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World Bank Safeguard Policies:  

Phase 2 Consultation 

 

Addendum to November 2014 Comments by Humane Society International 

 

 

Based on feedback received since submitting our comments to the Phase 2 Consultation in November 

2014, Humane Society International would like to make these additional comments: 

 

FIRST DRAFT FRAMEWORK FOR CONSULTATION (July 30, 2014) 

 

World Bank Environmental and Social Policy (pp. 8 et seq.) 
The World Bank’s Environmental and Social Policy must begin with a definition of environmental and 

social risks and impacts. Borrowing from definitions employed by the Organization for Economic Co-

operation and Development (OECD), the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD), 

and the International Finance Corporation (IFC), we suggest the following introductory sentence: 

 

“Environmental and social risks and impacts encompass all project effects on humans, wild 

living organisms, cultivated living organisms (e.g., through agriculture, animal husbandry, 

fisheries, forestry), and their non-living environment.” 
 

The definition must further be expanded to include examples of specific environmental and social risks 

and impacts, including poor animal welfare. Animal welfare is the physical and psychological state of an 

animal. The way animals are raised and treated can have important repercussions on their welfare, as 

well as on biodiversity, ecosystem services, food security, and the economic well-being of farmers. 

There is a scientific basis for animal welfare concerns, and the welfare of animals should be considered 

in environmental and social risk assessments. 

Environmental and Social Standard 6. 

Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable Management of Living Natural Resources (pp. 66 et seq.)  

As already noted in our November 2014 submission, “living natural resources” should be clearly 

defined to include animals raised for food/fiber, and the definition of “sustainable management” should 

include safeguarding and enhancing animal welfare.  

 

PROPOSED ESS1 – ANNEX 1. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL ASSESSMENT (draft for consultation, 

October 7, 2014) 

 
General 

The environmental and social assessment should include an assessment of impacts on animals. All 

animals – farmed animals, animals in laboratories, wildlife, animals used in entertainment, and 

companion animals – are potentially at risk from infrastructure and other development projects. In the 

case of projects in the animal agriculture sector, specific attention must be given to the welfare of 

animals during breeding, rearing, transport, and slaughter. The IFC’s Good Practice Note on Animal 

Welfare in Livestock Operations, and the EBRD’s Environmental and Social Policy both provide 

acceptable standards against which farm animal welfare can be assessed. Both policies are based on the 

Five Freedoms – a globally accepted framework for approaching animal welfare. The Five Freedoms are 

a logical way of thinking about the animal welfare problems that can occur in a wide variety of housing 

and management systems (from small-holder systems to large agribusiness facilities), and lay out the 

important needs of animals that should be addressed. 
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Indicative Outline of ESIA (pp. 7-8 et seq.) 

Page 8, para. E(a)(v): As noted in our comments on the main draft text (Page 9, para.4(a)(v)) animal 

agriculture carries with it some of the largest environmental impacts around the globe. Therefore, it 

should be specifically included here to say: “(v) those related to the use of living natural resources, such 

as animal agriculture, fisheries and forests….” 

 

PROPOSED ESS1 – ANNEX 2. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL COMMITMENT PLAN (draft for 

consultation, October 7, 2014) 

 

ESS6:  Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable Management of Living Natural Resources 
For livestock projects, the ESCP should, at minimum, require a qualified independent consultant to 

conduct animal welfare assessments and design appropriate mitigation measures where they fail to 

meet the accepted standards (IFC’s GPN on Animal Welfare in Livestock Operations, the EBRD’s ESP, or 

the Five Freedoms framework upon which those standards are based). Livestock projects oriented 

towards commercial production should aim for third-party auditing and/or certification for animal 

welfare. 

 

 

ORIGINAL NOVEMBER 2104 SUBMISSION BELOW 
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ORIGINAL NOVEMBER 2014 SUBMISSION 
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