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ABSTRAct
A cross section survey was conducted in Ntenjeru subcounty, Mukone district in.April i01Swlth

tlie objective Cif establishing. the constraints faced by fanners rearing' indigenous chicken. The.

study collected quantitative data using a structure. questionnaire. By random sampling a sample

size of roo respondents was got using Powell (f998) formulae. Data- was analysed using SPSS

version 16 and results were presented as. frequency-tables, pie charts and bat graphs. The study

found out that (9.3%.)of the farmers managed their birds extensively (free range) due to lack of

input and finances needed in other management systems. Economical 'con$(raints were,

encountered in the fields of; housing where; (97%) used local materials. for housing,( 66%

)Chtjl11i~d Jack of funds and: (26%) expensive building materials.{97%) could' riot afthrd
commercial feeds 10' supplement their chicken due to, lack of funds EOl;commercial feeds

(63~),ol1ly 3% .afforded to lise: plastic waterers While (97%) cited lack of funds 1'01'waterers,

complained that drinkers WCI'e expensive and since they had few birds plastic waterers were un

ecollornical.(70%) of the fanners could not afford' extension services due to lackoffl.l1'lds,(18%)

consulted only When a problem arose because extension services were expensive for a regular

use ..{6()%) lacked funds. to vaccinate their birds and (18%) complained about inaccessible

extensionists to vaccinate ·the .:birds. In case.of disease outbreak, (87~) of thefarmers opted for

ethno veterinary medicines and pointed out lack of money for conventional drugs and

unaffordable extension services as hindrances-to use-conventional' drugs, Only (4%) could afford.

to raise' enough capital to invest in the enterprise' While W6%) couldn't due to meager earnings
(70%) and lack of access. to financial institutions 00%): Social constraints of important

concerns to farmers were; crop damages, endemic dJ,seas'es'and predation at (70%) peer pressure

and social bel iefs at (J 5%)" social conflicts and social crimes .at'(12%), and coinciding with other

more important programmes at {3%).The study concluded that the rna~or economical constraint

raced by farmers such as lack of finances, lack .of technical knowledge arid lack of enough

access Lo. extension services together with the. cardinal social :consb~aints such as, pred ati011:,

endemic diseases, crop damages, peer pressure and social conflicts were 'responsible t91' failing

fanners to take up indigenous chicken seriously as an enterprise hence.the poor management of

Indigenous chicken in thesubcoumy. n was there for recommended that the' district local

government of Mukono through its production department package extension messages that shall

help to refocus farmers tor indigenous chicken as a potential enterprise to pull farmers .from.

povei'~y,.
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CHAPTER ONE:

),0 INTRODUCTi'ON

This chapter indicates statistics about the topic 'of study; 'the problem to be solved by the

,t:esearc:h the. objectives ofthe study, the scope of tJle study the' justification and significance 6f

the studyand.the expectedhindrancesin conducting the-study,

LIBACKGROtJNi)

Uganda's economy is predominantly agrarian; 22,5~ ofthe Gnp, 81% ofthe employed labour

force, and ,31% ofexport earnings are derived from the agricultural sector, (Mudi, 20'l4)

The .agricultural sector is greatly boosted 'by the poultry industry with chicken dominating, iri

over 50.1 % 0 f the households compared to other livestock This makes the. national chicken flock
stand at 37.4 million. birds; out of which 32.S"million (87 ~7%) are, Indigenous, predominantly

It~~\redin rural a'reas,(NLS. 2008) under the Backyard system (Olaboro", l0.90). Chicken produce

an average pi' 50:eggs per hen per year. These eggs are either ferhatching chicks (reproductive

purposes) or used as table, eggs,

G.ueye,(20·O:<hl) andGausiez.c/., (2004) statethatchicken are apriority to many.rural dwellers

for income generation, boosting family nutrition and food security, strengthens socio-cultural

relations, 'they require's modest 'initial capital lind have high reproductive potential. They ,are

also eco-fitendly since they do hot create competition forthe scarce resources and 'are easily

attended to by women and children who contribute the highest J?ej:c~ntageof the agricultural
labour forte. Chicken are a good buffer to.crop failures, provides a 'highly nutritive cholesterol

free meat' for the elderly population.cit's small in size thus requiring less space, this makes it

affordable even, to ~h¢ landless, it's highly acceptable in various cultures across Africa and \S
used in many socio-cultural ceremonies across Uganda.

1.2 PRQBLE1\ISTATEMENT

Although chicken has varied attributes rauging from nutrition, income source and social-cultural

nccornplishrnents, chicken however are: not reared in .big numbers enough to help alleviate

poverty at household levels. According-to ,NLSC (2,00&) a typicalchicken owning household in

central region had 'l5 thicken'S on average. This .has significantly contributed jo escalating

poverty levels among. small scale agriculturists which UB.oS, (2005) estimated it ·.adW%. This

1.
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