Failure to Protect
Farmed Animals
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Legal Efforts in US to Address
Gaps and Advance Protections
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US LAWS FOR ANIMALS ON THE FARM
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\7 US SLAUGHTER LAWS
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Humane Methods of Livestock Slaughter Act
NIEYES ek
 7US.C. § 1901 et seq.
Federal Meat Inspection Act
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21 U.S.C. § 601 et seq.
Poultry Products Inspection Act
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21 US.C. § 451 et seq.
Twenty-Eight Hour Law
iy RVAVAN:E p5 I
* 49 U.S.C. § 80502




\7

OTHER LEGAL TOOLS oy
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 Administrative {TEf 4

e Consumer Protections {H Z8&fRIF
* Securities LUEZ
 Environmental IfE

» Wildlife #7504

« Worker Safety . N4
* Food Safety & &h2 4
e Biosecurity 4=¥) %42 4
* Torts R FVFIL



y

US ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS
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National Environmental Policy Act [EIZINERSRIA
e 42 U.S.C.§4321 et seq.

Clean Air Act {i/ &S
e 42 U.S.C.§ 7401 et seq.

Clean Water Act {B & 7K/%
e 33 U.S.C.§ 1251 etseq.

The Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act
(EPCRA)

Sz =k Kl A0t X KB AUEZR (EPCRA)
* 42U.S.C.§ 13101 et seq.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
FURRIFFIEILIE (RCRA)
e 42 U.S.C.§ 6901 et seq.

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
Liability Act (CERCLA)

FEIMENML . FMERITTI(EEZE (CERCLA)
e 42 U.S.C.§9601 et seq.
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NEPA CASE STUDY
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Breaking: Lawsuit forces U.S. to rethink
bird flu response
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US CONSUMER PROTECTION
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e Federal Trade Commission Act
XPASERS
15 US.C. 41 et seq.

 State Laws Against Unfair and
Deceptive Practices
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e DC Consumer Protection
Procedures Act
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* DC Code § 28-3901 et seq.
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\7 CONSUMER PROTECTION
CASE STUDY

We're suing the world’s largest pork
producer for misleading the public about

animal abuse
L]
Smithfield Foods delivers on decade-old promise to smlthﬁEId
eliminate pregnant sow stalls in US ﬁ_umﬂ food Respousibly:
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\7 US TORT LAW :=EEE

* Nuisance 7% ¥4

* Negligence Hit7Z.
e Trespass = A\

e Fraud #kVE

* Intentional infliction of emotional
distress (“IIED”) &% & 18 ik 28
&%)

* Negligent infliction of emotional
distress (“NIED”)#i 2.1 % |5 4
ESE7




\7 NUISANCE CASE STUDY # =4

Appellate Court Affirms Liability in North

Carolina Nuisance Case; Smithfield

Announces Settlement
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INTERSECTIONAL ISSUES & X g

# Environmental Justice . Aheadof Print > @I Open Access |@®

The Intersectionality of Environmental Injustice,
Other Societal Harms, and Farmed Animal

Welfare BTN, HAtitSBERREN MR R i

= Laura Fox

Laura Fox

Published Online: 17 May 2023 | https://doi.org/10.1089/env.2021.0125
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\7 US-ASIA PARTNERSHIP
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« Report iR &

* The U.S.-Asia Partnerships for
Environmental Law & the Animal
Law and Policy Institute at VLGS
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Laura Fox
lfox@vermontlaw.edu
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