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ABSTRACT

A cross-sectional study. was carried out in Arapai Sub County, Soroti districtin four: Parishes to

identi fy strategies used by small scale pig farmers in response to feed scarcity. Scarcity of feeds

has 'posed a lot of challenges that necessitated the identification and exploitation of available

safety nets.The data Was collected from 120 respondents using 'structured questionnaires,

analyzed usingSl-SS version 2Q.and presented in tablespie chartsandgraphs.

The study revealed that, the main source of .feeds during wet season 'was weeds (53% )followed

by food leftovers (24%) while. the main feed sources during dry season were cassava (46%)"

.maize 'bran {27%).artd the main feed sources during post "harvest was crop residues (58%) and

food leftover's (20%). Of the ].20 respondents interviewed, 84% often experienced feed scarcity

durin~',dty season and 2% experienced-feed 'shortages duringwet seasons while 14% 'experienced

feed 'shortages duringpost harvestseason. Tocope up with feed scarcity 33% ofthe.respondents

used crop residues followed by 21% harvesting natural forages while 19%? changed feed

resources based on availability .and cost, others reduced herd size (18%) and only 9% purchased
'feeds in bulk to overcome shortages. the 'findings also showed that, 72% of the farmers gave

supplements to their pigs while 28% never .supplemented diets 'of their pigs. Various

unconventional feed resources included food leftovers, banana peelings, Sweet potato vines,

cassava peelings, jackfruit wastes, bone meal and brewers spent grain or wasteJ
In conclusion, the study established that" the. majority of. farmers used crop residues, reduced

herd size; .used leftovers and harvested natural forages as 'strategies to cope up With feed scarcity,

The study recommended that, Local .government should liaise with government laboratories and

nutritionists to analyze these reed resources for nutritive. values .and formulate rations for pig

production and streamline extension service-system to extend services to these farmers,



CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

Livestock .and their products play an important role in income generation and' are a source of

high quality protein to many households, Specifically, livestock contributes about 15% of the

agricultural GDP {FAO'1 20,05). Pigproduction has increasirrgly becorne an important activity in

Uganda with pig population rising in the last. three decades from 0.19 million to 3.2 inillion pigs

(U ganda Bureau of Statistics, 2009).

Uganda has the -highest per capita consumption of pork In Sub-Saharan Africa with .a 2011

estimate or' 3.4 kg/person/yeanepresenting a ten-fold increase in the last 30 year's. More than 1.1

million families-about 18% 'of total households in Uganda. own pigs (Uganda Bureau of Statistic,

.2009). The, majority of pigs, are kept by smallholderfarmers under extensive systems with small

numbers of peri-urban small scale, semi-intensive farms and .a few large- modern Intensive farms
producing for commercial purposes (Tatwangire, 2012)

hi Arapai Sub County, the most preferred management practice for pigs is tethering and free

• range during t,pe dry season, Most of the pig farmers in Arapai Sub County feed their pigs on

kitchen.Ieftovers.Jtomemade feeds and pasture with little or no supplementation.

Households, reared pigs because they grew fast, there was a ready market .and proven demand

and Were highly prolific which resulted in quick generation of cash (Mutua et al., 2010).ln these

.systerns pig_s were mainly fed on kitchen food. wastes, crop residues, especially sweet. potato

vines, cassava leaves arid peelings, banana peefings 'and .by-products of'Ci'0PS such as..maize- and

cocoyam (Katongole etal., 2d12).

Feed Shortage was the major 'constraint to smallholder pig: production in African 'Countries like

Uganda {Cblkwanha" 2QQ6). This arose from insufficient knowledge .about the nutritive value of

the available feed resources and .the inability or failure to conserve feeds for dry seasonfeeding

(Adesehinwa et al., 20031. In the smallholder farms) availability of local feed resources used for

pigs was unstable and unbalanced throughout. the year (Hai & P.ryor, 1996). Ishagi et al., (2002)

added' that agrc-industrial by-products and concentrate feeds were also expensive and therefore-

not an option for small scale pig farmers. Even the crop/food wastes generated in the various'

1
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