
Today, 6 December 2021, the "Legality for Climate Network", on behalf of several associations and 
individuals, submitted to the National Contact Point for the OECD Guidelines for Multinational 
Enterprises (NCP), at the MISE, a petition addressed to multinational companies that manage 
intensive livestock farms in Italy. 
The action aims to open a procedure before the NCP aimed primarily at verifying and challenging 
the actual compatibility with the current climate emergency of the practice of intensive livestock 
farming, which generates large quantities of various greenhouse gases, starting with methane. 
This request was preceded by an e-mail, sent on 4 October 2021, requesting the companies to share 
all the information concerning, in particular, the emissions of climate-altering gases produced and 
the measures adopted to reduce and mitigate their impacts. 
None of the recipient companies responded to the communication. 
The Legality for Climate Network therefore decided to initiate the procedure before the NCP, on the 
assumption that intensive livestock farming is a significant anthropogenic source of methane 
emissions, as well as carbon dioxide and various other air pollutants. 
In particular, in Italy, the agricultural-livestock sector contributed in 2017 (the last year currently 
available) to 64% of CH4 (methane) emissions, 82% for N2O (nitrogen dioxide) emissions, and even 
97% for NH3 (ammonia) emissions in the Lombardy Region. With reference to the Emilia-Romagna 
Region, it was found that 59% of NH3 (ammonia) emissions in the Region derive from cattle breeding 
(including dairy cows), as well as 57% of CH4 (methane). With reference to the Veneto Region, it 
emerged that the agricultural-livestock sector contributed in 2017 (the last year currently available), 
in the Province of Verona, to 57% of CH4 (methane) emissions, 92% of N2O (nitrogen dioxide) 
emissions, and even 99% of NH3 (ammonia) emissions. All this, in the context of the ongoing climate 
emergency, is a fact that is now known to both the scientific community, political institutions 
(including the EU and the Italian state), economic operators and public opinion. Equally well known 
is the extremely urgent need to intervene in this emergency, which entails the inescapable necessity 
of setting the parameters for any risk analysis to the extremely tight deadline for correcting the 
dangerous planetary situation (through a drastic and unprecedented reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions by 2030 and the effective and irreversible achievement of climate neutrality by 2050). 
Moreover, at the COP26 in Glasgow - which concluded with the 'Glasgow Climate Pact', confirming 
the urgent and potentially irreversible threat of anthropogenic climate change - the so-called 'Global 
Methane Pledge' was formalised, based on the observation of the current harmfulness of methane 
emissions with respect to the ongoing climate emergency. 
This harmfulness was also recently highlighted by the report "GLOBAL METHANE ASSESSMENT, 
Benefits and Costs of Mitigating Methane Emissions", published in 2021 by the United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP) and the Climate&Clean Air Coalition (CCAC) (see here a summary), 
which highlights the decisive role that the reduction of methane emissions can play in containing 
the increase in global temperatures (currently +1.25°C), within the threshold of +1.5°C compared to 
pre-industrial levels. 
Indeed, the report states that mitigation of current methane emissions, which is possible up to 45% 
by 2030, can avoid nearly +0.3°C of global warming by 2040, and thus contribute to the effectiveness 
of climate stabilisation on the (only) +1.5°C increase to 2050, as prescribed by the 2015 Paris Climate 
Agreement. 
Methane, although short-lived in the atmosphere, has a much higher radiative forcing than carbon 
dioxide (which stays in the atmosphere for millennia). This means that in the short term methane is 
much more dangerous to climate stability than CO2. Since the next few years are crucial to 
containing the possible catastrophic effects of climate change, reducing methane emissions is the 
most effective and useful strategy, and therefore the one to prioritise. 



The report shows, in a scientifically accurate manner, the impacts of methane emissions on the one 
hand, and the benefits of reducing them on the other. In relation to the first profile, the report 
provides an assessment that, for the first time, integrates the costs and benefits of reducing 
methane, a key element in the formation of ground-level ozone (which produces smog). According 
to the report's metrics, each million tonnes (Mt) of methane reduced 
- can prevent around 1430 premature annual ozone-related deaths globally; 
- can reduce an annual loss of about 400 million working hours due to extreme heat; 
- the global benefits per tonne of methane reduced are about $4,300.00; 
- it can also help achieve the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs); 
- at an aggregate level, a 45% reduction in its emissions would prevent 260,000 premature deaths 
260,000 premature deaths, 775,000 asthma-related hospital visits, 73 billion working hours lost due 
to extreme heat and 25 million tonnes of crop losses. 
- Furthermore, on page 67 it is stated that "methane also plays a significant role in reducing crop 
yields and the quality of vegetation.  
It is estimated that exposure to ozone causes yield losses in wheat of 7.1%; in soybeans, 12.4%; in 
maize, 6.1%; and in rice, 4.4%". 
In the current climate emergency, therefore, intensive livestock production is a major 
anthropogenic source of methane emissions, as well as several other air pollutants that produce a 
variety of negative environmental effects. 
In particular, cattle and sheep (ruminant animals) produce large amounts of methane as a result of 
their digestive processes; once formed inside the animals, this gas is then released into the 
atmosphere in the form of flatulence and belching, or through the exhalation of manure produced. 
Thus, the livestock sector is contributing to the worsening of the global climate emergency, as it 
contributes to the rapid and significant increase in the risk of damage that defines it: drastic and 
timely action is therefore urgently needed in this sector too. 
In addition to this, it should be remembered that intensive livestock farming also produces various 
environmental disasters, namely 
- air and water pollution, 
- destruction of priority habitats to make way for grazing land and monocultures to produce animal 
feed 
- the alteration of bio-geochemical cycles, 
- resistance to antibiotics. 
In Italy, according to data provided by ISPRA in 2021, agriculture (and in particular manure 
management) is responsible for 94% of total ammonia emissions. The study argues that these 
nitrogen emissions will continue to increase, given the possible increase in the number of animals 
reared over the next decade. 
All this has resulted in a profound change in nitrogen fluxes between the atmosphere, lithosphere 
and hydrosphere, so severe as to drastically alter the Planet's ability to sustain human life. In fact, 
the nitrogen cycle (together with the carbon cycle and the phosphorus cycle) is one of the main bio-
geochemical cycles of our planet that human activities are profoundly altering. 
Air pollution, in turn, is one of the main factors contributing to premature mortality and climate 
change. Indeed, livestock activities are a major source of gaseous air pollutants, but also of 
particulate matter (PM or dust). Particulate matter is now the most common pollutant in urban 
areas and includes the dangerous PM 2.5. 
Intensive livestock farming therefore has devastating climatic and environmental impacts. However, 
there are various instruments to reduce these impacts, but it is not known - due to the refusal to 
provide information - whether or not the companies involved use them, and to what extent. 



Nor do we know whether, and to what extent, the companies involved are taking on board the fact 
that the excessive consumption of meat from intensive production also has a negative impact on 
consumers' environmentally sustainable lifestyles, influencing their behaviour, not in order to help 
combat the climate emergency, but exclusively because of the massive climate-changing industrial 
supply. On this subject, consider the periodical Meat Atlas and the Report 'From pandemics to loss 
of biodiversity. Where meat consumption is taking us". 
The OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises (thoroughly revised in 2011) set out a number of 
principles and standards of conduct, in line with both the United Nations' guiding principles and 
internationally recognised norms, which multinational enterprises - operating or based in OECD 
member countries - are required to observe in relation to certain particularly sensitive areas, such 
as transparency of information, respect for human rights and the environment, consumer 
protection, promotion of development, application of scientific knowledge, and others. 
The "OECD Guidance on Duty of Care for Responsible Business Conduct" (drafted in 2018) is aimed 
at facilitating the implementation of the Guidelines at companies, through the illustrative 
attachment of a variety of measures, practical actions and procedures, aimed at clarifying their 
content, thus facilitating their application. 
Moreover, the OECD Council Recommendation, published as an appendix to the Guide, recognises 
that responsible business conduct in all sectors of the economy is fundamental to sustainable 
development; at the same time, it notes that the risk-based duty of care is aimed at identifying, 
preventing or mitigating actual and potential negative impacts in the areas assumed to be worthy 
of protection by the Guide. 
The core of the duty of care for responsible business conduct is risk assessment. Accordingly, inter 
alia, companies could and should have acknowledged the communication sent. 
By refusing to do so, they have failed, first and foremost, to fulfil their duty of transparency of 
information (Part III of the Guidelines), and have also failed to verify the existence of violations of 
other duties set out in the Guidelines. 
In particular, the management of a hazardous activity - such as that of intensive livestock farming, 
which produces methane and other greenhouse gases - in the midst of a climate emergency, without 
applying the appropriate measures to minimise or eliminate the risk, also entails the violation of a 
series of duties punctually indicated in the Guidelines. 
Obviously, these are systemic violations, not specific acts, therefore linked to an erroneous company 
policy, which does not allow the identification and management of the risk. 
Among the violated duties, in this specific case, are - among others - those requiring (part II) to 
"contribute to economic, social and environmental progress in order to achieve sustainable 
development", (part IV) respect for human rights, (part VI) respect for the environment, (part IX) 
the commitment to "ensure that their activities are compatible with the policies and scientific and 
technological programmes of the countries in which they operate". 
In addition, in the European context, the Commission has recently presented the EU Strategy to 
reduce methane emissions. 
One of the priorities of the Strategy is to improve the reporting of emissions from agriculture 
through different data collection and to promote emission reductions with the support of the 
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). The main emphasis is on sharing best practice in innovative 
methane reduction technologies, the use of appropriate animal diets and breeding management. In 
addition, the Commission is planning a review of the Effort Sharing Regulation to reduce climate-
changing emissions and is considering the possibility of extending the scope of the Industrial 
Emissions Directive (Directive 2010/75/EU) to methane-emitting sectors not yet included, including 
ruminant farms, for which there are no reference thresholds. 



Most recently, on 14 July 2021, the European Commission adopted a set of legislative proposals 
setting out how it intends to achieve climate neutrality in the EU by 2050, including the interim 
target of a net reduction of at least 55% of greenhouse gas emissions by 2030. The package proposes 
to revise several pieces of EU climate-related legislation, including the EU ETS, the Effort Sharing 
Regulation, transport and land use legislation, the CAP, defining in terms of concrete ways in which 
the Commission intends to achieve the EU's climate objectives as part of the European Green Deal. 
In the light of the above, the promoted action aims at getting the NCP to intervene in order to 
facilitate a pathway for companies to release transparent information on the climate (and 
environmental) impacts of their activities, to adapt their risk assessment plans and to work towards 
the drastic reduction of methane and other greenhouse gases and pollutants. 


