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Abstract

The different periods characterizing spring-calving, pasture-based dairy
systems common in Ireland have seldom been the focus of large-scale dairy
cow welfare research. Thus, the aim of this study was to devise and conduct an
animal-based welfare assessment during both the grazing and housing periods
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Why investigate welfare?
= Pasture-based systemassume good welfare’?
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What |s Welfare status of Irlsh cows’? :




Why good welfare important?

Good welfare A Good health
Good productivity 'i

= Ethical = Cow productivity = |mage”?




Study
Aim;

= Assess welfare of cows on Irish dairy
farms

Housed vs grazing periods?
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Study
= Visited 82 dairy farms

Grazing visit (April — September)

Housing visit (October — February)

= Conducted on-farm welfare
assessment

Measured welfare indicators
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What I1s good welfare?

»

Biological functioning)

Natural Living 9edive States -

Fraser et qf.. 1997




How assess welfare?

= 2 ways: /

Animal-based indicators

Resource-based
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Welfare indicators measured

Mobility
Body
Condition

NEREL

Ocular
Discharge

Avoidance
Behaviour

Skin Damage

Tall Injury

Discharge
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Mobility

Not lame
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Results - Lameness
-9 and 10%

Score
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Body Condition Score
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%4|In general, cows obtaining
adequate nutrition

I|%
Very thin 0 0 Very fat
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Ocular discharge

In general, ocular health is good |

~ 1%
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Nasal discharge

Asse$shent protocol
for cattle

Warning: 5%
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5%
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Tail Injury

Lacerations Breaks Docks

@W 2-3% 9% 7.5%
ceagoso
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66%

pd

W 26% | ?d neck/shoulder/back/head
ndquarter | e

\ 5]
Bag(' = ( ) g Front legs
@ 8 flank/ side/ udder

4]
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Avoldance behaviour

 Less contact with humans —
less comfortable around them

¥
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Conclusion

= |rish farms perform favourably in:
Meeting body condition targets
Ocular health

 Lameness

= |mprovements are needed Iin: _
Skin damage during housing
Reduction in tail injuries
Nasal health
Avoidance behaviour?
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Thank you!

Special thanks to all the study farms, students and "‘,

staff for their assistance, particularly Anne Le Gall,
David Fogarty, Lorenzo Tognola and Bas Engel WALSH

Dalry Research Ireland SCHOLARS
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