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ABSTRACT

A study was conducted in. Mpara subcounty from February-May 20lS to establish gender

participation in. smallholder swine -production with peculiar emphasis on comparison of

genderand socio-economic characteristicsof'pig.rearing households, gender and decision making

regarding-the selling and use of revenue from pigs.

Four parishes, i villages per parish and 12 pig-rearing .households per village were 'randomly

selected through a multistagetandem selection procedure whereboth qualitative.and quantitative

research approaches were-employed .and data .analyzed usingspss software with. p<.O·.05taken as

-a significant Ievel

The study found that 'the majorgender influenced 'socio-economic characteristics' of pig rearing

households .are primary education ((53.9%) and (p ;:=0,(09), marriage (73.7%) and (p =0:001).

provision. of labor (62.5%) and (p = 0.(017), maledominated pigownership (54..6%).Pig selling

decisions -were mainly made. by men and· women (1)8,75%) andsignificantly dependent on gender

(p '= 0.037) .. Those regarding use (if obtained revenue were. l1UH:}~by women and rnen mostly

(67%) with a statistical significant relationship with gender (:p = 0 ..008),

It was concluded that the: major gender influenced characteristics of pig rearing households are

-education, marriage, income source, pig ownership, provision of labor and ender significantly

influences decision -.making' regarding, seiling of pigs and use of revenue obtained. It wasalso

recommended thar gender emancipation campaigns' should be enhanced since it affects many of

the.socio-ecorromic characteristics of'pig, rearing households and the w~y decisions are made.
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1.1 Background

Throughout the world, women are engaged in a range of productive activities essential to

household welfare, agricultural productivity" and economic growth (Olawoye et al., 1994).

Research indicates that women in the United States ate also most. active in the small-farm

sector and on high. technology export oriented farms whilst In Central America, women
comprise of at least more than 50% of the workforce in Ole agricultural sector. and spend

average of foul' hours a day on agricultural activities (Chiriboga 1995). In Africa large

numbers of women are involved in agriculture with an estimate ranging from 70%..;80% of

the total population of African women (Valentine, 1995). It is worth-noting that women

contribute 60-80% of food for domestic consumption hence boosting the livelihood of

households -. (Driciru, 2007). Unfortunately women farmers neither receive social support

they needed to perform these critical roles. 110,1' receive due. rewards from their contributions
(FAG 1992). FAO, (1993) and.lJNDP, (991) reported that in Latin America and the

Caribbean, an average of()nly5% of extension services are directed towards W01l1Cn faI~J11erS

while less than 10% of women have. access to improved pig breeds, and management

trainings yet tile World Bank in 1992 reported that Information and knowledge are essential

components for improving agricultural productivity by fanners in Latin America. A study by

Ijere, (1991) indicated that in Nigeria women actively participate iri pig production but they

are often excluded or marginalized during the marketing processes. This agrees with Ikwapt

et al... (2014) who noted thaiwomen are less involved in decision making like when to sell

the pigs. Mukasa ei al., (2064) lurthet postulates that though women perform most of the

tasks in swine production, men fully control the pig selling, purchasing of inputs like feeds

hence gain control over the revenue and the inputs purchased. Hence although the. pig sector

in Uganda has steadily grown from 1.6 million in 1002 to 3.2.miUion in 2008 wit1191.9% of

the. labour provided by women mid children (UBOS2009) with pigs argued to play an

important role in risk diversi fication and Iivel ihood security .of smallholder and poor
households by generating income for school fees payment, purchase of farm inputs and

covering emergency cash needs while the manure .is.used in. fertilization or the crop fields

(Muhanguzi et it! >. 2012). 111al1Y rural households in Uganda are still locked up inpoverty.
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