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Abstract.

This study focused on pigs, pig. farmers and traders in Gweri Sub. County with a major

purpose" offinding out ..prevalence and farmer practices .asscciated to taenia solium. It also
involved assessment of the status oi pig inspection during slaughter in .Gweri Sub County:

The resultsrevealed that prevalence. rate was at 22%. Level of-education proved significant to

the. available prevalence rates of taenia solium within Gweri Sub County. Practices like'

careless human fecal matter disposal, deworming rates, drugs used .in deworming, source of

drinking water for the pigs, did not prove significant to taenia salium. prevalence rates. Pig

inspection was done only by traders whichgive. a big risk of poor inspection since it's done

by un authorised and un experienced personnel. In conclusion, there is a great potential for

.spread and transmission of taenia solium within pjgs in Gweri Sub County.

Recommendations' are that; farmers should be taught about taenia solium, infections, pork

inspection should he· strengthened and more research needs to be carried out to find out the

[era prevalence of taenia soliumio: effective prevention and control.

xii



1.0 CHAPTER .oNE.

l.i Background.

Iu Uganda, consumption of pork increased by 21.2% annually from 1980 to i990 and by 3%

annually from 1990 to 2000 (FAO 2005). By 2011, Uganda had one of the highest per capita

consumption.of porkin sub-Saharan-Africa, reaching :3.4 kg/person/year (Muhanguzi et al.,

2Or2j.Actording to the 2008. livestock census' report.. the Uganda's pig population was

estimated to be about ~.2:million pigs and out of (his, about 33% were located in northern and

eastern Oganda(UBOS', '2009)

Pig production is popular in these .regions following the loss of a large 'cattle and goat

''P9pulat\on during the time of civil unrest, which left many households-poorer (FAO 20(4)

hence pig farming has become. popular in northern and eastern Uganda as 'a quick mitigation

to poverty. 'Pig production around regional urban centres in 'northern and eastern 'Uganda is

largely smallholder. practiced by farmers who. have attended at least primary education, tether

their pigs, depend on labour provided largely by housewives and there is inadequate

-veterinary care .(Ikwap et al., 2014). the meannumber of suckling, weaned, growingi and

adult pigs per household in Soroti district 1s7.3, 5.3.,..2.6 and 3.1 respectively. The majority Of

the households 64%' keep .local breeds of pigs .and tethering being the most common

management method. practiced h:y 67%ofthe study-households (Ikwap et al., 20i4).

1:2 Introduction.

Livestock, including pigs, contribute significantly to .enhance the livelihccds of over 7Q% of

the poor people-in the-developing world (Perry and Sones 2007) and in 2005" Over 65% of the

xiii
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