
 

 

 
 
 

Welcome to October’s Newsletter 
 

Ciarán Carroll 
 

Welcome to the October edition 

of our monthly newsletter. The 

past month has been very busy, 

with the Teagasc Pig Farmers’ 

Conference for 2016 taking 

place. Despite Hurricane Ophelia 

the attendance over both days was exceptional, 

with over 250 people attending. A broad range of 

topics were covered, including some very 

informative presentations from our guest 

speaker, Dr. Bob Goodband from Kansas State 

University. The feedback has been very positive. 

The proceedings and presentations are now up 

on our website and our DIGIPIG student, John 

Moriarty is currently editing the conference video 

which will be put up on our YouTube channel 

shortly. 

 

This month also the announcement of a 

collaboration between Teagasc, Bord Bia and 

Enterprise Ireland to look at the application of 

LEAN principles on pig farms. LEAN is about doing 

things (on your farm) smarter, quicker, cheaper 

together. Through this project Bord Bia will fund 

a pilot scheme on 30-40 farms initially and it is 

hoped that if it’s successful it will be rolled out to 

more farms in the future. 

 

Next month will see the EU PIG group announce 

the winners of the Best Practice Grand Prix for 

2017. As mentioned last month, I’m glad to 

report that there’s an Irish winner amongst the 8 

successful awards, more to follow in next 

month’s newsletter after the official 

announcement. 
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The importance of stockmanship on pig welfare & performance 
 

Julia A. Calderón Díaz & Alessia Diana 
 

 

Improved efficiency and productivity are 

priorities for pig producers and thus, a lot of 

emphasis is placed on health, nutrition and 

genetics. However, other factors are also very 

important such as stockmanship as it may have 

an impact on animal welfare and productivity. 

Stockmanship is the necessary human 

component of farming to optimise animal 

performance, health, welfare, management, and 

financial gains. Capacity (e.g. skills and 

knowledge), willingness (e.g. attitude towards 

animals, motivation, job satisfaction) and 

opportunity (e.g. working conditions, actions of 

co-workers) are the three main factors that 

contribute to the performance of stock people. 

 

Stockmanship affects animal welfare and 

productivity both directly and indirectly. A lot of 

importance is given to the direct stockmanship 

effects. Stock people take decision about housing, 

feeding and management practices and they 

directly perform procedures such as teeth 

clipping, tail docking, artificial insemination and 

vaccinations. Shortage of labour, and especially 

skilled, knowledgeable, experienced labour, can 

lead to inadequate care and management of 

animals and result in a reduction of performance. 

Hence, appropriate training programs for 

employees are essential, particularly for those 

without livestock experience, in order to develop 

the observational skills and attention to detail 

required for a successful pig farm.  

 

Nonetheless, indirect stockmanship effects are 

also very important, although its importance is 

sometimes underestimated. For example, 

approaches to animal handling differ between 

genders; in general, women emphasise humane 

treatment of animal as they perceive them as 

sentient individuals, whereas men tend to 

emphasise more production aspects of farming. 

In dairy cattle, lower mortality was observed in 

farms where calves were managed by women 

than on farms where men were taking care of the 

calves. Another example is the lower mortality 

rate of piglets from first parity sows in farms 

where providing pigs with a favourable 

environment was perceived as easier. Studies 

showed that stockperson’s specific attitudes 

towards animals, which can briefly be defined as 

an individual's predisposed state of mind 

regarding a value, may have a direct influence on 

their way to handle them. For example, a 

stockperson thinking that pigs are not sensitive 

while instead are stubborn and thus difficult to 

move, could lead to a rough handling approach. 

When attitudes of abattoir workers towards pigs 

were examined, handlers that saw pigs as 

“greedy” and “aggressive” were more likely to 

use an electric prod when moving the animals. 

Additionally, using the electric prod was 

associated with the idea that animal handling has 

no effect on animal behaviour.  
 

Similarly, stockperson’s attitude and behaviour is 

related to some production parameters. For 

instance, it is suggested that positive attitude 

towards animals leads to positive behaviours 

while handling animals (i.e. no shouting or hitting 

the pigs) and as a consequence animal stress, fear 

responses and its associated metabolism changes  



 

 

 

are reduced. Productivity differences have been 

reported according to the level of fear that 

animals may experience when approached by 

human beings. In pigs, negative handling is 

associated with lower growth and reproductive 

performance, and lower meat quality. For 

example, more fearful sows (i.e. measured as 

their readiness to approach people) had a higher 

stillbirth rate than those who allowed the person 

to approach them closely. In dairy cows, an 

increase of up to 70% of residual milk (i.e. milk 

left in the alveoli) and therefore, a reduction in 

milk yield as well as an increase in heart rate 

were observed when a “rough” handler was 

present during milking.  Although fearfulness 

could be a response to rough handling, it is not 

always the case. A study in chickens reported 

higher mortality on farms where birds were 

presumably frightened by the stockperson 

moving quickly around the barn while lower 

mortality rate was observed with an increase in 

the time the stockperson stayed firm at the barn. 

This highlights the importance of understating 

the behaviour of the animals people are working 

with. Treating animals humanely by doing simple 

things such as talking to and touching them 

gently, requires no additional time or investment 

from the farmer but could have positive effects 

on animal welfare, behaviour and stress 

tolerance. 

 

Although certain attitudes could be the result of 

long held beliefs and cultural habits, it has been 

demonstrated that attitudes and behaviours 

towards pigs can be positively changed if proper 

training is provided. For instance, a training 

known as cognitive-behavioural technique may 

be an option. As a first step, this technique 

involves retraining people by targeting the beliefs 

underlying their attitudes and the displayed  

 

behaviours. Secondly, the changed attitude and 

behaviours are maintained. During this training, 

relevant personal and external factors (including 

addressing commonly perceived barriers to 

change, defensiveness, changing habits, and 

providing follow-up to reinforce changes, etc.) 

are discussed. Stockpeople are provided with key 

information about the animals (e.g. ease with 

which pigs can and should be handled, pigs’ 

sensitivity to certain stressors and their negative 

consequences on welfare and productivity) as 

well as information on the positive behaviours 

that they can use. Further attention is given to 

perceived barriers that can be changed and the 

stockpeople have the chance to practice the 

positive behaviours learnt. Following this type of 

training, changes in attitudes and behaviours may 

be reinforced by providing additional information 

in booklet, newsletters and discussion groups. 

Besides improving animal handling and its 

associated effects on animal welfare and 

productivity, stockperson training could increase 

employees’ retention rates. In fact, positive 

attitudes towards pigs and to aspects of working 

with pigs are associated with an increased work 

motivation, commitment and job satisfaction. 

Higher levels of job satisfaction are associated 

with higher milk yields in dairy cows. 

 

In conclusion, good stockmanship goes beyond 

animal handling. Although animal welfare and 

productivity are associated with multiple factors, 

it is important to realise that stockpeople’s 

attitudes and behaviours could also affect them. 

Hence, besides acquiring technical skills, 

stockpeople training should also involve 

behavioural modifications of their work approach 

towards animals.  
 

Note: References are available on request 



 

 

  

Taking the milky way: The benefits of supplementary milk for piglets 

 
Oceane Schmitt & Keelin O’Driscoll 

 
As we all know, there has been a significant 

increase in litter size in the past few years, with 

litters of 15 or 16 pigs born alive no longer 

unusual. Indeed the average numbers born alive 

for the top 25% of producers in 2016 was close to 

14 piglets. As most sows only have 14 functional 

teats, this means that they are reaching their 

maximum capacity when it comes to rearing their 

own piglets. For this reason, a supplementary 

source of milk could be beneficial for the piglets, 

to maximise their growth potential prior to 

weaning. Previously, we carried out work in 

Moorepark on piglet supplementation and found 

that a milk based energy supplement provided 

for 10 days after birth increased average daily 

gain and weaning weight. An alternative system, 

which may provide extra benefits as it 

supplements the piglets for longer but with less 

daily labour, is to have milk cups located in the 

pen which automatically fill up when the piglets 

nose at them.  

 

Experimental set up 

We carried out this work on a commercial farm 

which had milk cups installed in one of their 

farrowing rooms. The main focus of the study 

was to see if growth would be improved if the 

cups were switched on from 4 days of age until 

weaning. Approximately 170 piglets were tagged 

and followed from birth to weaning. Due to the 

set-up of the experiment, all of the sows with the 

milk cups in their pens were in one farrowing 

room, and all the ones without in another. This 

meant that we were unable to equalise the litters 

so that piglets in each treatment were of the 

same approximate weight.  

(image: http://www.welbourneinnovations.com 

/welbourne-milk-cup.php) 

 

Effect of additional milk 

When we analysed the data, we thus found that 

piglets in the milk-cup pens just happened on 

average to be lighter at birth (1.1 ± 0.1 Kg) than 

the ones in the control treatment (1.3 ± 0.1 Kg). 

Nevertheless, by the time the piglets were 

weaned, there was no difference in piglet weight 

(Milk-cups: 6.6 ± 0.2 Kg v’s Control: 6.9 ± 0.3Kg). 

This can be explained by the fact that the piglets 

in the milk-cup treatments had a numerically 

greater average daily gain (214g/day) than those 

in the control treatments (208g/day).  

 

It is particularly impressive that the growth rate 

of the milk cup piglets was superior numerically, 

as piglets which are born light typically have a 

lower average daily gain than heavier ones. This 

indicates that the supplementary milk was more 

than likely providing a beneficial effect to these 

piglets. This result is in line with previous work 

done in the US, which also found that feeding a 

milk supplement from 3 days to weaning at 21 

days produced heavier piglets at weaning, when 

they all started at the same weight. 

 

We would like to thank the farmer for allowing us 

to carry out the work on his farm. 



 

 

 

Small & imperfectly formed - What is the outcome for very small piglets? 

 

Oceane Schmitt & Keelin O’Driscoll 

 

One of the physical effects of large litters is that 

the piglets are overcrowded within the sow, prior 

to birth. This means that the amount of nutrients 

which they receive per piglet is lower than if the 

litter were smaller, and there is a consequent 

stunting of growth. When growth is stunted, it 

doesn’t just result in small piglets; what also 

happens is that the nutrients available to the 

piglet are preferentially used to develop the most 

important organs, the main one being the brain. 

This is called Intrauterine Growth Retardation 

(IUGR). When the piglet is born, it is possible to 

estimate how much stunting has gone on by 

identifying some physical signs (Figure 1). 

 

Figure 1. The appearance of normal or IUGR piglets 

 
 

The three main characteristics are 1) a very steep 

rounded forehead, 2) bulging eyes, and 3) vertical 

wrinkles near its mouth. We carried out a small 

study investigating whether piglets born with this 

condition can be productive animals.  

 

Experimental set up 

We started with a total of 261 piglets, which were 

all weighed at birth and weaning, and scored for 

the level of IUGR. We scored piglets as 0, if they 

had none of the IUGR characteristics, and gave 

them an additional point for each characteristic 

which was present (max of 3).  

 

Prevalence of IUGR 

At birth, 30% of piglets were normal (score 0), 

25% had a score of 1, 17% a score of 2 and 28% a 

score of 3. At the time of weaning, several of the 

original piglets had died or were missing (e.g. 

some were moved to rescue decks, or nurse 

sows), so we were only able to identify 170 of the 

original piglets in the farrowing rooms. However, 

out of the ones weighed at weaning, the 

percentage of piglets which had been born in 

each category was extremely similar to that 

across the entire group at birth (Score 0 = 30%, 

Score 1 = 24%, Score 2 = 18%, Score 3 = 28%). The 

majority of the piglets which were scored 1 or 

above at birth had grown out of the physical 

symptoms of IUGR, and were scored as normal at 

weaning, 70% of the piglets which were weaned 

had showed some sign of IUGR at birth; however, 

by the time of weaning only 15% still had any 

evidence of IUGR. The majority of this 15% were 

piglets which had been born showing all 3 signs 

(i.e. a score of 3). Out of the 72 piglets with a 

score of 1 or 2, only overall 8 retained any IUGR 

symptoms by the time they were weaned, 

whereas 1/3 of the piglets born with a score of 3 

retained some of the signs of IUGR at weaning.  

 



 

 

 

Effects of IUGR on performance 

As expected, piglets with increasing severity of 

IUGR were also the ones which were lighter at 

birth (Figure 2A). There was in fact a significant 

difference in birthweight between all categories. 

There was no effect of IUGR score on average 

daily gain, and even when the piglets with 

no/minor IUGR (scores 0 and 1) were compared 

with those with severe IUGR (scores 2 and 3) 

there was only a slight tendency for slower 

growth (Figure 2B). When it came to weaning 

weight, similar to birthweight, there was an 

overall effect of IUGR score, but the

   

differences between all categories were not still 

present (Figure 2C); the only difference in 

weaning weight was between category 3 piglets, 

and those in either 0 or 1 at birth. 
 

The implications of these data are significant 

when it comes to managing the farrowing rooms. 

It demonstrates that piglets even with moderate 

to severe IUGR have reasonable growth rates to 

weaning, and in fact it is only those with severe 

IUGR at birth that will wean lighter than normal 

piglets. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Birthweight (A), average daily gain (B) and weaning weights (C) of piglets with no or varying levels of 

severity of IUGR 

 

Re-thinking pig farm design, some examples
 

Edgar Garcia Manzanilla 
 

Competition in pig production is increasing as 

farms become more and more efficient. On the 

other hand pressure from the consumers and 

regulators on issues like welfare, Zinc Ocide or 

antimicrobial use keeps adding new challenges to 

animal production. There is so much we can do to  

face these challenges with the current design of 

facilities. Thus, it is very important for future 

investments in your farm to have a long term  

 

 

plan. The design and size of your facilities will be 

key to obtain optimum performance from pigs. 

 

Sow facilities 

Sow facilities are the most expensive facilities and 

the most difficult ones to modify in the farm. 

Thus, it is important to maximize their use. 

However, not all farms can be efficient with the 

same management. In many cases it is a matter  

 



 

 

 

of size. Big farms (>1000 sows) can create specific 

jobs for specialised people and be very efficient. 

A good option for farms of small size (300 sows) is 

to adopt batch farrowing systems. Initially the 

use of the facilities may seem less efficient. 

However, it is not always the case and for sure 

the work will be more efficient and has many 

advantages for health and welfare of the pigs. 

 

In the table below we can see that weaning 

animals at 28 days in 3-week batches system 

leaves 2 weeks of the rooms not been used. 

However, many small farms are weaning pigs at 

30-32 days already and it may be needed in 

future once ZnO is banned. Thus the inefficiency 

would be avoided once you consider cleaning, 

drying and bringing in the following batch of 

sows. 

 

We can make this more efficient. Let’s think 

about a standard 300 sow unit with 13-14 sows 

farrowing a week. The farrowing rooms will have 

14 places and there will be a minimum of 5 of 

them in that farm. If you want to move this farm 

into 3-week batches you would want batches of 

40-42 sows and will be using 3 of the old rooms 

at a time. We are a room short. Do we need to 

build a new one? Maybe we don’t. 

 

Here is where new designs come into play. What 

about moving the sows with the piglets to the 

weaning room and having only one batch in 

farrowing at a time? These systems are not new 

and there are different designs all over the world.   

However their use in commercial facilities is still 

very rare and many questions will arise. Can it be

 

 done with the same space? Do I have to remodel 

my farm? Maybe there is not enough information 

from real farms to encourage farmers to use it. 

 

A farmer in Ireland has been working on this for a 

while and in collaboration with Teagasc we 

brought the system to a Spanish Iberian pig farm. 

The concept is very simple. The sows farrow 

normally and then piglets are moved with the 

sow to a group lactation room at 10-12 days. That 

allows you to get the farrowing room ready for 

the next batch. Sows stay with piglets until they 

are 28-30 days old and then they go back to 

service. Piglets stay in that room for the weaning 

phase and then are moved to another room for 

growing and finishing phases. The only major 

investment required for an existing farm would 

be the change of the slat in weaning rooms to 

hold sow’s weight. This design is not appropriate 

for everybody and does have some problems that 

you will have to sort initially (some crushing and 

lactation oestrus). However this can be solved 

with some work. All new systems have difficulties 

that you have to sort out.  

 

What are the advantages? You don’t need half of 

your farrowing places and the stress for piglets is 

much lower as they share the feeder with the 

sows for a while and they don’t have to change 

their feed or room at weaning. That means less 

need for antibiotics and ZnO. Initially we tried the 

system with a 160 sow Iberian pig farm because it 

was available at the time and the system is ideal 

for this kind of sow. However the system is 

already being installed in farms with conventional 

breeds as the ones used in Ireland.



 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Size is everything 

When was the last time that you calculated the 

places you need and you actually have in your 

farm? As you walk through your farm you can see 

many issues in detail, but too often the problem 

with sizing is overlooked. Inadequate size of any 

of the sections in your farm will result in 

problems with the flow of pigs, excessive density 

of animals at particular points with extra work re-

arranging the pigs and this ends in poor 

performance and disease issues. 

 

Let’s go back to the 300 sow unit. With the 

average productivity in Ireland (13.15 born alive), 

one would expect around 166 piglets a week. But 

there will be farms that were designed for 12 

born alive and are now producing 13.5. What 

does that mean in terms of pigs produced? In the 

table below you can see that the difference in the 

total amount of pigs present in the farm is around 

144 weaner and 155 finishers. That is like having 

2 extra batches of pigs in your farm and cannot 

be managed with the same facilities. Increasing 

the size of all the rooms is not a suitable option. 

However there are two interesting options that 

have been used by building finisher 

accommodation. 
 
 

The first one would be to shorten your 1st weaner 

stage. Many farms in Ireland have 2nd stage 

facilities that are good enough for pigs of 15 kg 

and the pigs are being moved when they are 20 

kg or more. This has been done in 2 farms already 

with very positive results. You may want to also 

shorten the 2nd stage and then move the pigs to a 

growing/finishing diet earlier. This will require 

some investment in finishing facilities but not for 

a full batch as the extra space in initial stages 

results in better performance and shorter time to 

slaughter. 

 

The second option would be to create an 

alternative flow for small pigs. Chances are that if 

you have increased your litter size you have also 

increased the number of small pigs. Remember 

that these small pigs will be smaller until 

slaughter. Thus, you can create a separate facility 

for these pigs where you can treat and feed them 

as required and you will keep your main flow of 

disease recirculation and welfare issues related to 

over stocking and mixing. This is especially 

adequate for farms of mid or large size. The total 

number of small pigs will be between 10-15% of 

the total production and new accommodation 

will be required for a full batch of pigs whether it 

is the small ones or the ones in the main flow.   

 

You should review these aspects often in your 

farm and discuss it with your advisor. As some 

advisors told me recently in a discussion group in 

the Netherlands, don’t look at the money you are 

making but the money you could be making. 

 

 

 



 

 

  

PDD Publications update 2017 

 
The Teagasc Pig Development Department (PDD) 

have published a number studies in scientific 

journals in 2017 to date. These papers cover a 

wide variety of topics. Many of these studies 

have been conducted at commercial farms and 

we are very grateful for all the help we have 

received from the Irish Farmers. This article gives 

a quick overview of some of the PDD key 

publications to date this year. 

 

Nutrition 

1. Effect of feed enzymes on digestibility and 

growth in weaned pigs: A systematic review 

and meta-analysis  

This study was published in Animal Feed 

Science and Technology by Alberto Torres 

Pitarch and collaborators. A systematic review 

and a meta-analysis were conducted to 

determine which exogenous enzymes are 

most consistent in improving piglet growth 

and digestibility when supplemented to post-

weaning diets. Supplementation with 

exogenous phytase showed the most 

consistent improvements in piglet growth, P 

digestibility, and bone mineralization. 

Protease supplementation increased feed 

intake. Nutrient digestibility was increased 

mainly when multi-enzyme complexes 

containing protease and/or mannanase were 

included. Carbohydrases improved nutrient 

digestibility when supplemented as part of a 

complex; however, growth responses were 

not consistent. 

(Contact: Peadar.Lawlor@teagasc.ie) 

 

 

2. Exploring a possible link between the 

intestinal microbiota and feed efficiency in 

pigs 

This study was published in Applied 

Environmental Microbiology by Ursula 

McCormack and collaborators. Intestinal 

microbiota diversity, composition and 

predicted functionality were assessed by 16S 

rRNA gene sequencing. Although no 

differences in microbial diversity were found, 

some residual feed intake (RFI)-associated 

compositional differences were revealed. 

Overall, differences observed within the 

intestinal microbiota of low RFI (more feed 

efficient) pigs compared to their high RFI 

counterparts, albeit relatively subtle, suggest 

a possible link between the intestinal 

microbiota and feed efficiency in pigs. 

(Contact: ggardiner@wit.ie) 

 

3. Feed efficiency metrics in growing pigs 

This study was published in the Journal of 

Animal Science by Julia Calderón Díaz and 

collaborators. This is the first study to 

investigate the interrelationships between a 

whole range of feed efficiency traits used in 

pigs that are used in other livestock species. 

The decision regarding the most appropriate  

trait to use to improve feed efficiency would 

depend on the end user.  Nonetheless, feed 

efficiency traits could be used as 

benchmarking indicators between animals 

and farms. 

(Contact: Peadar.Lawlor@teagasc.ie) 

 

 

mailto:Peadar.Lawlor@teagasc.ie
mailto:ggardiner@wit.ie
mailto:Peadar.Lawlor@teagasc.ie


 

 

 

Welfare 

1. Do weaner pigs need in-feed antibiotics to 

ensure good health and welfare?  

This study was published in PlosOne by 

Alessia Diana and collaborators.  Results from 

the study suggest that removing prophylactic 

in-feed antibiotics (AB) has minimal effects on 

lesions related to welfare, health indicators 

and negative behaviours. Despite the faster 

growth rate of pigs that received in-feed AB, 

with some consequences for pig behaviour 

and welfare, there were minimal production 

differences (no difference in FCR and 

mortality rate) between them and the pigs 

that did not received in-feed AB.  

(alessia.diana@teagasc.ie) 

 

2. Validation of carcass lesions as indicators for 

on-farm health and welfare of pigs  

This study was published in the Journal of 

Animal Science by Nienke van Staaveren and 

collaborators. Incorporating indicators for pig 

health and welfare at meat inspection could 

reduce the need for on-farm assessments. 

Results show potential for using carcass skin 

and tail lesions as iceberg indicators of pig 

health and welfare on farm.  

(Contact: nvanstaa@uoguelph.ca) 

 

Health 

1. Delaying pigs from the normal production 

flow is associated with health problems and 

poorer performance  

Published in Porcine Health Management by 

Julia Calderón Díaz and collaborators. Delayed 

pigs were more affected by disease and were  

 

lighter at slaughter. Additionally, delaying pigs 

from the normal production flow translates 

into higher feeding costs, increase number of 

days to slaughter and increased labour 

requirements reducing production efficiency 

for the pig operation.  

(Contact: Julia.CalderonDiaz@teagasc.ie) 

 

2. Early life indicators predict mortality, illness, 

reduced welfare and carcass characteristics in 

finisher pigs  

This study was published in Preventive 

Veterinary Medicine by Julia Calderón Díaz 

and collaborators. Results from this study 

highlight the complex relationship between 

management, performance and disease in 

pigs and they suggest that the importance of 

early life indicators should not be 

underestimated. They could enable the 

design of easily adopted strategies to prevent 

disease in the young animal and improve 

performance throughout the production 

cycle. Special attention should be given to 

lighter weight pigs and pigs born to first parity 

sows and that cross-fostering should be 

minimised.  

(Contact: Julia.CalderonDiaz@teagasc.ie) 

 

 

If you are interested in finding out more 

information on any of the publications please feel 

free to send an email to the corresponding 

authors who have been listed as contacts in this 

article. 
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Farm hazardous waste collection 2017 

The Farm Hazardous Waste collection is being run 

again in 2017. This is supported by the DAFM, the 

EPA the Dept. of Communications, Climate Action 

& Environment and Teagasc.  Since 2007 over 

7000 farmers have brought hazardous waste to 

the collection points. The dates for delivery are 

from 18th of October to 28th of November. For 

further details on locations please contact your 

Teagasc Advisor or check the event leaflet at: 

https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/events/F

arm-Hazardous-Waste-Flyer.pdf 

 
 

DIGIPIG update 

The first round of focus groups with advisors, 

farmers and farm staff have concluded. The 

results have highlighted the most desired digital 

tools, topics/content to be covered and the most 

popular delivery methods. A sample of these 

tools are currently being developed, which will 

focus on the most popular content areas. They 

will then be assessed with the focus groups. The 

feedback gathered at this stage will then be taken 

into consideration in future tool development by 

the PDD. We greatly appreciate the assistance of 

all those who have participated in the focus 

groups! 

 

Teagasc Pig Farmers’ Conference 2017 

Our annual Teagasc Pig Farmers’ Conference took 

place on October 17th and 18th. There was a wide 

variety of topics covered with plenty of practical 

information for all in attendance. This year the  

 

second session of the conference was a dedicated 

nutrition forum, which was well received. This 

included a number of presentations from Pig 

Development Department Staff and our guest 

speaker Dr. Bob Goodband. It was then followed 

by an engaging panel discussion. Similarly to 

previous years, the PDD research poster session 

took place during the conference. The posters 

were project focused and gave a brief overview 

of all on-going projects within the department 

and importantly clearly highlighting the expected 

industry benefits of each of these projects.  

 

The conference proceedings & presentations are 

currently available on our website at: 

https://www.teagasc.ie/publications/2017/pig-

farmers-conference-2017.php. 

 
 

Connect with us on Twitter 

Just a reminder that the 

Teagasc Pig Development 

Department have a dedicated 

Twitter account, @TeagascPig. 

Make sure to follow us to keep 

even more up-to-date on the 

PDD activities, news, events and photographs.  

https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/events/Farm-Hazardous-Waste-Flyer.pdf
https://www.teagasc.ie/media/website/events/Farm-Hazardous-Waste-Flyer.pdf
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