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INTRODUCTION

Among various livestock production enterprisesatgarming is one of the important enterprises,civhi
supports the rural households by providing gairéahployment and steady income for the rural mas
(Prasadet.al., 2013). The role of goat farming in the upliftmesftsmall, marginal farmers including landle
agricultural labours in India is well recognizedufiar et.al., 2014). The contribution of goat to total mil
production of India was 3.82 percent were as, #9385 percent in case of meat production (GOI6200he goat
meat demand is ever more increasing as Indian westu prefers goat meat comparing to other m
(Mohanet.al. 2008). India holds 124.50 million of the worldaggopulation mostly reared by poor marginal a|
landless rural farmers (Rai and Singh, 2010). Kergbt 1.2 million goats (Annual Report, 2015-1
The important native breeds of Kerala are Malabad Attappady black (Raghavan and Raja, 2012). IWo
women in the household rear goat and goat farmffeysoimmense opportunities and potential for gatieg
income and employment to land less, resource pamdsact as a means to enhance women empowermiiet i
state. Keeping in view, a study was conducted whl&ation of production economics of household daahing
in Malabar Region of Kerala'.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The study was conducted at six centers in the tHrgteicts of Northern Kerala in India viz. Kann
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(Thaliparamba and Thalassery), Kozhikode (Thandr\dadakara) and Malappuram (Kottakkal and Tirurewehthe All

India Coordinated Research Project for the impramnof Malabari goat was implemented. A total oD 3@ndomly
selected goat farmers 60 each from all the sixresiwere selected for the study. Information wakected through a well
structured pre-tested interview schedule develapigtie Centre of Advanced Studies in Animal Gesegind Breeding,
College of Veterinary and Animal Sciences, Mannu#tgrala. The baseline information on the econorofogoat rearing

were collected and tabulated. Simple mathematambtwere used to evaluate the total expenses mniid feturns from

the farming.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Small owners keep their flocks mostly in stall fiegdwith 2-3 hrs of grazing in the near places sy large
goat owners keep their flocks completely on grazsepgecially in waste lands and common property. dneease of goat

rearing, major labour forces were women and houdahembers of the family.

Socio-Economic Status of Goat Keepers

Socio economic status of goat keepers like edutéddieel, land holding, family size and flock size gresented
in Table 1 and Figure 1. Majority of goat keepe&d8.50%) in the project area had school level educafverage land
holding and family size were 24.10 cents and 4eXpectively. About 9.10 per cent goat keepers weaeng only one
adult goat and its kids. Average flock size wag/@hll0.Per cent of goat keepers rearing cattle was odl§.5Among this

most of them reared 1-2 cattle (58.30 per cent).

Table 1: Socio-Economic Status of Goat Keepers

Part Particulars Percentage | Mean
College 02.70
High School 28.50
A Education (level) UP school 28.90
LP School 35.70
llliterate 4.20
<25 77.80
25-50 14.30
B Land holding (cent) 50-75 2.30 24.10
75-100 1.80
>100 3.80
One 9.1
Two 18.7
C Flock size Three 24.8 4.10
Four 23.3
Five and above 24.1
Small (up to 4) 48.50
D Family size(level) Medium (5-8) 46.70 4.20
Large(>8) 4.80
Percentage of goat keepers
; 5.10
rearing cattle
E 1 30.50
2 29.80
No. of cattle 3 53.90 2.70
4 and above 15.80

The production economics was calculated on thesltihat the animals were allowed to graze for fawrk and

limited concentrate feeding are presented in theleTd. The economics of production and efficien€ypmduction are
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presented in Table 3 and 4. The main source ofhiecis from sale of kids followed by milk. Feed coentributes more
than 90% of expenditure with utilization of own ¢als. The feed conversion ratio is 4.90. Produclifantime (7 years)

contribution of doe to the economy is about ond lalpees (Annual Report, 2015-16).
Economics of Goat Production

Table 2. lllustrated the expenses and returns ai@uoat in an year. The major expenditure of goadpetion was
the feed cost. The average feed cost was found ®st22.00/Kg. Other expense was the veterinaryTaitlle 2). On the
other hand, the returns from goat farming were feaies of kids, milk and manure. The observed kigefiyears and the
kidding rate were 1.5 and 1.63 respectively. Fasnvegre able to sell at a rate of Rs.2500.00 per QRidl an average,
farmers used to sell goat milk at a competent poic@s. 40.00 at household level. Usually doe H¥elays of lactation
with 0.84 litre per day production and 1.5 kiddpey year. Sales of manure also contribute subathnimcome to farmers

with 300g per day for an year at the rate of ReiSkilogram (Singtet.al., 2011).

Table 2: Economics of Goat Production

EXPENDITURE Particulars AU
(Rs.)
Feed
(300g concentrate/animal, @Rs 22/Kg for 2409.00
365days)
Veterinary Aid 300
TOTAL 2709.00
Sale of Milk

(0.85 litre/day production, @Rs 40/litre, 90 days 4590.00
in milk, 1.5 kidding/year)
Sale of Manure

RECEIPTS (300g/day, for 365 days @Rs 5/kg) 547.50
Sale of Kids
(1.5 kidding/year, 1.63 kids/kidding, Rs 2500/kidl) ®+12-20
TOTAL 11250.00
NET RETURNS/YEAR 8541.00
NET RETURNS/MONTH 711.75

Economics of Growth/Weight Gain in Kids under Contmolled Feeding for 90 Days
The returns mainly depend on the cost per Kiloggaim in body weight of kids.

Table 3: Economics of Growth/Weight Gain In Kids Urder
Controlled Feeding For 90 a (4 To 6 Months of Age)

Parameter/kid Mean Value
Kid starter intake 22.31kg
Cost of kid starter with CP-24%/ kg Rs.20.81
Grass intake 30.70 kg
Cost of grass Rs.1.5/kg
Total cost of feed and grass Rs.510.32
Total weight gain 5.43kg
Daily gain 60.33g/day
Cost per kg gain Rs.93.98/-
Feed to gain ratio 4.90

From the Table 3. it can be concluded that totagitegain on this period were 5.43 kg with dailyrgaf 60.33g
per day. Cost per Kilogram body weight gain wenenfib to be Rs. 93.98/- and feed to gain ratio we®@.4Total cost of
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feed and grass were found to be Rs. 510.32.

Efficiency of Production

Bimal.P.Bashir & Thirupathy Venkatachalapathy R

Total returns per doe for lifetime were found toR& 99,836.76 (Table 4). Net returns from goatewmainly

from meat production (67.26 per cent of total nefumilk production (32.23 per cent of total refuamd Sales of manure

(0.51 per cent of total return).

Table 4: Efficiency of Production

Details Returns

Live weight produced/doe/year at kidding _ _
(1.5 kidding/year, 1.63 kids/kidding, 2 Kg/kid) =1.63x15x2 =4.89 Kg
Live weight produced/doe/year at adult _ _
(15 kidding/year, 1.63 kids/kidding, 22 Kg/adult) =1.63x1.5x22 =53.79Kg
Live weight pr_odug:ed/doe at kidding for lifetime —163x15x2x7 ~34.23 K¢
(7 yrs productive life)
Live weight pr_odug:ed/doe at adult for lifetime —163x15x218x7 ~373.10 Kg
(7 yrs productive life)
Meat produced/doe at adult for lifetime _ _
(Dressing percentage 42%, 7 yrs productive life) =1.63x1.5x21.8x7x42|  =156.70 Kg
Milk produced/doe for lifetime _ _
(0.85/day production for 90 days, 1.5 kidding/year) =0.85x90x 1.5x7 =803.25 L
Price of Milk produced/doe for lifetime _ _
(Rs 40/L) =0.85x90x 1.5x 7 x 40 =32130
Price of Meat produced/doe at adult for lifetime —1 63x1.5x21 8x7x0.4x450 ~67159.26
(Rs 450/Kg)
Sale of Manure =1.63x1.5x2500 =547.5

Total Returns/doe for Lifetime Rs 99,836.76

CONCLUSIONS

Since goat meat is mostly free from any religioalsobs, they are the most frequently consumed metiei

world. (Baruwa,2013). The production expenses as agethe total capital required for the goat husbg is very less

when compared to other livestock’s, It would baler recommended that better marketing and valdéiad of the goat

products will ensure proper value for money for fdogners as well as better income for the goat &eejn the area.
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Figure 1: Distribution of Fiend Units

www.tjpre.org editor @tjprc.org






