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1.1 Beef and Sheep Report 2015 – Foreword from the editor

Dear readers of the Beef and Sheep Report 2015,

you are holding the Beef and Sheep Report 2015 in 

your hands – the 13th edition since we started the 

network. The report provides you with an update 

of global world maps and charts, a continuation of 

the country page information from our member 

countries, world maps of production systems and 

profitability changes as well as farm level analysis. 

All the detailed background data and information 

are available from our website for our partners.

Network developments

We could record further growth of the network 

and the number of farms analysed. We now have 

25 countries and 61 farms in the cow-calf analysis, 

30 countries and 76 farms in beef finishing and  

15 countries and 34 farms in the sheep network.

We would like to welcome Switzerland as a new 

country in the beef network, represented by 

Andreas Hochuli and Mario Huber from the 

University of Bern as well as Victor Anspach. This 

year, the colleagues provided the information for 

the country page, farm data will follow in 2016.

A unique Conference in Colombia

Our Conference 2015 took place in Valledupar, 

Colombia, and was hosted by our Colombian 

partners FEDEGAN and CIPAV. We owe special 

thanks to Augusto Beltrán, Carlos Osorio and 

Manuel Gómez from FEDEGAN as well as Luis 

Solarte, Julián Chará,and Juan José Molina from 

CIPAV but would also like to thank all the crew 

members who contributed to make the conference 

a successful event. The presentations and field 

trips showed that intensive silvopastoral systems 

can provide a solution for more sustainable beef 

production. Our Global Forum saw more than 100 

decision makers of the Colombian beef supply 

chain. FEDEGAN's president José Félix Lafaurie 

revealed his institution's plans for the develop-

ment of the Colombian cattle sector. Hsin Huang 

from the International Meat Secretariat and Lesley 

Mitchell from World Animal Protection explained 

their understanding and activities in the field of 

sustainability and animal welfare and highlighted 

that changes will only happen if all major stake-

holders are involved. All presentations and 

interviews are available from our website (see 

QR-code).

Sustainability has become a leading topic

For some, sustainability has become an overused 

expression but we must acknowledge that it is in 

the focus of many international organisations as 

well as national governments. In this context, we 
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1.3 Testimonials

Spain, Carlos García

agri benchmark is the best way to compare stand-
aƌd aŶd ƌeliaďle data as ǁell as to haǀe aĐĐess to 
gloďal iŶfoƌŵatioŶ aďout liǀestoĐk seĐtoƌ. The 
agri benchmark Beef and Sheep Conference allows 

you to learn and exchange information in a unique 

pleasaŶt aŶd fƌieŶdlǇ eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶt.

Austria, Johannes Minihuber

The agri benchmark network is great opportunity 

to gain more experience about beef production 

systems and markets in different countries includ-
iŶg theiƌ adǀaŶtages, disadǀaŶtages aŶd Đhal-
lenges in the regions. The annual Beef and Sheep 

conference as a discussion platform allows us to 

eǆĐhaŶge iŶfoƌŵatioŶ, ǁhat is ĐuƌƌeŶtlǇ goiŶg oŶ 
iŶ the ďeef seĐtoƌ ǁoƌldǁide. To haǀe aĐĐess to 
current information is important and also inter-
estiŶg foƌ a sŵall Đattle-ĐouŶtƌǇ like Austƌia.

South Africa, Walter van Niekerk

The agri benchmark data is ǀeƌǇ useful foƌ us. 
With this information we are able to compare 

ƌesults oŶ faƌŵ leǀel ;loĐallǇ aŶd iŶteƌŶatioŶallǇͿ 
as ǁell as aŶalǇse ŵodels foƌ faƌŵ, Đost, poliĐǇ 
and strategy. We use the reliable farm data from 

ĐouŶtƌies all oǀeƌ the ǁoƌld aŶd data fƌoŵ ouƌ 
loĐal Ŷetǁoƌk, ǁheŶ ǁe puďlish ƌepoƌts foƌ ouƌ 
client.

Argentina, Cristina Ras

I want to express my satisfaction about the train-
ing and the conference. It was not only a profes-
sioŶallǇ ŵost iŶteƌestiŶg eǆpeƌieŶĐe ďut a ǀeƌǇ 
enjoyable week thanks to all of you.

Brazil, Thiago Carvalho

The Beef aŶd Sheep CoŶfeƌeŶĐe is a uŶiƋue, spe-
Đial eǀeŶt. We haǀe a gƌeat oppoƌtuŶitǇ to kŶoǁ 
the Ŷuŵďeƌs of the ǁoƌld's liǀestoĐk iŶ detail aŶd 
always exchanging experiences during the days 

of the workshop with experts from each country. 

For Brazil is an honour to participate in this select 

group and can use the knowledge on a daily of 

our research. In 2015 Brazil completed 10 years 

as partners in this great project and we will be 

togetheƌ foƌ the Ŷeǆt ϭϬ, ďeĐause ǁe ďelieǀe iŶ 
the methodology and the whole team.

China, Zhongwu Wang

agri benchmark doŶe ǀeƌǇ eǆĐelleŶt ǁoƌk foƌ the 
ďeef aŶd sheep pƌoduĐtioŶ aŶd ŵaƌket, all of 
partners can learn some useful information from 

the Ŷetǁoƌk, I thought eǀeƌǇoŶe to atteŶdaŶĐe 
the ĐoŶfeƌeŶĐe ǁould haǀe a ǁoŶdeƌful eǆpeƌi-
eŶĐe aŶd eŶjoǇ it, aŶd also like to shaƌe the data 
Đoŵe fƌoŵ diffeƌeŶt ĐouŶtƌies ǁith eaĐh otheƌ, 
which will be benefit from each other.
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United Kingdom, Carol Davis

The Beef and Sheep Conference is a stimulating 

week learning about the strengths and challenges 

of countries around the world. The workshops 

enable open discussion and debate to take place 

identifying uniqueness and similarities amongst 

the ŵeŵďeƌs. The Ŷetǁoƌk is a ŵaƌǀellous ǁaǇ to 
enhance better understanding and I am glad to be 

part of it.

Colombia, Julián Chará

As a first time attendee I was amazed by the great 

amount of information and friendship shared during 

the week. I learnt a lot about beef production and 

market in all continents thanks to the experience 

and openness of partners to share their data and 

ǀieǁs. I also eŶjoǇed shaƌiŶg the iŶfoƌŵatioŶ aďout 
local sustainable beef production and culture in 

Coloŵďia aŶd appƌeĐiated the feedďaĐk ƌeĐeiǀed 
aŶd the eŶthusiasŵ of paƌtiĐipaŶts eǀeŶ at teŵ-
peratures close to the 40 degrees Celsius during 

the field trips.

Australia, Karl Behrendt

The agri benchmark network is unique in its 

purpose and character. We annually commit to 

maintaining a national network of typical beef 

aŶd sheep faƌŵs iŶ Austƌalia, kŶoǁiŶg full ǁell 
that ǁe ǁill leaƌŶ as ŵuĐh fƌoŵ, if Ŷot ŵoƌe, 
fƌoŵ the eǆteŶsiǀe Ŷetǁoƌk of pƌofessioŶal gloďal 
paƌtŶeƌs. It's Ŷot just aďout the data, although iŶ 
its oǁŶ ƌight is iƌƌeplaĐeaďle, the uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg 
and contemporary intelligence gleaned from what 

is oĐĐuƌƌiŶg aƌouŶd the ǁoƌld is iŶǀaluaďle. Be-
ing part of the agri benchmark network certainly 

pƌoǀides us aŶ edge.

Czech Republic, Iveta Bošková

The ĐoŶfeƌeŶĐe is aŶ oppoƌtuŶitǇ to get aŶ uŶdeƌ- 
staŶdiŶg of faƌŵeƌs iŶ diffeƌeŶt pƌoduĐtioŶ eŶǀi-
ronment and pass the information to farmers in 

our country. It is a unique board to discuss strate-
gies, ĐoŵpetitiǀeŶess aŶd peƌspeĐtiǀes of ďeef 
and sheep production worldwide.

Ireland, Anne Kinsella

The ĐoŶfeƌeŶĐe, ǁoƌkshops aŶd field tƌips pƌoǀide 
aŶ ideal eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶt foƌ eǆĐhaŶgiŶg kŶoǁledge 
and experience of beef and sheep production 

sǇsteŵs iŶ diǀeƌse ĐouŶtƌies. The eǀeŶts aŶd ǁoƌk 
schedule is most professionally organised while 

also pƌoǀidiŶg aŵple oppoƌtuŶitǇ foƌ iŶteƌaĐtiŶg 
with new colleagues. Following on from the work-
shop data disĐussioŶs aŶd ǀalidatioŶ, aĐĐess to 
the eǆteŶsiǀe agri benchmark dataďase pƌoǀides 
a ŵost ǀaluaďle ƌesouƌĐe aŶd iŶfoƌŵiŶg otheƌ 
research projects.

France, Christèle Pineau

See foƌ Coloŵďia the iŵpoƌtaŶĐe of pƌeseƌǀ-
iŶg ouƌ pƌoduĐtioŶ eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶt ;oďseƌǀe soil 
oƌgaŶiĐ ŵatteƌ, fauŶa assoĐiated ƌeiŶtƌoduĐe 
leǀels heƌďaĐeous stƌataͿ aŶd tƌiple iŵpaĐt oŶ 
the pƌoduĐeƌs of ďeef Đattle: eĐoŶoŵiĐ ;iŶĐƌease 
ƌeǀeŶue thƌough iŶĐƌeased aŶiŵal pƌoduĐtiǀitǇͿ, 
eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶtal ;iŶĐƌeasiŶg ďiodiǀeƌsitǇ, iŵpƌoǀ-
iŶg the ĐoŶditioŶ of aŶiŵalsͿ ǁas a ǀeƌǇ stƌoŶg 
moment. Sustainability has been defined in these 

two farm tours and at the global forum. The days 

are intense but the good atmosphere among par-
ticipants facilitated exchanges this was partly due 

to the quality of reception of our guests and the 

oƌgaŶisiŶg teaŵ. I feel luĐkǇ to haǀe eǆpeƌieŶĐed 
such a journey.
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Beef and Sheep Report editors

Claus Deblitz

In references to the Beef and Sheep Report please cite: Deblitz (ed.) (2015): Beef and Sheep Report 2015. TI Braunschweig.

Participants of the agri benchmark Beef and Sheep Conference 2015

agri benchmark – understanding agriculture worldwide

agri benchmark is a gloďal, ŶoŶ-pƌofit Ŷetǁoƌk of agƌiĐultuƌal eĐoŶoŵists, adǀisoƌs, pƌoduĐeƌs aŶd speĐialists 
iŶ keǇ seĐtoƌs of agƌiĐultuƌal ǀalue ĐhaiŶs. We use iŶteƌŶatioŶallǇ staŶdaƌdised ŵethods to aŶalǇse faƌŵs, 
pƌoduĐtioŶ sǇsteŵs aŶd theiƌ pƌofitaďilitǇ. Ouƌ faƌŵ-leǀel kŶoǁledge is ĐoŵďiŶed ǁith aŶalǇsis of iŶteƌŶa-
tioŶal ĐoŵŵoditǇ ŵaƌkets aŶd ǀalue ĐhaiŶs. IŶ this ǁaǇ ǁe aƌe aďle to pƌoǀide sĐieŶtifiĐallǇ ĐoŶsisteŶt aŶd 
souŶdlǇ ďased aŶsǁeƌs oŶ stƌategiĐ issues to deĐisioŶ-ŵakeƌs iŶ poliĐǇ, agƌiĐultuƌe aŶd agƌiďusiŶess.

Algeria Fathi Abdellatif  

Belhouadjeb

Institut National de la Recherche 

AgƌoŶoŵiƋue d'Algéƌie ;INRAAͿ,  
Algiers

Argentina Bernardo Ostrowski

Cristina Ras

Santiago Schang

Cátedƌa de AdŵiŶistƌaĐióŶ Ruƌal, 
FaĐultad de AgƌoŶoŵía, 
UŶiǀeƌsidad de BueŶos Aiƌes ;UBAͿ, 
Buenos Aires

SĐhaŶg Agƌo VeteƌiŶaƌia, 
Buenos Aires

1.4 Partners
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Australia Karl Behrendt Chaƌles Stuƌt UŶiǀeƌsitǇ ;CSUͿ, 
OƌaŶge, NSW

LloǇd Daǀies

Ben Thomas Meat & LiǀestoĐk Austƌalia ;MLAͿ, 
;SpoŶsoƌiŶgͿ 
SǇdŶeǇ, NSW

Peter Weeks Weeks CoŶsultiŶg SeƌǀiĐes PtǇ Ltd, 
St Iǀes, NSW

LuĐǇ AŶdeƌtoŶ Department of Agriculture and 

Food,  
AlďaŶǇ, WesteƌŶ Austƌalia

Austria Johannes Minihuber ARGE RiŶd, LiŶz

Agƌaƌŵaƌkt Austƌia ;SpoŶsoƌiŶgͿ, 
Vienna

Botswana Sirak Bahta IŶteƌŶatioŶal LiǀestoĐk ReseaƌĐh 
IŶstitute, 
Gabarone

Brazil Sergio de Zen

Gabriela Ribeiro

Thiago Caƌǀalho

FuŶdação de Estudos Agƌáƌios Luiz 
de Queiƌoz ;FEALQͿ

CEPEA, ESALQ,  
UŶiǀeƌsitǇ of São Paulo,  
PiƌaĐiĐaďa, SP

Rafael LiŶhaƌes Confederação da Agricultura  

e PeĐuáƌia do Bƌasil ;CNAͿ,  
;SpoŶsoƌiŶgͿ 
Bƌasília - DF

Canada Brenna Grant CaŶFaǆ, 
CalgaƌǇ, Alďeƌta

SǀeŶ AŶdeƌs DepaƌtŵeŶt of Ruƌal EĐoŶoŵǇ,  
UŶiǀeƌsitǇ of Alďeƌta,  
Edmonton
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China Mingli Wang Chinese Academy of Agricultural  

SĐieŶĐes ;CAASͿ, IŶstitute of AgƌiĐul-
tuƌal EĐoŶoŵiĐs aŶd DeǀelopŵeŶt, 
Beijing

Yang Chun

Yusu Hu

Guodong Han College of EĐologǇ aŶd EŶǀiƌoŶ-
ŵeŶtal SĐieŶĐe, IŶŶeƌ MoŶgolia 
AgƌiĐultuƌal UŶiǀeƌsitǇ,  
Hohhot, IŶŶeƌ MoŶgolia

)higuo Li

Zhongwu Wang

Colombia Manuel Antonio 

Góŵez Viǀas
Federación Colombiana de  

GaŶadeƌos ;FEDEGANͿ,  
Bogotá

Augusto Beltrán 

Segrera

Enrique Murgueitio CeŶtƌo paƌa la IŶǀestigaĐióŶ eŶ 
Sistemas Sostenibles de Producción 

AgƌopeĐuaƌia ;CIPAVͿ, 
Cali

Julián Chará

Juan José Molina 

EĐheǀeƌƌǇ

Czech Republic Iǀeta Boškoǀá Institute of Agricultural Economics 

aŶd IŶfoƌŵatioŶ ;Ú)EIͿ, 
Prague

Jan Klapka

1.4 Partners
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Germany Barbara Wildegger

Insa Folkerts

)azie ǀoŶ Daǀieƌ

Aïcha Mechri

IŶstitute of Faƌŵ EĐoŶoŵiĐs,  
ThüŶeŶ IŶstitute ;TIͿ,  
Braunschweig

Sǀea Sieǀeƌs GeƌŵaŶ AgƌiĐultuƌal SoĐietǇ, 
Frankfurt

Indonesia Teddy Kristedi Consultant 

SeŵaƌaŶg, CeŶtƌal Jaǀa

Ireland Anne Kinsella TEAGASC ;Iƌish AgƌiĐultuƌe aŶd 
Food DeǀelopŵeŶt AuthoƌitǇͿ, 
Galway
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Italy Kees de Roest

Claudio Montanari

Centro Ricerche Produzioni Animali 

;C.R.P.A. S.p.A.Ϳ 
Reggio Emilia

Kazahkstan YeƌlaŶ SǇzdǇkoǀ Analytical Centre of Economic 

PoliĐǇ iŶ AgƌiĐultuƌal SeĐtoƌ LLC 
;ACEPASͿ, 
Astana

Mexico Jaime Jurado Centro de Informacion de Mercados 

AgƌopeĐuaƌios ;CEIMAPͿ,  
Chihuahua

Morocco Mohamed Boughlala Centre Régional de la Recherche 

AgƌoŶoŵiƋue ;INRAͿ, 
Settat

Namibia Willem Schutz Meat Boaƌd of Naŵiďia, 
Windhoek

New Zealand Tony Rhodes PGG WƌightsoŶ CoŶsultiŶg, 
DaŶŶeǀiƌke

Peru Carlos A. Gomez UŶiǀeƌsidad NaĐioŶal Agƌaƌia  
La MoliŶa,  
Liŵa

Poland MiĐhał ŚǁitłǇk

Aƌtuƌ WilĐzǇński

DepaƌtŵeŶt of MaŶageŵeŶt, 
West PoŵeƌaŶiaŶ UŶiǀeƌsitǇ of 
TeĐhŶologǇ, 
Szczecin

Russia SǀetlaŶa Peƌǀoǀa EkoNiǀa APK-HoldiŶg, 
Kuƌsk Oďlast, VoƌoŶezh

Dmitri Rylko

Daniil Khotko

Institute for Agricultural Market 

Studies ;IKARͿ, 
Moscow

1.4 Partners
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South Africa Dirk Strydom

Janus Henning

Walteƌ ǀaŶ Niekeƌk

Frikkie Mare

UŶiǀeƌsitǇ of the Fƌee State,  
Bloemfontein

Corné Dempers National Agricultural Marketing 

CouŶĐil ;NAMCͿ ;SpoŶsoƌiŶgͿ, 
Pretoria

Spain Carlos García

Jesús LloƌeŶte

Fernando Merelo

Alfredo García

Ernesto Reyes

MiŶisteƌio de AgƌiĐultuƌa, AliŵeŶt-
ación y Medio Ambiente  

;SpoŶsoƌiŶgͿ, 
Madrid

TeĐŶologías Ǉ SeƌǀiĐios Agƌaƌios, 
S.A. ;TRAGSATECͿ, 
Madrid

Red Nacional de Granjas Típicas 

;RENGRATIͿ, 
Madrid

Sweden Johanna Bengtsson Tauƌus KöttƌådgiǀŶiŶg AB, 
Kalmar

The Federation of Swedish Farmers 

LRF, StoĐkholŵ

Switzerland Andreas Hochuli

Mario Huber

Victor Anspach

BeƌŶ UŶiǀeƌsitǇ of Applied SĐieŶĐes, 
Bern

AŶspaĐh EŶgiŶeeƌs, 
Kreuzlingen
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Source: UN Comtrade

Source: National statistics

Source: National statistics

Exports ϮϬϭϰ ;'ϬϬϬ toŶŶesͿ Total  ϭϬ Iŵports ϮϬϭϰ ;'ϬϬϬ toŶŶesͿ Total  Ϯϲ

Top ϱ export destiŶatioŶs Product coŵpositioŶ Product coŵpositioŶ Top ϱ iŵport origiŶs 

 DeŶŵark  Austria

 GerŵaŶy  IrelaŶd

 NetherlaŶds  GerŵaŶy

 PolaŶd  NetherlaŶds

 Slovakia  PolaŶd

 Rest  Rest

Ϭ

ϱ

ϭϬ

ϭϱ

ϮϬ

Ϯϱ

Ϭ

ϭ

Ϯ

ϯ

ϰ

ϱ

ϲ

ϳ

Ϭ%

ϮϬ%

ϰϬ%

ϲϬ%

ϴϬ%

ϭϬϬ%

Other
ŵeat

Fresh &
chilled
offals

FrozeŶ
ŵeat

Fresh &
chilled
ŵeat

Ϭ%

ϮϬ%

ϰϬ%

ϲϬ%

ϴϬ%

ϭϬϬ%

Ϭ

ϭ

Ϯ

ϯ

ϰ

ϱ

ϲ

ϳ

ϴ

ϵ

ϭϬ

Ϭ

ϱ

ϭϬ

ϭϱ

ϮϬ

Ϯϱ

ϯϬ

Ϭ%

ϮϬ%

ϰϬ%

ϲϬ%

ϴϬ%

ϭϬϬ%

Other
ŵeat

Fresh &
chilled
offals

FrozeŶ
ŵeat

Fresh &
chilled
ŵeat

Ϭ%

ϮϬ%

ϰϬ%

ϲϬ%

ϴϬ%

ϭϬϬ%

 Imports 2014   ('000 t)  Total 26 Exports 2014   ('000 t)  Total 10

Beef and livestock prices Exchange rate Beef and livestock prices
CZK per kg LW CZK per USD USD per kg LW  

Ϭ

ϱ

ϭϬ

ϭϱ

ϮϬ

Ϯϱ

ϯϬ

ϯϱ

ϰϬ

ϰϱ

ϱϬ

'ϵ
ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

Bulls SEU
Heifers SEU
Cull cows SEU

Ϭ

ϱ

ϭϬ

ϭϱ

ϮϬ

Ϯϱ

ϯϬ

ϯϱ

ϰϬ

'ϵ
ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

Ϭ.Ϭ

Ϭ.ϱ

ϭ.Ϭ

ϭ.ϱ

Ϯ.Ϭ

Ϯ.ϱ
'ϵ

ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

Bulls SEU
Heifers SEU
Cull cows SEU

IŶǀeŶtories ProductioŶ aŶd ǁeight ProductioŶ aŶd coŶsuŵptioŶ
ŵillioŶ head ŵillioŶ head ŵillioŶ head kg carcass weight 'ϬϬϬ t kg per capita

Ϭ.ϬϬ

Ϭ.ϬϮ

Ϭ.Ϭϰ

Ϭ.Ϭϲ

Ϭ.Ϭϴ

Ϭ.ϭϬ

Ϭ.ϭϮ

Ϭ.ϭϰ

Ϭ.ϭϲ

Ϭ.ϭϴ

Ϭ.ϮϬ

Ϭ.Ϭ

Ϭ.Ϯ

Ϭ.ϰ

Ϭ.ϲ

Ϭ.ϴ

ϭ.Ϭ

ϭ.Ϯ

ϭ.ϰ

ϭ.ϲ

ϭ.ϴ

'ϵ
ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

 Total cattle
 Suckler-cows ;rightͿ
 Cattle oŶ feed ;rightͿ

Ϭ

ϱϬ

ϭϬϬ

ϭϱϬ

ϮϬϬ

ϮϱϬ

ϯϬϬ

ϯϱϬ

Ϭ.ϬϬ

Ϭ.Ϭϱ

Ϭ.ϭϬ

Ϭ.ϭϱ

Ϭ.ϮϬ

Ϭ.Ϯϱ

Ϭ.ϯϬ

Ϭ.ϯϱ

Ϭ.ϰϬ

'ϵ
ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

 No. slaughtered
 kg per head

Ϭ

Ϯ

ϰ

ϲ

ϴ

ϭϬ

ϭϮ

ϭϰ

Ϭ

ϮϬ

ϰϬ

ϲϬ

ϴϬ

ϭϬϬ

ϭϮϬ

ϭϰϬ

'ϵ
ϵ

'Ϭ
Ϯ

'Ϭ
ϱ

'Ϭ
ϴ

'ϭ
ϭ

'ϭ
ϰ

 ProductioŶ ;'ϬϬϬ tͿ
 CoŶsuŵptioŶ ;'ϬϬϬ tͿ
 CoŶsuŵptioŶ ;kgͿ

 Beef and livestock prices

 Production and Consumption
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3.3 Policy – burning issues

Canada

 f Lack of labour in beef packing plants 

through temporary labour regulation

 f Sustainability initiative in the beef sector 

„Canadian round table for sustainable beef“

 f Lack in price reporting (price transparency) 

for cash prices after a significant move to 

forward contracting

Brazil

 f Exchange rate policy defavours 

export sector

 f „Environmental Rural Register“ 

identification of preservation 

areas on farms

 f Investment support for slaugh-

terhouses

Colombia

 f Increase in beef consumption through  

improved social indicators

 f Traceability standards are needed to access 

foreign markets

 f Lack in effectiveness in combating smuggling

Uruguay

 f Traceability systems covering the entire national herd created 

various market opportunities

 f 120 export destinations ensured commercial stability

 f „Plan of Land use and Management“ to avoid detoriation of soils

Argentina

 f Trade regulation to control domestic prices 

(export barriers, tariffs)

 f Inflation and the exchange rate generate  

domestic recession

 f Inflation impacts on production costs

 f Loss in competitiveness through exchange rate 



Beef and Sheep Report 2015 63

 

South Africa

 f Land reform

 f Labour policy regarding minimum wages, 

wage increases for farm workers

 f US trade under question

Australia

 f Free trade agreements with China, 

Japan and Indonesia

 f Beef tariffs to decline

 f Relaxation of Indonesia import policy

 f Growth in exports to China

 f Foreign Investment Policy

China

 f Destocking in grassland  

areas impacts on sustainable 

use of grassland and  

on farm income

 f Subsidies for local farmers 

enhanced cooperative farms 

in grassland areas

European Union

 f EU-CAP reform favours grassland farms through second pillar (agri environmental measures)

 f High loss in direct payments for countries decoupling the cow calf premium (AT)

 f Increase in live cattle exports (light animals) to Turkey (FR, AT)

 f New agri environmental measures: important loss in farm income for small farmers (IE) and 

farmers that are not eligible for the countryside stewardship scheme (UK)

 f Nitrate directive – phosphorus overload in hotspots of beef production (DE), closed spreading 

periods for farm yard manure and storage capacity for a longer period (EU)

 f Succession on sheep farms: difficulties for new entrants to get access to land (UK)
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Feedlot Pasture Silage
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 Labour productivity   (kg beef gain per hour labour input (hired and family labour))

 Net daily weight gain   (kg carcass weight divided by age at slaughter)

3.6 Beef finishing performance

Net daily weight gain

 f Net daily weight gain reflects the whole life 

of the cattle while the more common 

average daily weight gain only considers the 

finishing period.

 f The result is that production systems with 

short finishing periods and high energy feed 

such as feedlots show relatively lower net 

gains than average daily weight gains (see 

feedlot systems on bottom of page 71).

 f Nevertheless, feedlots remain the leaders in 

weight gains. However, the most productive 

silage systems are able to generate high net 

gain levels over a longer time of finishing.

 f As expected, pasture and cut and carry 

systems – which are mainly grass-based – are 

falling behind the feedlot and silage systems.

Labour productivity

 f Labour productivity is calculated as ‘kg beef 

added per hour of labour input’.

 f Similar to the cow-calf enterprises, there is 

enormous variation in labour productivity.

 f Feedlots are the most productive production 

system, pasture and silage shows similar 

patterns and cut and carry fall behind.

 f Size, capital input and automation / harmoni-

sation of feeding and handling are certainly 

drivers of productivity.

 f Also, high salary levels tend to force produc-

ers to become more labour-productive, 

typically by substituting labour by capital.

 f There are, however, examples for productiv-

ity increases with low-capital input like the 

improvement of pasture management 

through rotational grazing.

For definition of terms and modes of calculation please check our ‘Glossary’ and ‘Conceptual background information’ for download from our 

website: http://www.agribenchmark.org/beef-and-sheep/farm-information.html
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 Weaned lambs per ewe   (percent)

 f The percentage of weaned lambs per ewe ranges between 60 percent in the smallest South African farm 

(very low due to a predator problem) and 160 percent in UK-450, a mixed farm in the lowlands of UK 

with prolific Lleyn breed mother ewes

 f Lambs weaned are decisive for the final economic performance of the farms and are greatly influenced 

by the breeds used which again depend on the natural conditions, available feed and the product 

orientation of the farm (meat or wool)

 f As shown by the chart below, no clear relationship between production system and number of lambs 

weaned per ewe can be found

4.5 Performance of sheep farms

 Weaned lambs per ewe by production system  (percent)


