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Abstract
The main objective of the study was to assess the factors affecting the adoption of

beekeeping in Paiula sub-county, Pader district. A Total of 72 smallholder farmers were
randomly selected from Paiula sub-county for the study. During the survey, 18
beekeepers and 54 non- beekeepers were randomly selected. Results revealed that
majority of the respondents were in the age bracket of 18-35 years (48.6%), 36-50 years
old were 36.1% and only 15.3% were in the age bracket of above 50 years old. Majority
of the respondents had attained primary level of education of 40%, those who did not go
to school had 17%, secondary with 25%, tertiary institution had 12% and lastly those who
had attained university level of education were only 6% of the respondents. Number of
beekeepers who had spent 1-5 years in beekeeping were 33.3%, respondents who had
spent 6-10 years were 38.9% ,from 11-15 years were 22.2% and from 16-20 were only
5.6%. Question on people’s perceptions concerning beekeeping were only administered
to only non-beekeepers and all of their responses were negatives, where 59.3% of the
none adopters said that it is less comparatively good as like other agricultural enterprises,
27.8% of none beekeepers had the view that it occupy land for crop production, 9.3%
said beekeeping bring hunger in the house and only 1.9% of the none beekeepers had the
perception that allergies due to bee stings make it a risky enterprise. The major
constraints hindering beekeepers were reported to be bushfires, theft and low colonization
rate yet in actual sense bad weather, pests and diseases are also among those constraints
being faced by bee farmers in Paiula sub-county but they were not reported by the
respondents as seen in some few apiaries visited. The study concludes that the various
factors affecting the adoption of beekeeping by non-adopters were reported as: No land
for sitting apiaries in beekeeping (was ranked as the major factor with 37%), followed by
no interest in beekeeping (33.3%), limited knowledge (13%), theft (9.3%) ,limited
capital (3.7%), and fears of honeybees aggressiveness as the least factors affecting

adoption.

Xi



CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of the study

Beekeeping is a branch of production that can be carry out with other agricultural
activities in rural areas .It is the best practices of improving the lives of poor rural
population because of little investment and it offers multiple benefits to the rural poor
such as increased household income streams (Chanthayod et al., 2017), improves and
provides medicinal products for sale or home use as well as improving pollination
services essential for increased yields (Cairns et al., 2017). It is also an activity that is
suitable for a wide range of tropical and sub-tropical climate and has been promoted
world-wide as a major rural development project with bee products such as honey, bee
wax, propolis, pollen bee venom and royal jelly being of high socio-economic value
(Akullu & Mwesigwa, 2021). The sector also have contributed towards employment and
economic growth as it is easy and less expensive to operate than any other income
generating activity since it does not requires purchasing of bee feeds as bees collect
nectar and pollen from the available sources of existing natural bee plants. The bee hives
mostly used in Uganda ranged from traditional to modern beehives. The traditional/fixed
comb bee hives are of various types depending on the location with locally available
materials for hive construction ranging from bamboos, plant tree logs, twigs to sticks

while the modern types are made from timbers (Masuku, 2013).

Currently, there are around 56 million beehives in the world and 1.2 million tons of
honey is produced from them. Approximately ¥ of the honey produced is traded and 90%
of the export is made from around 20 honey producing countries (Vural & Karaman,
2011). According to FAO (2018), China is in the first place with 9 million 148 thousand
colonies, follow by turkey in the second place with 8 million 133 thousand of colonies .In
terms of honey production globally, China was rank as the leading honey producing
country in the world with a production volume amounted to 458,000 metric tonnes of
honey, Turkey with 114,000 tonnes and United states with 73,000 tonnes among others.
The African continent currently produces 10%, above (169,000 tonnes) of honey and
23% of the beeswax produced worldwide and it is used for both home consumption and
export (Peter et al., 2022).
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