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Further reading - Compassion’ s Laying Hen resources available here,
including:

Production Cage Free

= Review of global egg production 2023 = Hen welfare in cage-free systems

= Consumer perception of eggs = Practical guide to higher welfare systems
= Standards comparison table = Additional guidance on multi—tier systems

= \Why combination systems are not appropriate
= \Why enriched cages are not appropriate
= [ aying hens - welfare outcome summary

Case studies

= Kipster

= Noble Foods

= Verandas (wintergardens) for laying hens
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