
 

 

 
 
 

Welcome to August’s Newsletter 
 

Ciarán Carroll 
 

Welcome to the August edition 

of our monthly newsletter. The 

recent worry with regards to pig 

prices seems to have passed 

with a stable price again over 

the past few weeks. On the feed 

side wheat price is at a five-year low and the 

sterling - euro exchange rate means that 

imported UK wheat will actually be cheaper than 

last year. With soyabean prices looking similar to 

last year there shouldn’t be any upward pressure 

on feed prices for the foreseeable future.  

 

Despite the holiday season, August has been a 

very busy month for the Pig Development 

Department with staff. The Teagasc Pig 

Discussion groups are working really well at this 

stage and the feedback is very positive. Some 

groups have been involved in the DIGIPIG project, 

acting as focus groups in trying to develop new 

digital and audio-visual innovations for advice 

and knowledge transfer. The Energy in 

Agriculture 2017 event took place last week at 

Gurteen Agricultural College and had a dedicated 

Pig & Poultry session which was very well 

attended.  

A meeting took place with AgriAware’s Executive 

Director, Deirdre O’Shea to look at how Teagasc 

and AgriAware can work together to promote pig 

production in schools. We hope to develop some 

information packs and meetings with schools to 

highlight the pig sector both as an important part 

of the food chain and also as a career option for 

young people. Watch this space for more 

developments! 

 

Our annual Pig Farmers’ Conference is only 

around the corner (17th October at Cavan and 

18th October at Horse & Jockey) so put the date in 

your diary now. 
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Interpig figures - 2016 performance 

 
Gerard McCutcheon 

 

 
 

The figures from the Interpig meeting which was 

held in the Netherlands in June 2016 are due to 

be finalised and published in the next few weeks.  

These are the figures that were presented by 

each country representing their performance in 

2016.  They are a benchmark by which we can 

compare our performance. 

 

Please see the performance figures from 

Denmark (DK), France (FR), Spain, and the 

Netherlands (NL) below.  They are shown 

alongside the Irish performance.  The Irish figures 

(IE) represent 86,000 sows or 56% of the national 

herd as compiled on the Teagasc e-Profit Monitor 

record analysis system. 

 

Since April 2016 Spain has become the largest pig 

producer in the EU.  There are now over 29.2 

million pigs in the total Spanish herd with 2.4 

million sows.  Germany is now in second place 

with 27.4 million pigs and 1.9 million sows.  For 

that reason it is important to include the Spanish 

pig performance in this comparison.  The figures 

rating sow performance are shown below in 

Table 1.   

 

Table 1. Components of the number of pigs weaned 
/sow /year for a number of countries 
 DK  FR Spain NL IE 

Born Alive/Litter 16.3 13.7 13.3 14.7 13.2 

Pre-weaning 

Mortality % 

13.3 14.0 13.2 14.1 10.8 

Weaned/Litter 14.1 11.8 11.5 12.6 11.7 

Litters/Sow/Yr 2.27 2.36 2.34 2.36 2.38 

Weaned/Sow/Yr 32.01 28.08 26.91 29.74 27.85 

 
 

 The born alive figures in Ireland have improved 

over the last number of years and in 2016 it was 

the first time the average figure exceeded 13 pigs 

born alive per litter.  The average born alive 

figures went up 0.4 pigs per litter to 16.3 pigs in 

the Danish herd in 2016.  While the Danes have 

higher pre-weaning mortality the number of pigs 

born alive still gives them a higher number of pigs 

weaned per sow per year.  

The number of pigs produced per sow is the 

number born alive minus all mortalities. It is a 

very good parameter to use to compare 

performance.  The post weaning mortality figures 

and the number of pigs produced/sow/year are 

shown below in Table 2. 

 

 



 

 

 
Table 2. Post weaning mortality and the number of 
pigs produced/sow /year for a number of countries 
Mortality   DK  FR Spain NL IE 

Weaner % 3.1 2.7 3.9 2.5 2.9 

Finisher % 3.3 3.8 3.6 2.3 2.5 

Post Weaning  % 6.4 6.5 7.5 4.8 5.4 

Pigs Prod/ Sow 

/Yr 
29.96 26.04 24.89 28.31 26.25 

 

Each country has a different live-weight at 

slaughter.  It is highest in France and the 

Netherlands (120.4 and 119.3 kg respectively), 

lower in Denmark (111.5 kg) and lowest in Spain 

and Ireland (109.5 and 108.6 kg LW respectively).  

 The Danes achieved the best average daily gain 

(ADG) with Spain showing the lowest ADG from 

weaning to sale. These figures are shown below 

in Table 3. 

 
Table 3. Feed performance from weaning to sale 
Weaning to Sale DK  FR Spain NL IE 

Weaning to Sale 

(days) 

139 161 172 168 146 

Kg of Gain- 

Weaning to Sale 

104.9 113.6 103.4 111.5 101.6 

Kg of Feed 254 285 245 272 245 

ADG 752 706 602 665 697 

FCE Weaning to 

Sale 

2.42 2.51 2.37 2.44 2.42 

 

Our growth rates compare favourably to the 

French and the Dutch but are lower than the 

Danes.   Our feed conversion figures are similar to 

the Danes but much higher than those figures 

achieved in Spain.  There is a lot of contract 

rearing of pigs in Spain which is closely monitored 

by veterinary inspections and this may be the 

reason for the very good feed conversion even 

though the growth rates are lower.  

 

The other interesting figure is that the sow 

replacement rate is consistently (year after year) 

lower in the Netherlands than Ireland (43% 

versus 55 %) with France and Spain having a 46% 

sow replacement rate.  The best feed per kg of 

carcass was achieved in the Netherlands where 

3.39 kg of feed was used to produce one kg of 

carcass.  These figures are shown in Table 4. 

 

 
Table 4. Replacement rate and calculation of kg of 
feed per kg of carcase 
 DK  FR Spain NL IE 

Sow Replacement 

Rate % 

51 46 46 43 55 

Carcase Weight 

Sold kg 

2531 2369 2060 2640 2179 

Total Feed/Sow/Yr 9037 8754 7221 8939 7787 

Kg Feed per kg 

Carcase 

3.57 3.70 3.51 3.39 3.57 

 

The bottom line was that for 2016, based on their 

feed costs, and the figures above the average 

feed cost per kg of carcass was 81 cent in 

Denmark, 84 cent in the Netherlands, 86 cent in 

France, 91 cent in Spain and 104 cent in Ireland.  

We still need to work to reduce this cost 

differential. 

 

A booklet has recently been published by Teagasc 

showing all the figures from the 2016 ePM 

records. The booklet is titled “National Pig Herd 

Performance Report 2016”.  This is available from 

your Teagasc Advisor or electronically on the 

Teagasc website at: 

https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/publicati

ons/2017/teagasc-pig-herd-performance.pdf  

 

 

 

 

https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/publications/2017/teagasc-pig-herd-performance.pdf
https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/publications/2017/teagasc-pig-herd-performance.pdf


 

 

 

Efficient, high welfare & excellent quality pigmeat from entire male pigs 

 
Peadar Lawlor 

 

 
 

According to the PigSys report for 2016, the 

average live-weight of pigs slaughtered in Ireland 

was 108.6Kg. To put this in context, this is an 

almost 19kg increase in sale weight since 2000.  

This increase in slaughter weight is very profitable 

for the producer, as non-feed costs are spread 

over a greater sale weight.  However, there is 

always the increased risk of boar taint with 

heavier entire male pigs, particularly if they are 

also older at slaughter. The good news is that age 

of our pigs at slaughter has remained virtually 

unchanged (+2 days) since 2000 as the average 

daily gain from weaning to sale during this time 

increased from 585 to 697g/day.  Nonetheless we 

must always be vigilant to ensure the quality of 

our pigmeat.  

 

Boar taint is an unpleasant smell from the meat 

of some entire male pigs when it is heated.  The 

main contributors to boar taint are the 

compounds androstenone and skatole.  Both 

generate offensive off-odours and off-flavours in 

the meat.  Androstenone is perceived as urine-

like, rancid and sweaty, while skatole is described 

as smelling like manure or faeces.  For these 

reasons boar tainted meat is considered to be 

defective and EU regulations (Council Directive 

91/497/EEC, 1991) prohibit the sale of fresh meat 

from entire male pigs of 80kg carcass weight 

(excluding head and limbs) or over unless tested 

and declared free of the offensive odours. If the 

meat is found to have such odours, it must 

undergo processing (i.e. heating, salting or 

drying), thereby potentially devaluing the carcass. 

In many EU countries, and around the world for 

that matter, male pigs are physically castrated 

and because of this the castrates/barrows can be 

brought to very heavy weights with little fear of 

boar-taint being an issue. However, surgical 

castration is now considered unacceptable and 

the EU pig sector (from pig farmers to 

supermarkets) has committed to voluntarily end 

surgical castration of male pigs by January 1st, 

2018. With this imminent ban, the production of 

entire males (EM) or immunocastrates (IC) brings 

new challenges for the management of product 

quality (detecting and reducing boar taint, coping 

with extreme leanness), specific nutritional 

requirements, appropriate animal management 

and housing to reduce boar taint and to address 

associated animal welfare issues in these 

countries.   



 

 

 

To help address these challenges, an initiative in 

the form of an EU COST action (COST Action 

CA15215: Innovative approaches in pork 

production with entire males (IPEMA)) 

commenced last year.  It is organised into to 6 

working groups (1. Breeding and Genetics, 2. 

Nutrition, 3. Management, Housing and Welfare, 

4. Grading and Quality Control, 5. Innovation in 

Processing,  6. Consumer and Market Behaviour.  

I represent Ireland as a Management Committee 

member of the COST action and am deputy 

leader of the working group on Nutrition.   

 

The Irish pig industry has a lot to gain from its 

association with this initiative as it will focus on  

 

the efficient production of heavy entire male pigs 

and immunocastrates to produce a high quality 

product.  At a recent meeting of the COST action, 

our Danish partners reported the financial benefit 

to the producer from producing heavy entire 

male pigs versus castrates to be €3.40/pig when 

pigs are wet fed and €4.30 /pig when fed dry.   

Our objective must be to capitalise on this 

financial advantage while at the same time 

ensuring good animal welfare and excellent 

product quality.  

 

The link to the IPEMA website is http://www.ca-

ipema.eu/ 

 

 

What goes up… 

 

Michael McKeon 
 

In last month’s newsletter I highlighted the 

drought pressure that US wheat and maize were 

under and the knock-on upward effect it was 

having on global prices. Since then the U.S. have 

got some rain (we have plenty more to spare!) 

which has relieved some of their drought 

conditions. In another positive development 

Russia has upgraded its harvest from a bumper to 

a record harvest, with significantly more grain 

available for export. The result of these changes 

is that the European wheat price for December 

delivery have fallen by €30/tonne (€187 to €157) 

and maize by €15 (€173- €158) currently leaving 

them at their lowest levels in a number of years. 

The last month has also seen the U.S. soyabean 

price fall by 8% ($10.17 – $9.32 / bushel) and the 

Euro:Dollar exchange rate become more 

favourable (from $1.17 to €1.20) which will 

deliver further savings for the Irish soyabean 

price.  

 

In conclusion the reduced U.S. drought risk, 

increased Russian harvest forecast and improved 

exchange rates over the last month has changed 

the outlook for Irish pig feed prices from a 

modest increase to stable/modest decrease in 

the coming months 

    

http://www.ca-ipema.eu/
http://www.ca-ipema.eu/


 

 

 

GroupHouseNet: Preventing damaging behaviour in group housed pigs & 

chickens 

 

Keelin O’Driscoll 
 

GroupHouseNet is an EU funded consortium of 

researchers working in the area of damaging 

behaviour in pigs (tail biting, ear biting, and 

aggression) and chickens (feather pecking, 

aggression). The consortium is funded through 

the European Cooperation in Science and 

Technology (COST), which is a framework to 

support researchers, engineers and scholars from 

across Europe to come together to develop 

their ideas and take new initiatives. The first year 

of funding for GroupHouseNet kicked off on 1 

May 2016. The funding is used to support 

meetings for the researchers, run training schools 

for students and researchers early in their 

careers, and to fund short research projects. 

Currently there are researchers from 29 

European countries involved, with each country 

having 2 people on the Management Committee 

(MC) – the representatives from Ireland are 

Keelin O’Driscoll and Laura Boyle. Twice a year 

the members of the Management Committee 

come together to discuss the progress of the 

consortium, ongoing research, and new 

information in the area. In June this year, Keelin 

and Laura travelled to Skopje, Macedonia, to 

participate in the 3nd MC meeting, and the 1st 

stakeholder group meeting of GroupHouseNet.  

 

Stakeholder meeting 

To make progress in attempting to solve the 

problem of tail biting, it is essential that not only 

scientists, but stakeholders are given a chance to 

contribute and lend their experience, with the 

aim of working together to develop sustainable 

systems. To this aim, GroupHouseNet dedicated a 

portion of funding to hold a stakeholder meeting, 

where representatives from a variety of 

stakeholders could present their views and 

experiences in the area of tail biting and feather 

pecking reduction in commercial systems. This 

meeting was held on June 7th, and 57 

representatives from 23 countries attended. After 

presentations by stakeholders, all participants 

separated into three discussion groups (two for 

pigs and one for laying hens). We discussed 

conflicts between the different stakeholders and 

how to address them. Representatives of local 

industry and farmers played an active role in the 

discussions.  

 

Update from the European Commission -Des 

Maguire, DG Health and Food Safety 

The first presentation was given by Des Maguire, 

who works for the European Commission. He is 

currently managing two main projects in the area 

of animal welfare, one of which is aiming to 

reduce the systematic tail docking of piglets. This 

is a two year project, focusing specifically on EU 

rules regarding the avoidance of routine tail 

docking of piglets and the provision of 

manipulable material. The project first of all is 

focusing on trying to improve management 

practices. This involves a multi-stakeholder 

approach, working with and disseminating and 

receiving information to and from industry and 

other stakeholders such as vets. An important 

aspect of this is to help raise awareness of new 

developments, best practice, and any available  



 

 

 

funding possibilities, training etc. in areas which 

may reduce the need for docking. They also 

carried out an assessment of current practices; 

his team have visited 3 EU countries in 2016 (FI, 

SE, CH), and are carrying out a series of 

questionnaires in member states, to industry and 

vets, as well as carrying out country audits. For 

instance, by the end of 2017 audits of the 

Netherlands, Spain, Denmark and Italy will be 

complete. This will help the commission to 

determine how many countries have a suitable 

action plan with regard to reducing tail docking, 

and how compliant member states are. Finally, 

the project will enable decisions to be made 

regarding the need for/type of enforcement 

which may be beneficial in future. 

 

European College of Porcine Health 

Management -Elisabeth grosse Beilage, 

University of Veterinary Medicine Hannover 

Germany 

Dr Beilage started off her presentation by 

explaining about how managing pig health mostly 

focuses on preventing infectious diseases. 

Strategies include preventing exposure, 

improving hygiene (i.e. optimising internal and 

external biosecurity), vaccination, and finally anti-

microbial and anti-parasitic treatment. Besides 

the disease itself, another negative consequence 

of infectious disease is tail-biting; indeed 

countries which have already successfully banned 

tail docking (Finland, Norway, Sweden, 

Switzerland) are free from major disease agents 

like PRRSV and Mycoplasma hyopneumoniae. 

Thus eradication of disease may have a large role 

to play in aiming to reduce tail docking. Currently 

in Germany over 95% of pigs in conventional 

herds have their tails docked, which is a similar 

percentage to here in Ireland (> 99%). She has 

found that 2-3% of pigs are affected by obvious  

 

lesions, which is similar to the 2.3% observed by 

Laura Boyle in Ireland. However, in undocked pigs 

in conventional herds, tail lesions can be seen in 

60 - 90% of the pigs. In organic pigs however, 

even when these pigs have some infectious 

disease, tail docking is banned, and only 5-7% of 

pigs have lesions. This means that some aspects 

of the organic system must enable the pigs to 

cope with the disease, without becoming so 

stressed that tail biting occurs. Dr. Beilage 

described a newly designed conventional system, 

which incorporated some of the characteristics of 

organic (e.g. solid floor for feeding, some straw 

provided for rooting each day, and an outdoor 

dunging area) and the pigs had low levels of 

biting, even when tails were kept long. Thus 

infectious disease will not necessarily prevent the 

removal of docking. 

 

Topigs Norsvin -Torunn Aasmundsstad 

Topigs Norsvin, and Norsvin, aim to produce pigs 

which will perform well in a variety of 

environments. There is a growing appreciation 

that selection for several traits simultaneously (so 

not necessarily just ‘production’, but inclusive of 

health traits) ensures that the biology of the 

animal is balanced. This improves the 

sustainability of pork production, because society 

now demands that the biology is balanced, so 

that the health and welfare of animals is not 

compromised. Recording of animal traits in the 

field ensures the adaptation of genetics to the 

production environment. Thus recording of 

welfare traits (e.g. longevity, reduced 

osteochondrosis, piglet survival etc.) in large 

numbers will help to incorporate these traits into 

breeding goals. For example, in recent years 

shoulder sores were recorded on over 41,000  

 

 



 

 

 

sows by farmers at weaning of the first litter, and 

there has been a concurrent gradual decreasing 

genetic and phenotypic trend for sores. Breeding 

for robustness will produce pigs that have higher 

resistance, tolerance and robustness to a variety 

of challenges. 

 

Animal Health ETT/Sikava -Ina Toppari 

Animal Health ETT is a national and international 

operating association based in Seinäjoki, Finland, 

which was established by producers and 

companies in the food industry when Finland 

joined the EU. Duties include promoting the 

health and welfare of food-producing animals by 

coordinating national animal health care and 

steering import of production animals. This talk 

covered some experiences from Finnish pig 

production, where tail docking is banned. In 

Finland there is a national swine health and 

welfare register, which incorporates data from 

95% of pork production. It acts as a database for  

 

vet visits and observations (animal based and 

production conditions), medicine usage for swine, 

health classification, meat control and production 

data. The database includes records of tail biting, 

so this can be related back to conditions on the 

farms, health status etc., as well as used to track 

patterns over time. Some of the management 

strategies used in Finland to reduce biting 

include: 

 Trough ≥ 30 cm/finisher pig 

 Intensive health management and 

monitoring 

 Rooting material +/- solid object 

 1 drinker per 10 animals/ 

 

The meeting was extremely informative and 

interesting, and provided lots of food for thought 

with regard to reducing damaging behaviour. 

Further updates from GroupHouseNet will follow 

in future newsletters. 

 

  

Advances in Knowledge Transfer
 

John Moriarty 
 

Knowledge Transfer (KT), the umbrella term used 

for advisory and education services, can be traced 

back to the potato famine in Ireland when a 

limited advisory service was setup in response to 

the failure of the potato crop. Services have 

evolved greatly in response to changing trends in 

agriculture and grown to include areas such as 

rural development and the environment. KT 

services and methods especially advisory (often 

referred to as extension) are often measured by 

the rate of adoption of the 

technologies/innovations being promoted and 

have been under continual research and 

development with one of the earlier 

breakthrough studies looking at the level of 

uptake of hybrid corn in Iowa in the 1940’s. 

The Agricultural Knowledge and Information 

System (AKIS) (Figure 1) is the set of agencies and 

people with links between them responsible for 

the handling of knowledge and information from 

the source to the end user. 

 

Traditionally a more “top down” approach was 

adopted in the provision of KT services where the  

advisors and educators delivered knowledge and 

information to the farmer. This has evolved to a  



 

 

 

more holistic, participatory approach of 

collaboration and discussion with KT services 

providing a medium for enhanced information 

flow from research to the farmer and feedback to 

research. Increased use of technologies has aided 

the flow of information between all the actors in 

the AKIS model (Figure 1). 

 

         
 

Figure 1. Agricultural Knowledge and information 

system 

 

Information and Communication Technologies 

Information and Communication Technologies 

(ICT) which includes common technologies like 

the computer, phones, e-mail etc. has led to 

increased efficiency in the creation, distribution 

and access to information however this is greatly 

influenced by farm type, gross income, education 

and age an issue to consider when developing of 

KT services in the future. ICT has been invaluable 

in the handling of knowledge and information the 

level of which has grown dramatically in 

agriculture.   

 

Visuals 

New technology has allowed for the use of more 

visual elements in the dissemination of  

 

 

 

information. Many of us have a cognitive 

preference for imagery and will try to visualise 

processes or concepts to understand them. Much  

work has been done on the use of visuals in the 

education sector with the integration of visuals 

into existing materials e.g. adding images, graphs, 

etc. to text is seen as the most effective way to 

enhance written communications. The visual 

element portrays the main points, gives a setting 

and a sense of familiarity to the reader while the 

text contains more in-depth information for 

those who are interested in greater detail. The 

design of a graphic or image needs to convey the 

correct message, in a simple, clear way that 

doesn’t distract the audience and is critical with 

all visual communications. 

 

Video 

The same is true of motion pictures and video 

and they have been shown to be effective in 

combining information from a range of sources 

e.g. books, research notes etc. by showing the 

end-user demonstrating the technology 

concerned. Video has many advantages such as 

engaging those with low literacy levels, 

developing a sense of familiarity and extending 

the audience which has been proven in 

educational circles. Video also gives a sense of 

contact and familiarity with the technology and 

the communicator. Despite the advantages, video 

remains a relatively under-utilised resource in KT 

services. 

 

Discussion Groups 

Discussion groups (DG) originated in New Zealand 

over 60 years ago and in more recent times have 

become a leading advisory method in Ireland, 

firstly in the Dairy sector, later spreading to all 

agricultural sectors. A feature of the discussion  

 

http://www.google.ie/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwijyILzyKHVAhUBIsAKHXScCPMQjRwIBw&url=http://www.fao.org/docrep/008/y9087e/y9087e04.htm&psig=AFQjCNHAdJmpNU8JCFfeIdRbQMiTqe7tIA&ust=1500973139371429


 

 

 

groups is that they are farmer led and merely 

facilitated by advisors. Much of the research into  

the effectiveness of DG’s has been in the Dairy 

sector where positive links have been seen 

between membership of a group adoption of new  

technologies & innovations and gross margins 

with greater margins also seen in the beef sector. 

DG’s have been key in the move from directional 

KT to the more participatory approach used 

today. One of the most widely recognised 

benefits is the ability to see new ideas in practice 

and discuss it with peers to aid the decision to 

adopt ideas/innovations. This support network is 

also valuable in the implementation phase as well 

as making decisions that impact the future 

direction of a business. 

 

 

The use of ICT to enhance the flow of 

information, visuals to convey key messages, 

video to bring a sense of familiarity and DG’s as 

an information source and support network, has 

the potential to increase the availability of 

information and the adoption of innovations that 

will have a positive impact on performance and 

efficiencies. 

 

Did you know? 

 KT is an area under constant research and 

development and unlike the animal 

sciences you may be more familiar with, 

social science (the study of people) is 

more commonly used   

 ICT’s are an  incredibly efficient means of 

distributing information and also for 

recording and storing  information or 

records 

 Many people prefer to visualise ideas and 

information  

 Our best learning is from each other or 

somebody we can identify with  

 Participation in discussion groups has 

been proven to improve performance and 

efficiencies 

John is an MSc student on the DIGIPIG Project, which looks at the 

development of digital & visual tools to improve knowledge transfer in the pig 

industry. John is supervised by Dr. Amy Quinn (Teagasc PDD) and Dr. Aoife 

Osborne (UCD).  

Student Profile  
John Moriarty 

Location:   Pig Development Department, Teagasc Moorepark  

Research Interests:  Knowledge Transfer, Pig husbandry 

Contact details:  john.moriarty@teagasc.ie &  +353 (0)761112611 
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Teagasc Pig Farmers Conference 

The Teagasc Pig Conference will take place on 

Tuesday the 17th of October in the Cavan Crystal 

Hotel and Wednesday the 18th of October in the 

Horse & Jockey Hotel. The second session of this 

years conference will be a dedicated Nutrition 

Forum with our guest Speaker, Dr. Bob Goodband 

from Kansas State University, speaking. He will be 

covering both sow and grower diets for the 

modern pig. More details on other speakers and 

topics will be included in next month’s 

newsletter. 

 

Teagasc Pig Managers course 

The Teagasc PDD is currently enrolling for a new 

Pig Farm Managers Course. If you or a member of 

your staff is interested in registering for the 

course please email amy.quinn@teagasc.ie.  

Spaces are limited therefore interviews may be 

required depending on demand.  
 

 

Visitors from SRUC! 

We were delighted to welcome Rick D'Eath and 

Dale Sandercock, researchers based in the 

Scottish Rural College, for a 2 day visit to 

Moorepark in August. Rick and Dale are co-

supervising Jen Yun Chou with Keelin O'Driscoll, 

so came over to have a tour of our new pig unit, 

and meet some of the staff and students in 

Moorepark. They also held a seminar where they 

presented some of their work on fibre for dry 

sows, an automated method of detecting tail 

 

biting, and the short and long term pain 

associated with tail docking. 

 

Networking in Denmark 

A team from the pig department travelled to 

Aarhus, Denmark, to attend two meetings in 

August;  a workshop aiming to reduce tail biting 

in pigs, and the International Society for Applied 

Ethology annual congress. Jen-Yun Chou and 

Oceane Schmitt presented work from their PhDs; 

Jen spoke about the effects of tail biting on the 

stress levels of the pigs, and Oceane spoke about 

how piglets which were artificially reared were 

calmer around humans than pigs reared with a 

sow. Laura Boyle also presented her research on 

ear biting and aggression, and Julia Calderon Diaz 

was the recipient of an award for researchers 

from developing countries to attend the meeting. 

The meeting provided a great opportunity to 

meet pig researchers from around the world, and 

develop new ideas from hearing the latest 

research. 

 

Changes to German sow housing regulations 

The German Minister for Agriculture has 

announced that they will be changing their 

current regulations allowing sows to be housed in 

stalls for four weeks after service. This is now 

going to be restricted to five days, with 

immediate effect (after the legislation change) for 

new builds and a lead-in period of 10-13 years for 

existing facilities. 
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