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ABSTRACT

'The'SWdy .assessed factors contributing to the low survival rates of Friesians inMella Sub-county

and Malaba Town Council, Tororo District, It involv.ed establishing the details why this breed of

animals is so much constrained in this area of'study, The objectives of the study were basically-to

establish factors in the aspect of disease, management and the feeding factors tlu¢ Contribute to

.low survival of Friesians inthe area.of study. A cross sectional study was used and ~ data was
collected using a well-designed questionnaire. It was conducted b~ taking a sample size of one

hundred F:tieS~' farmers who were used as respondents, The research data Was analyzed using

the SPSS an:d Microsoft Excel to present the required information about 1he research. There was

high rate of disease prevalence Which affected the survival of Friesians, 95% respondents

experienced disease in their Friesians and 76% of the: respondents experienced death in'the

Friesian herds. ~. poor feeding andwatering syste.ms ofFrlesians affect Friesians, 58% of the

respondents had 'established pastures then the test used methods that are· not dependable and

inadequate to meet the feed requirement and quantiiY of feeds for Friesians, There 'were oniy
16%. respondents who gave their animals. feeds above 60kgs per day whereas :55% of the

., .respQndents do not even know how much feed is .givento the~ animals per day, The.need to

conduct strategic trainings on disease COD~l:tmanagement of Friesians and feeding as a way of
increasing lolowledgeand buildingthecapacity'ofthe farmers inhandling these animals f~their

survival There is .need for increased 'pasture establishment to adequately feed ·the animals ..The

shelter and general hygiene should be standard to curb down the possible disease. risks.fn the

management o{Friesians.



'CHAPTER ONE: INTROD{J.CTION

1.1 Background

The survival of Friesiansis affectedby many factors in different environments and geographical

Iocations across the globe. Zero grazing, proper housing and. disease management practices are

among the 'most considered practices in United Kingdom and United States of America for

Friesians.and their crosses because-they .are heavy and highyielding . HolsteinFriesians, in this

instance refers to animals traced from North America blood lines. Friesians refer to indigenous

black and 'white cattle in the country of origin. The coat is black and white ..patched and

occasionaliy red and white, Their origin Is Netherlands or Germany. Friesians were bred in

Netherlands, more specifically in. the Northern provinces of' North Honand and Friesland ill

Northern Germany which 'is DOW Schleswig Holstein, They are natives of Europe but through

importation of semen and local breeding, they' are now kept in .several countries illAfrica.

Globally, According to the study by Silva et al., (2'007).; reproduction wastage.and calf mortality. .

also contributes to the. low survival rate of Friesians: A range of perinatal mortality from 0..2 '._

26.4% in Holstein Friesian calves responded to.confirm to,the above statement. In another study

by Waltl and Sorensen (2010), they noted that there is about -9.4% of calfmortality from dayone

to-before Calving in Danish Holstein Farms and herds

InKenya, the study by Ojango, et al•., (200.5), analyzes the factors affecting the productive life.of

Holstein Friesian .. Holstein-Friesian cattle 'raised in. tropical environments pose a challenge due
to genotype by environment interactions which may lead to 'higher rates of deaths and reduce

profit margins obtainable, This study assessed factors influencing culling within the first three'

parities of Holstein-Friesian cattle raised on four large-scale farms in Kenya using a Cox

proportional hazard .model. According to ·the study by Osei et 4/.., (2011), on reproductive

performance of Friesian .cattle, bred in the hot humid forest zone of Ghana .. Milk and dairy

products provide one way of overcoming the chronic protein deficiency in the average·

Ghanaian's' diet. Unfortunately, like most: other tropical countries, Ghana has no indigenous dairy

breeds, their indigenous N'Dama beef breed. and West African shorthorn cattle are poor milk

animals.
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