen as the only way to improve broiler welfare, evidence from a variety of sources shows that high growth rate does not inevitably lead to poor welfare in either broilers or broiler breeders.” 
Dawkins and Layton 2012; Breeding for better welfare: genetic goals for broiler chickens and their parents. Animal Welfare 21: 147-155
The environmental and sustainability impacts of switching to slower growing birds is staggering. At this time, the Canadian chicken sector has a lower carbon footprint that that of other livestock in North America, and has lowered that carbon footprint by almost 40% in the last 40 years. Water consumption has been reduced by 45% in the same timeframe and 62% of the sector’s total energy use comes from renewable sources. Transitioning to a slower growing bird would take away those gains and create significant environmental challenges.

The “ask” wants the sector to reduce stocking density to a maximum of 29 kg/m2 and prohibit broiler cages.
RESPONSE:
No cages are used in Canadian broiler production.
The number being proposed here is arbitrary and continually changes as programs like GAP ratchet up demands, for no other apparent reason than program differentiation. There is no real pattern or logic to the number being proposed. Nor is there a connection between density and welfare when the current program is implemented. This is an example of programs cherry-picking the items they want to change, versus looking at the whole picture.
Stocking density in Canada is set at 31 kg/m2 and, in some cases, may go up to 38 kg/m2 if additional welfare requirements are met. 
Research has shown that chicken welfare is influenced more by environmental conditions than by stocking density per se (Dawkins et al., 2004). Our animal care program covers all key welfare indicators. 
Stocking density in other countries:
· U.S. is based on weight, up to 43.9 kg/m2
· EU has three levels with different requirements, up to 42 kg/m2
· Australia: up to 40 kg/m2
· New Zealand: up to 38 kg/m2


The “ask” wants the sector to provide birds with environments that include litter, lighting and enrichment.
RESPONSE:
In Canada, litter quality is monitored daily and litter is cleaned out and replaced after every flock leaves the farm. Litter is not allowed to be built up between flocks.
Birds must be provided with enough lighting to allow them to be visually inspected without difficulty and to provide adequate periods of rest (at least 4 consecutive hours of darkness provided from day 5 of placement).
“Regulating the environment is only a very incomplete means of protecting farm animal welfare because of the large role that human factors can play. For example, animal welfare is influenced by genetic selection, nutrition, disease prevention, group composition, animal handling, and pain control, all of which depend on the knowledge, skill, and performance of producers.”
- Dr. David Fraser, Professor Animal Welfare Program, UBC.

The “ask” wants the sector to convert to controlled atmosphere (gas) stunning.
RESPONSE:
This appears to have come out of a myth perpetuated by animal rights groups that indicates that birds are routinely scalded while still alive. In fact, there is zero tolerance for this within Canada. Processors and the Canadian Food Inspection agency take this seriously. These infractions are counted and monitored and in 2017, this occurred in 0.0018% of the time. In these cases, the lines would be shut down and the problem fixed right away.
Chicken slaughter is regulated by the Health of Animals Act. There are two approved methods of stunning poultry; electric water bath stunning and gas stunning. Both are effective and humane methods to render birds unconscious and unable to feel pain prior to slaughter.
In the case of water-bath stunning, live birds are shackled and then exposed to an electric current in a water bath, rendering them unconscious.
In gas stunning, the crated, live birds are exposed to increasing levels of carbon dioxide (or other inert gas mixtures), which renders them unconscious.
Both are approved as humane stunning methods.

The “ask” wants the sector to demonstrate compliance with third party auditing.
The current animal care program is both 2nd and 3rd party audited.

