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ABSTRACr

Constraints to the production of indigenous pigs in Kamuda sub county Sorotl district were

studied to 'generate. baseline information which can be used for future interventions in

swine production systems, diseases & parasites ,control, extension service delivery and pig

nutrftion were among key areas studied, It was conducted in the parishes of Agora,

Kamuda, ~nd" Lan~:'8; Arninit with total number ·":Of (10'0) 'respondents keep~g" pigs 0

randomly selected. A structured questionnaire was administered to farmers involved and,

Data analysis-was 'done using SPSS version 1.6Statistical Software.

The results found out that 43% of farmers (3·4.:.S.oyrsold) kept pigs, 49% attafned primary

education, with 54% .:grow-ingcrop's forsurvival. 90.0/0 kept <1.0 plgs; women owned less

pi'g$ 14% than their .male counter parts 19% Indicating gender' segregation. While 'the

youth· participation in pigger.y projects was least with only i% and yet they comprise .the

highest population which should. highly participate in developmental projects, The study

results indicated that.feeding .and .nutrltlon is stilla challenge with 42% &41% of farmers

r' relying on greens arid kitchen left over's 'to feed their pigs, with diseases and pa ..asites

preventive, measures lacking' 33.%. 76% farmers had no extension and Veterinary services

and this further contributed to high. prevalence of diseases and parasites, And the common
, ,

disease. syndromes and parasites encountered included; cough, vomiting, stuntedness, pot

belly' stomach, fever, .labored breathing; 10S$ of appetite and dullness were, among the.

conditions encountered. This indicated, prevalence of Afrf¢an swine fever and internal

parasites in the area, though not backed by labonarory evidence. Thus improvement in

extension and veterinary services to give advice' in better husbandry practices and

encouraging adoption of improved breeds of pigs could greatly improve piggery production

\0' Kamuda Sub County. And youth.participation in pjg rearing is among areas that must.

'be, emphasized in Kamuda Sub County; However opportunities exist with availability of

ready market In Soroti town and Uganda as a whole due to :th¢ growing global demand for

pork,

Key-words; Kamuda sub COUII.ty., indigenous pigs &production constraints ..
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<;:HAPTE~ ONE: INTR,ODl,JCTlON.

1.0I~ackground

.Srnall-scale pig farming. plays an 'important role in the livelihood of many families in the

developing world (Lana?a et al., ~b:05), LQdaJpig·.fanning is' a form. of pig. production system

quite popular in. Western region of Kenya, Namibia, Nigeria China and many other countries, In

these settings, families keep-an average of 1 to.2- indigenous pigs, these pigs are usually tethered

o.r allowed to scavenge ori their own (Giihrg,ia ct al., 2005; Mutua et al., 2007) .

.In Uganda 'Pig ·production has increasingly become an important activity with pig population

rising in the last three decades from 9:19 million to 3.2 'million pigs (Ouma, Dione, Lule, Roesel,
&. Pezo, 20.14). Pork has only become important in Uganda over' the past two. decades; pig

numbers have grown rapidly following the Idi Amins years of departure, pig keeping has become

an increasinglycommon skat«g.y forrural households and pork has become. a popular food in the

'porkjoints' ofKampala and -other towns ILRI(20U}. Whereas pork accounted for only 1--:2%·bf

the 11~12 kg/year per capita meatconsumption in the. 1960s, itnow accounts for at least a third.

of the current 10 kg/year (FAOSTAT)

The pig enterprise is mostly managed by women and children as a backyard activity in

smallholder households in peri-urban .and rural areas, The majority of pigs are kept by

smallholder households under extensive systems with small numbers of peri-urban small scale;

semi-intensive farms and ~ few large-modern intensive farms producing for commercial.purposes

(Ouma, .et al., 2014). Households rear pigs because they ,grow fast; there is a ready market and.

proven. demand and are highly prolific which. can result in quick generation of cash' (Mutua,

Arimi, Ogara, Dewey, & 'Schelling; 20 lO)i. In these systems pigs are mainly fed on' kitchen-food

wastes, crop residues, especially sweet potato Vines, cassava leaves and peelings, banana

peelings and by-products of crops such as..maize and cocoyarn (Katongole, e~'aI., 2013). Pigs

play an important. role in risk diversification end livelihood security of smallholder and poor

households as they are important assets useful in generating income for school fees payment,

purchase of farm inputs and covering emergency cash. needs' while the. manure is used in

fertilization of the crop fields, Most of the smallholder -pig farmers invest minimal financial

1
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