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ABSTILA.CT

llorowpothana Divisional Secletariat (DS) of AnLrradhapura district is lamous lbr

agriculture activities such as paddy cultivation and animal husbandry. Ncxt to paddy

cultivation, the inoome source of farmers is animal husbandry especially cattle

production which was mostly reared lor milking purpose (1009/u) Lrnder diflircnt type of

rearing system such as tethering, extensive, semi intcnsive and intensive. There u,as

nostly obseffed tethering of small holders and extensive systems in medillm holdcrs

were mostly observed rearing system in the Horowpothana DS division.

The study was conducted in Horowpothana DS divisiorr 1br a per;ocl of lour months

(May 2015 to August 2015) by using a questionnaire based survey system. A total of

100 small and 100 medium hold cattle f'armers lrom 8 CN divisions of Horowpothana

DS division were interviewed llsing a formal questionnaire. Thc questionnaire included

issues on socio economic condjtion of farmers, data on cattle f'arming; dala on caltle

production, problerns f'aced by the caltle larmers and extension services.

The study revealed that more than halfofthe small (52%) and medium (54%) hold catlle

farmers had cattle farming experience morc than 2 years. which is sufficient for better

management and care for more milk produclion. Almost 77%, olthe small hold caltle

larmers were practicing tethering rearing system while 53% ol'medium hold cattle

farmers were adopting extensive,system. All farmers we-re learing ca11le for milk

I
. purpose. With regard to educational level, most of the smallholdcN were commg

level and another

Most of larmers

under secondary level (49%) but mediumholders 43ulo under primary

9% and 15yo of small and mediumholders were not even schooled.

rcared their catlle under grtrzing while no one l'ed their cattlc with concentrates.



ofthe faxmers reported that the major constaint (100%) in falm was high cost for

feeds follo$ed by lack of [no\-\ ledge aboul concenfate. poor perFormance

ofoattlo, laok ofqedit facilities, and lack ofwater due to the drought.
t

result of the study showed that the small and medium hold cattle farming increase

farmer's annual income significantly. This enables tl,em to feed their family more

months than before because of most of farmer's occupation were in other iobs such as

Iabour, carpenter and small business.

To conclude, the implementation of small and medium hold cattle faxming highly

benefited the fa.mrers in improving the livelihood. But the management systems were

' very poor, in some special cases like readng system and feeding specially concentmte

feeding. By improving these pmctices, pedormance of cattle farming in the

Horowpothana DS division will enhance in futue.
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