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ABSTRACT

This study was about determining the factors hindering adoption of improved dairy cattle

breeds inBukhulo sub-county. the study objectives included establishing the socio economic

factors, finding out technological factors, and determining the institurional factors hindering

adoption of'improved dairy-cattle breeds. by small scale dairy cattle farmers in Biikhulo sub-

county,

The study sampled ·66. respondents' adoptersand .non adopters; an 'adopterwas defined as a

farmer at least who has kept one improved dairy cattle breed and a non adopter Was' the One

with zero improved dairycattle breed.

Study findings under socio economic factors hindering' adoption ofimproved dairy cattle

breeds by smai·l·scale dairy farmers, in Bukhulo sub-county indicatedthat majority offarmers

has Iittle land. This is. because land 'has to be 'divided amongst all th(} male-children ofthe.
family and nowadays including the female children in cases ofiriheritan~e. In addition most

.small scale dairy fanners have limited capital in terms of money to purchase more pieces of

land so as to enlarge their dairy farms. The.other factors also Included. source of'fundingand

culture,

Under technological factors hindering, adoption of improved dairy cattle breeds by small

scale.dairy farmers, Itwas. found out that its expensive to purchaseimproved dairy breeds of
cattle, the breeds are so expensive that even maintaining. them calls for muchmore than a

mere purchase.

The study indicated that the' farmers who ·did not attend extension services didn't: adopt the

improved dairy-cattle breeds since they had no information on management practices under

institutional factors hindering adoption of improved daily pattie breeds. by small scale dairy

fanners in Bukhulo sub-county .

.It. was therefore concluded that little bind, improved dairy cattle breeds being expensive,

failure of farmers to' attend extension trainings has hindered adoption or-improved dairy cattle

breeds by small scale dairy farmers in Bukhulo sub-county.

It's recommended that farmers-need to. adopt family planning methods and .avold polygamous

families, attend extension trainings and carry out cross. breeding in Bukhulo Sub County.
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~.1 Background of the Study

I

I
I
j

I

This, chapter consisted of the back ..ground, problem statement, purpose of the

study, objectives of the study, research questions, and scope of the: study, .significance of-the

study, justiflcation and conceptual frame work.

"The Iivestock sector 'continues to grow annually at 3%, with dairy production 'contributing

about half of the total livestock GOP, which in turn .coritributes to nearly 20% to the, total

agricultural GDP (B 0. U'and PMA 2009 as.citedin Mbowa, Shiriyekwa, and Lwanga2012).

Dairycows are a major source of animal-based protein andminerals for the entire household,

dependable and-stable source of-cash. income through the sale of mainly fluid, milk and also

milk by-products to a very limited scale. They provide farmyard manure that is essential In

the low-input smallholderintegrated farming systems typical of East.Africa. Generally, dairy

cows' are greatly considered as, some of the most important assets for Ugandan households

(BoU :and PMA ~009) with' potential for high asset-to-cash convertibility.

As reported by Zimbe J (2.012)" NaOs have been, instrumental in restocking and improving

dairy, CO\V' productlvitythrough numerous donor-funded smallholder support program's. The

targeting of specific groups, such as women for adoption ofimptoved dairy cattle, as .done QY

Send a Cow, Heifer International, and also NAAOs has greatly 'imptoved, small scale dairy

production.This haspotentially improved household welfare.

However, the official, figures suggest that improved dairy cattle remain a, very small

propcriion of total cattle population. In 1999, these were' reported to be about 5% of the total.

But evidence from recent random surveys suggests that the proportion may be significantly

higher overall, and over 5,0% jn some 'areas specializing: in dairy production, ,S. J; Staal

(2003). And also data .from 20Q8 national 'livestock census indicated that 30-45% of

households in the districts-of Sironko and Bulambuli own exotic ana cross breed dairy cattle

(UBOS 2a08), but stillindigenous cattle'r~mairiS'Po.purar. Hence: it was deemed necessaryto

carry, out this research-if more households are t9 own these improved breeds.
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