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                                ABSTRACT    
In my study I have found distribution of family members of goat rearing household according to their age group(table-1). The age group distribution shows that, considering  moderate poor and ultra poor household about 31 percent of family members lies in 21 -30 age group and than 27.20 percent lies on 11 -20 age group which indicates that, dependent family members were found higher than earning groups of people. Seventeen percent were found illiterate, 25 percent can only sign in Habiganj, 7 percent belong to higher secondary in all average. Only 1.72  percent of the total population belong to bachelor(table-2) . About 13.89 percent of family head works in homestead gardening with crop agricultural in Habiganj average. Crop agriculture with grocery business were the main occupation for  18.06 percent., 8.33 percent of the family head were daily labour in Habiganj. 40.28 percent of the family head (table-3). About 11.11 percent of the respondent had no land area but lives in other fellow land in Habiganj. 26.38 percent of the goat rearing households  had homestead area(table-4). About 6.90 percent of the households had homestead and forest land in Habiganj and all average respectively. Only 8.33, 8.33, 4.17 and 6.90 percent of the goat rearing beneficiaries had homestead and fellow land in Habiganj (table-5).In my study approximately 51.39 percent of goat rearers fed concentrates to their goat at mid day and 48.61 percent at afternoon. Incase of roughage feeding the table showed that, approximately 48.61 percent fed jackfruit leaves and 26.39 percent occasionally used mandar leaves to the goats and kids. Approximately 73.61 percent of goat keeper fed their goats limited feed per goat per day along with concentrates(table-6). During my study I have found 33.33 percent within homestead, 29.17 percent attached house and 27.78 percent was extra house as a thatched house. Approximately 50.00 percent of the goat rearers kept their goats having 10 sq. ft space followed by 41.67 and 8.33 percent goat keepers kept their goats having 15 sq. ft (table-7)
                                          CHAPTER-I 
                                    INTRODUCTION           



Bangladesh is one of the poorest and density of populated country having about 145 millions of people in its 144750 sq. km of area with a per capita annual income of USD 482.00 and about 49.00 percent of population of the country is female (BBS, 2007). A total of 14483626 ha land areas are in Bangladesh. Of these 2178045 ha (15 percent) are town, river and homestead area; 1294803 ha (9 percent) are low land area and rest of 11010778 ha (76 percent) are high land area; and high land is appropriate for goat rearing (Chowdhury et al., 2002). Goat production varies in different parts of the world Black Bengal Goat has been developing in this country through natural selection without any intervention by man. Black Bengal Goat is a prolific breed, easy to handle and high adaptability to stressful environment. Meat prices of goat are always higher than other meat, farmers rearing goats belongs to landless, marginal and poor. Small ruminants especially goat is very important in rural economy and nutrition and has the potentially of using it as a tool for poverty reduction in Bangladesh. Goats, as far as known, were probably the first domesticated animals. Most of the goats (90%) reared there are Black Bengal Goats for their good traits (Devendra and Burns, 1983);

The landless and marginal farmers do not have enough capital; they have very limited access to national resources or any developmental activities of the country. The main source of income of these groups of people is the sale of  labour particularly in agriculture. During some parts of the year they do not have the scope to engage themselves as a day labour. There are hardly few large farms in the country. Landless and marginal farmers in the rural areas are rearing about 90 percent of the total goat populations. The main reasons of rearing goat by the landless and marginal are as follows:
Goat serves as definite source of regular income and can be maintained almost on zero input. A majority of goat population is maintained at particularly no maintenance cost in a sedenterized system of grazing on harvested or fallow lands where goats are pegged to a short rope for all day long. As the price of goat is comparatively low, landless and marginal farmers have access to buy them. Rearing of goats by these groups of farmers is also regarded as insurance against crop failure and other natural disaster. In general, goat plays an important role in the rural community to overcome the financial stringency of different nature particularly during the festival, marriage ceremony, serious disease of the family members etc. 
It is also important the price of goat meat is always much higher than other meat. The demand for goat meat is also getting higher which is considered as a factor for rearing goats by the marginal framers. The majority of goat population maintained by the women and children is another important socio-economic aspect of keeping goat in rural areas, which helps them in income generation, stability of the household income and increased self-reliance. In view of these benefits, the specific focus in improvement of scavenging goat production system can increases present contribution by this study to upgrade the quality of life of the rural poor families. 

Objective of the Study

i. To describe the socioeconomic profiles of rural goat rearers.
ii. To feeding, housing and management of small-scale goat farming at rural families.
                                                        Chapter-II                              

                                                 Review of Literature

The most of the goat population is maintained by the poor marginal farmers, they do not have the economic ability to house them separately. Thus goats are mostly kept in open places during the day time. At night, they are mainly kept in most of the cases in living room of the owner (64%). In a study it is observed that only 15% of the farmers had separate house for their goats. Keeping place of goats is not well ventilated, houses are not cleaned properly and regularly, no separate arrangements for pregnant animals and newborn kids are made (Devendra and Burns, 1983; Smith and Sherman, 1994).  Livestock is the most prospective sector which addresses the problems of landless, marginal and small-scale farmers and capable of helping in poverty alleviation. This sector contributes about 3.9% of national GDP in Bangladesh (BBS, 2001).

​​
Allan Mowln (1992) assessed that goat quickly eats plant material and swallows it and later on, usually during a quickest part of the day or night. The dry matter intake of a goat is about 3.5- 5 percent of its body weight per day. Some evidence suggests that goat digest forage more efficiently than other ruminant. Saadullah (1991) studied about Research and Development Activities and Needs of Small Ruminants in Bangladesh and observed that very few farmers provide separate houses for sheep and goat. They are housed on the verandah, corridor, cow shed, kitchen and in the open yard of the homestead. It has been found that 47% of the goats are housed in an open shed and 30 % in the cow shed, while the remainder is kept in the house. Sriram et al. (1982) conducted a research work about Goat mortality in Addhra Pradesh and observed main causes of mortality were due to pneumonia and enteritis.
In our country, goat is still popular farm animal to the poor. Despite of the various limitations farm size varies significantly. Hence, optimum outcome from goat farming could not attain so far. No study so far conducted in that regards. An assessment made on  impact of micro-credit for poverty reduction by goat rearing at Narchar in Bangladesh by Yasmin et al., 2007 and found that  the goat population increased by 24.21%, while poultry, duck and cattle population decreased by 69.68 %, 31.09% and 11.38%, respectively. He also observed that, the domestic consumption of milk, egg, meat, fish, fruits and electricity is increasing and suggested that credit facilities for goat raring should be extended for alleviation of rural poverty.       
                                       CHAPTER– III

                          METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY

2.1: Selection of study areas 
A two-stage stratified sampling procedures were applied for selection of sample farmers to conduct field base experiment.. Subsequently Two villages were selected from an Upazila under each district. The selected area was Uttar Chowtul and Sayedpara of Habiganj sadar upazila. 
2.2: Selection of sample and size of sample: 

Goat rearers were categorized into three herd sizes as goat herd size-1, goat herd size-2 and goat herd size-3 having rearing goats 1, 2 and 4 respectively by two types of farm families like as  landless families and Small & marginal families.  In total 12 households were selected from each goat herd from the study areas. As a whole 72 farm families were selected to conduct the study where 36 from landless and 36 from small & marginal farm families.  
2.3: Method of data collection and reliability of data 
The necessary data related to the set objectives of the study were collected from well maintained records log books well maintained me by locally employed field assistant from the respective household’s individual goat on production, management, disease occurrence and socio-economic point of view on during the experimental period from December 2009 to January 2010. The collected data were cross verified through visiting the areas as well as through comparing to the collected data for their consistency. The data were edited and coded at CVASU campus and all the collected data were processed and analysed in accordance with the objectives of the study.
2.4: Data Collection, Analytical Technique and Estimation of Economic Profitability:
The data were collected from the goat keepers by the researcher himself in a single visit during the period of December 2009 to January 2010 directly and coded and relevant tables were prepared for analysis in accordance with the objectives of the study. All data processing included field and office editing, coding and tabulation. The data entry template was designed in Microsoft Excel. Consistency cross checks and keystroke errors were also detected and corrected accordingly before further processing. Data were also analyzed using descriptive statistics like mean, percentage, ratios, and ranking. 
CHAPTER–IV
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

3.1:  Socioeconomic Profiles of the goat rearers
This chapter deals with the socioeconomic characteristics of the sample goat rearers. Socioeconomic characteristics of the rural household families are important for influencing production planning both of crops and livestock. People differ from one another in many respect so, it is assumed that, enterprise combination, consumption pattern and employment pattern of different farm families would be influenced by their various socio economic characteristics. The socio economic characteristics considered here are the distribution of the households’ family members according to their age, educational status, Landownership pattern, Occupation and level of income. The socioeconomic characteristics of the farm families influence their decision making in their daily life maintenance. So, it is essential to know their socioeconomic profiles to know the complete picture of the goat rearing households under micro financing system at rural areas in Bangladesh.

3.1.1 Distribution of family members of goat rearing households according to age group:
Table-1 shows the distribution of household family members according to location and categories of households. age group were categorized as less than 11 years, 11 -20 years, 31 – 40 years, 41 -50 years,, 51 -60 years and above 60 years. We see that less than 11 years age group  family members were found to be  17 percent , 11-20 years age group in  25.86 percent in Hobigonj . 21 -30 year age group in Habiganj 34.48  percent, 31-40 year age group in Habiganj 16.38percent . 3.45 percent family members belong to 41 – 50 years age group. 1.72 percent belong to 51-60 age group .  0.86 percent of the household family members belong to above 60 years age group in Habiganj.
 Table-1 Distribution of farm family members according to location and Categories of Household

	Age  Level
	Small & Marginal Families
	Landless Families
	Total

	< 11years 
	11
	9
	20.00

(17.24)

	11-20 years
	19
	11
	30.00

(25.86)

	21-30 years
	21
	19
	40.00

(34.48 )

	31-40 years
	9
	10
	19.00

(16.38 )

	41-50 years
	3
	1
	4.00

(3.45 )

	51-60 years
	2
	0
	2.00

(1.72 )

	> 60 years
	0
	1
	1.00

(0.86 )

	Total
	65
	51
	116.00 (100.00)


        Source: Field survey, 2010
         Figures in the parenthesis indicate percentage.
 The age group distribution shows that, considering  moderate poor and ultra poor household about 31 percent of family members lies in 21 -30 age group and than 27.20 percent lies on 11 -20 age group which indicates that, dependent family members were found higher than earning groups of people.

3.1.2: Literacy Level of the household's family members 

Table 2 shows that the literacy level of the household‘s family members according households. Literacy level were categories were as illiterate, only signature, primary, secondary, higher secondary, bachelor and above. 

Table-2   Literacy Level of the household's family members according to location and 

                Categories of Beneficiaries
	Particulars
	Small & Marginal Families
	Landless Families
	Total

	Illiterate
	6
	11
	17.00  (17.24 )

	Only signature
	19
	15
	34.00 (25.86)

	Primary 
	25
	17
	42.00 (34.48 )

	Secondary
	7
	4
	11.00 (16.38 )

	Higher Secondary
	5
	2
	7.00 (3.45 )

	Bachelor and Above
	3
	2
	5.00 (1.72 )

	ALL
	65
	51
	116 (100.00)


Source: Field survey, 2010
Figures in the parenthesis indicate percentage.

Seventeen percent were found illiterate, 25 percent can only sign in Habiganj, 7 percent belong to higher secondary in all average. Only 1.72  percent of the total population belong to bachelor and above category in Habiganj  in all average,.
3.1.3 Occupational status of the goat rearers

Table–3 shows the occupational status of the family head of the goat rearers. About 13.89 percent of family head works in homestead gardening with crop agricultural in Habiganj average. Crop agriculture with grocery business were the main occupation for  18.06 percent., 8.33 percent of the family head were daily labour in Habiganj. 40.28 percent of the family head were daily labour in Habiganj. Only 19.44 percent of family head act as a Rickshaw-van driver in Habiganj and all average. 

Table-3 Occupational status of the Family head of the Goat Rearers

	Occupational Status
	Faridpur
	Barishal
	Habiganj
	ALL

	
	M.P
	U.P
	Total
	M.P
	U.P
	Total
	M.P
	U.P
	Total
	

	Homestead Gardening with crop agriculture 
	4
	1
	5.00

(20.83)
	2
	1
	3.00

(12.5)
	2
	0
	2.00

(8.33)
	10.0

(13.89)

	Crop agriculture with Grocery business
	2
	2
	4.00

(16.67)
	4
	1
	5.00

(20.83)
	3
	1
	4.00

(16.67)


	13.0 (18.06)

	Local Dalal
	1
	1
	2.00

(8.33)
	0
	1
	1.00

(4.17)
	2
	1
	3.00

(12.5)
	6.0

(8.33 )

	Daily labour
	3
	6
	9.00

(37.5)
	4
	8
	12.00

(50.0 )
	1
	7
	8.00

(33.33)
	29.0

(40.28 )

	Rickshaw-Van Driver
	2
	2
	4.00

(16.67)
	2
	1
	3.00

(12.50)
	4
	3
	7.00

(29.17)
	14.0

(19.44 )

	ALL
	12
	12
	24.00

(100.00)
	12
	12
	24.00

(100.00)
	12
	12
	24.00

(100.00)
	72.00

(100.00 )


Source: Field survey, 2010
Figures in the parenthesis indicate percentage.

N.B: M.P=Moderate Poor, U.P= Ultra Poor
3.1.4 Annual income level of the goat rearing households
Table 4 shows the level of income status of the goat rearing households according to location and category of beneficiaries. About 5.56 percent of the household yearly income lies below Tk. 30,000.00 in, Habiganj average . 52.77 percent of the respondent income in the range Tk. 30001.00- Tk. 50,000.00 , 26.39 percent of the family income lies between Tk. 50001.00- Tk. 70,000.00. The 15.28 percent of the goat rearing households in lies in above Tk. 70000.00 in Habiganj.
Table-4  Level of Income status of the Goat rearing Households according to location 

               and Categories of households

	Income level 

	
	Habiganj

	
	M.P
	U.P
	Total
	All

	Tk. 30,001- 50000
	0
	1
	1

(4.16)
	38.00

(52.77)

	Tk. 50001-70000
	7
	8
	15

(62.50)
	19.00

(26.39)

	Tk. Above 70000
	4
	2
	6

(25.00)
	11.00

(15.28)

	ALL
	1
	1
	2

(8.33)
	72.00

(100.00)

	
	12
	12
	24

(100.00)
	


Source: Field survey, 2010
Figures in the parenthesis indicate percentage.

N.B: M.P=Moderate Poor, U.P= Ultra Poor

3.1.5 Land holding patterns of the goat rearers
Table 5 shows the land holding status of the goat rearing households according to location and category of house holds. About 11.11 percent of the respondent had no land area but lives in other fellow land in Habiganj. 26.38 percent of the goat rearing households  had homestead area only in Habiganj. 23.61 percent of the respondent had homestead and own cultivated  land . 13.89 percent of the goat rearing households had homestead and rented in land in Habiganj. 12.5 percent of the goat rearing households had homestead and pond area  Habiganj, respectively. The table also showed that 5.5 percent of the beneficiaries had homestead and pond area in Habiganj.

Table-5 Land holding status of the Goat rearing Households according to location and 

              Categories of beneficiaries
	Particulars of 
Land areas 



	
	Habiganj 
	All 

	
	M.P
	U.P
	Total
	

	
	
	
	
	

	No land area but lives in other land
	0
	2
	2
	8.00

(11.11)

	Homestead area only
	4
	4
	8
	19.00

(26.38 )

	Homestead and own cultivated land
	2
	3
	5
	17.00

(23.61)

	Homestead and rented in land
	2
	2
	4
	10.00

(13.89)

	Homestead and Pond area
	2
	1
	3
	9.00

(12.50)

	Homestead and Forest land
	1
	0
	1
	4.00

(5.50)

	Homestead and Fallow land
	1
	0
	1
	5.00

(6.90)

	ALL
	12
	12
	24
	72.00

(100.00)


Source: Field survey, 2020
Figures in the parenthesis indicate percentage.

N.B: M.P=Moderate Poor, U.P= Ultra Poor

About 6.90 percent of the households had homestead and forest land in Habiganj and all average respectively. Only 8.33, 8.33, 4.17 and 6.90 percent of the goat rearing beneficiaries had homestead and fellow land in Habiganj.

3.2. 
Feeding, Housing and Manage systems of goats under semi scavenging 
rearing system:
In this section the adopted feeding, housing and management practices of goats under semi scavenging system were examined and discussed briefly of the goat rearing households. The feeding system were analyzed by examining and comparing the records of different types of grazing fields, extra feeding conditions, daily feeding amount, times of feeding, time of feeding etc according to herd size for moderate and ultra poor households. The housing system were also analyzed by examining and comparing the records of types of housing, space allowed per adult goat, time spent in housing, place of keeping goats during day time, floor quality etc. of the selected herds. The management system of semi-scavenging goats were analyzed by examining and comparing the records in regards to adoption of vaccination, deworming of goats and kids, grooming of goats, hoof trimming of goats, taking care of goats, extend of ensuring feeding, care for sound health, care for regular grazing, care for regular concentrate feed, care for clothing in winter, care for regular warm littering in winter/cold days etc. for both types households of the selected herds.

3.2.1: Feeding system of goats under semi scavenging rearing 

Table 6 has shows that the feeding system of goats under semi scavenging rearing in the study areas. The results of the table revealed the most of the goat rearers (43.06%) grazed their goats and kids on road sides and seasonal low lying crop land followed by road sides only approximately 31.94 percent. Approximately 61.11 percent of goat rearers grazed their goats and kids about 2- 4 hours time daily and approximately 55.56 percent grazing year round of their goats in the grazing field. The goat rearers approximately 54.17 percent fed concentrate containing ingredient mixture of rice polish, rice bran, and wheat bran with rice gruel followed by 29.17 percent fed only rice gruel to the goats and kids. Approximately 73.61 percent of goat keepers fed below 100 gm concentrate feed per goat per day.  Approximately 83.33 percent of goat rearers gave concentrates feed single time and approximately 16.67 % twice in a day to their goats and kids (Table-6).
Table 6 Feeding system of goats under semi scavenging rearing by herd sizes
	Particulars of item
	Number and percentages of households
	ALL (N=72)



	
	Goat herd size-1 (N=24)
	Goat herd size-2 (N=24)
	Goat herd size-3 (N=24)
	

	
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%

	1. Information related to grazing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	i. Type of Grazing Fields
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Only Vested land 
	4
	16.67
	2
	8.33
	6
	25.00
	12
	16.67

	· Only Road sides 
	8
	33.33
	10
	41.67
	5
	20.83
	23
	31.94

	· Road sides plus seasonal low 

· lying areas 
	10
	41.67
	11
	45.83
	10
	41.67
	31
	43.06

	· Mosque/Temple plus 
· educational institution yard
	2
	8.333
	1
	4.167
	3
	12.50
	6
	8.333

	ii. Grazing time/ duration  
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Less than  2 hour
	4
	16.67
	2
	8.333
	6
	25.00
	12
	16.67

	· 2 -4 hour
	11
	45.83
	17
	70.83
	16
	66.67
	44
	61.11

	· above 4 hour
	9
	37.50
	5
	20.83
	2
	8.33
	16
	22.22

	iii. Nature of grazing:
	
	
	
	0
	
	
	
	0

	· Seasonal
	13
	54.17
	17
	70.83
	2
	8.33
	32
	44.44

	· Year round
	11
	45.83
	7
	29.17
	22
	91.67
	40
	55.56

	2. Extra Feeding Status
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	A. Concentrate feeding
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 i.  Ingredient of feeds
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Mixture of Rice polish, Rice bran, 

· wheat bran and  rice gruel
	17
	70.83
	17
	70.83
	5
	20.83
	39
	54.17

	· Only wheat bran
	2
	8.33
	3
	12.5
	4
	16.67
	9
	12.5

	· Wheat bran plus ground cake
	3
	12.50
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	4.167

	· Only rice bran/ broken rice
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· Only rice gruel
	2
	8.33
	4
	16.67
	15
	62.50
	21
	29.17

	ii.  Daily feeding per goat 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Below 100 gm
	19
	79.17
	14
	58.33
	20
	83.33
	53
	73.61

	· 100 gm to 200 gm
	5
	20.83
	8
	33.33
	4
	16.67
	17
	23.61

	· 201 gm to 300 gm
	0
	0
	2
	8.33
	0
	0
	2
	2.778

	· above 300 gm
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	
	0

	ii.  Times of Feeding daily
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Once daily
	18
	75.00
	21
	87.50
	21
	87.50
	60
	83.33

	· Twice in daily
	6
	25.00
	3
	12.50
	3
	12.50
	12
	16.67

	iii. Time of feeding daily
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Morning
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· Mid day
	8
	33.33
	11
	45.83
	18
	75.00
	37
	51.39

	· Afternoon
	16
	66.67
	13
	54.17
	6
	25.00
	35
	48.61

	 B. Roughages Feeding
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0

	i. particulars of roughages
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0

	· Jack fruit trees
	12
	50.00
	17
	70.83
	6
	25.00
	35
	48.61

	· Banyan tree leaves
	4
	16.67
	2
	8.333
	9
	37.50
	15
	20.83

	· Creepers
	2
	8.33
	0
	0
	1
	4.17
	3
	4.167

	· Maunder
	6
	25.00
	5
	20.83
	8
	33.33
	19
	26.39

	ii. Amount fed per goat per day
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Adlibitum
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· Moderate
	6
	25.00
	8
	33.33
	5
	20.83
	19
	26.39

	· Limited
	18
	75.00
	16
	66.67
	19
	79.17
	53
	73.61

	iii. Status of Feed additives use
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Generally fed
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· Occasionally fed
	8
	33.33
	9
	37.50
	7
	29.17
	24
	33.33

	· Never fed
	16
	66.67
	15
	62.50
	17
	70.83
	48
	66.67


Source: Field survey, 2010
Approximately 51.39 percent of goat rearers fed concentrates to their goat at mid day and 48.61 percent at afternoon. Incase of roughage feeding the table showed that, approximately 48.61 percent fed jackfruit leaves and 26.39 percent occasionally used mandar leaves to the goats and kids. Approximately 73.61 percent of goat keeper fed their goats limited feed per goat per day along with concentrates. Approximately 66.67 percent never used feed additives and 33.33 percent only occasionally fed feed additives to their goats out of grazing.

3.2. 2: Housing system of goats under semi scavenging rearing 
Table 7 indicates the housing system of goats under semi scavenging rearing system in the study areas. It shows that type of housing for goat rearing in the study area was found to be 33.33 percent within homestead, 29.17 percent attached house and 27.78 percent was extra house as a thatched house. Approximately 50.00 percent of the goat rearers kept their goats having 10 sq. ft space followed by 41.67 and 8.33 percent goat keepers kept their goats having 15 sq. ft and below 10 sq ft floor space per adult goat. Incase of time, approximately 56.94 percent of goat keepers kept their goats and kids in housing at major part of night followed by considerable part of night about 23.61 percent (Table 7).
Table 7 Housing system of goats under semi scavenging rearing by herd sizes

	Particulars of item
	Number and percentages of households
	ALL

(N=72)

	
	Herd size 1 (N=24)
	Herd size 2 (N=24)
	Herd size 3 (N=24)
	

	
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%

	i. Type of Housing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Extra house
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	               Tined house
	02
	8.33
	01
	4.17
	0
	0
	03
	4.17

	               Thatched house
	07
	29.2
	05
	20.8
	08
	33.33
	20
	27.78

	               Semi intensive
	01
	4.17
	03
	12.5
	01
	4.167
	05
	6.94

	·   Attached house
	06
	25
	07
	29.2
	08
	33.33
	21
	29.17

	·   Within homestead
	09
	37.5
	08
	33.3
	07
	29.17
	24
	33.33

	ii. Space allowed per adult goat
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· 20 sq ft
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· 15 sq ft
	11
	45.8
	10
	41.7
	09
	37.5
	30
	41.67

	· 10 sq ft
	12
	50
	14
	58.3
	10
	41.67
	36
	50.00

	· below 10 sq ft
	01
	4.17
	0
	0
	05
	20.83
	06
	8.33

	ii. Time spent in housing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Half day plus night
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	· Full night
	07
	29.2
	04
	16.7
	03
	12.5
	14
	19.44

	· Major part of night 
	13
	54.2
	15
	62.5
	13
	54.17
	41
	56.94

	· Considerable part of night
	04
	16.7
	05
	20.8
	08
	33.33
	17
	23.61

	iii.  Place of Fastening the goats 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· In front of homestead
	07
	29.2
	07
	29.2
	07
	29.17
	21
	29.17

	· Beside homestead
	15
	62.5
	13
	54.2
	15
	62.5
	43
	59.72

	· Back part of homestead
	01
	4.17
	0
	0
	01
	4.167
	02
	2.78

	· Near homestead

	01
	4.17
	02
	8.33
	01
	4.167
	04
	5.56

	iv.  Floor quality of house
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Kacha
	09
	37.5
	12
	50
	08
	33.33
	29
	40.28

	· Kacha with regular litter 

· (sand, ash, gunny bags)
	12
	50
	11
	45.8
	14
	58.33
	37
	51.39

	· Platform/scaffold
	03
	12.5
	01
	4.17
	02
	8.333
	06
	8.33


Source: Field survey, 2010
The most of the goat rearers contains about 51.39 percent maintained the floor of goat house as "kacha" with regular using litter (sand, ash, gunny bags, leaves etc.) followed by 40.28 percent of the goat rearers kept their goat and kids in kacha floor based goat house only. Only 8.33 percent of goat keepers used scaffold by bamboo stick for keeping their goats and kids at night.

3.2.3 : Management System of Rearing Goats under Semi scavenging system

Table 8 indicates the overall management status of goat rearing in the study area. The table reveals that, approximately 100 percent of the goat keepers adopted vaccination and deworming to their goats and kids. Approximately 100 percent and 55 percent of the goat keepers adopted PPR and goat pox to their goats and kids respectively. The goat keepers did hoof trimming approximately 16.67 percent regularly, 23.61 percent on weekly basis, 33.33 percent on monthly basis and 44.44 percent never practices hoof-trimming. Adult women did taking care of goats or family head followed by their children approximately 27.78 percent. Major family heads, always engaged themselves in income earning activities from external source. Approximately 72.22 percent goat rearers ensured feeding amount of goats by superficial endeavor and 90.28 percent of goat rearers cared for sound health of their goats (Table-3). The table also shows that, approximately 95.83 percent of goat keepers always practiced for grazing their goats and 65.28 percent not practiced in regular concentrate feeding of their goats. The table reveals that approximately 65.28 percent of goat rearers not took care for clothing in winter season and 51.39 percent practiced warm bedding of their goats and kids. 

Table 8 Management Status of Rearing Goats under Semi scavenging system by Herd Size

	Particulars of item
	Number and percentages of households
	ALL

(N=72)

	
	Herd size 1

(N=24)
	Herd size 2

(N=24)
	Herd size 3

(N=24)
	

	
	No
	%
	No
	%
	No
	%
	No
	%


	i. Adoption of Vaccination

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	72
	100.00

	· No
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	ii.  Type of adopted vaccines
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· PPR
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	72
	100.00

	· Goat pox
	14
	58.33
	17
	70.80
	09
	37.50
	40
	55.56

	iii.  Adoption of dewarming
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	72
	100.00

	· No.
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	iv.  Times of Dewarming
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Quarterly
	07
	29.17
	09
	37.50
	10
	41.67
	26
	36.11

	· Half yearly
	12
	50.00
	11
	45.80
	12
	50.00
	35
	48.61

	· Yearly
	05
	20.83
	03
	12.50
	02
	8.33
	10
	13.89

	v. Grooming status of goats
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Regularly
	03
	12.50
	07
	29.20
	02


	8.33
	12
	16.67

	· Weekly
	07
	29.17
	12
	50.0
	07
	29.17
	26
	36.11

	· Monthly
	10
	41.67
	04
	16.70
	10
	41.67
	24
	33.33

	· Never
	02
	8.33
	01
	4.17
	05
	20.83
	8
	11.11

	vi. Hoof trimming of goats
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Regularly
	0
	0
	02
	8.33
	0
	0
	2
	2.78

	· Weekly
	03
	12.50
	09
	37.50
	05
	20.83
	17
	23.61

	· Monthly
	07
	29.17
	08
	33.30
	06
	25.00
	21
	29.17

	· Never
	14
	58.33
	05
	20.80
	13
	54.17
	32
	44.44

	vii. Care taker of goats
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Household head (Husband)
	0
	0
	0
	0
	02
	8.33
	2
	2.78

	· Wife
	14
	58.33
	17
	70.80
	19
	79.17
	50
	69.44

	· Children
	10
	41.67
	07
	29.20
	03
	12.50
	20
	27.78

	· Paid labor
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	viii.  Ensuring of Feeding
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Ensuring full abdomen feeding
	03
	12.50
	04
	16.70
	01
	4.17
	8
	11.11

	· Superficial endeavor
	14
	58.33
	18
	75.00
	20
	83.33
	52
	72.22

	· Keen endeavor
	07
	29.17
	02
	8.33
	03
	12.50
	12
	16.67

	ix.  Caring for sound health
	
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	0
	0

	· Yes
	22
	91.67
	24
	100.00
	19
	79.17
	65
	90.28

	· No.
	02
	8.33
	0
	0
	05
	20.83
	7
	9.72

	x.  Caring for regular grazing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	24
	100.00
	24
	100.00
	21
	87.50
	69
	95.83

	· No.
	0
	0
	0
	0
	03
	12.50
	3
	4.17

	xi.  Caring for regular concentrate feeding

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	08
	33.33
	11
	45.80
	06
	25.00
	25
	34.72

	· No.
· 
	16
	66.67
	13
	54.20
	18
	75.00
	47
	65.28

	xii.  Caring for clothing in winter
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	14
	58.33
	18
	75.00
	13
	54.17
	45
	62.50

	· No.
· 
	10
	41.67
	06
	25.00
	11
	45.83
	27
	37.50

	xiii. Ensuring regular warm bedding at 
        winter/cold day
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	11
	45.83
	16
	66.70
	10
	41.67
	37
	51.39

	· No.
	13
	54.17
	08
	33.30
	14
	58.33
	35
	48.61

	xiv.  Take care for Feeding Kids
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	19
	79.17
	22
	91.70
	17
	70.83
	58
	80.56

	· No.
	05
	20.83
	02
	8.33
	07
	29.17
	14
	19.44

	xv. Special comfort care  for kids
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	13
	54.17
	15
	62.50
	08
	33.33
	36
	50.00

	· No.
	11
	45.83
	09
	37.50
	16
	66.67
	36
	50.00

	xvi. Awareness about curative treatment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	08
	33.33
	17
	70.80
	05
	20.83
	30
	41.67

	· No.
	16
	66.67
	07
	29.20
	19
	79.17
	42
	58.33

	xvii. Awareness about timely marketing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	· Yes
	14
	58.33
	21
	87.50
	13
	54.17
	48
	66.67

	· No.
	10
	41.67
	03
	54.20
	11
	45.83
	24
	33.33


Source: Field Survey, 2010
Approximately 80.56 percent of goat rearers took care of feeding the kids of goats and 50.00 percent ensured special comfort and care of the kids of goats (Table 3). Most of the goat rearers (58.33 percent) were not aware of curative treatment of their goats and kids and approximately 66.67 percent of the goat rearers were aware of marketing of the goats and kids at reasonable time and market prices (Table-8).

Chapter-V

                                      Conclusion

From overall study I have understand that feeding , housing and management is an important for better rearing of goat. Without proper management a farmer can never expect better outcome from goat.If the feeding, housing will properly maintain then the farm will be profitable . The major problem is to ignorance of the people.The most of the rural people are ignore about the disease outbreak. However,they don’t know how to manage the parasitic infestation.

Bangladesh is a poor and density of populated country. Thats why if we want to recover our protein deficiency we must have rear goat in scientific ways.
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