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ABSTRACT

Increasing demand for high value commodities has opened the avenues of opportunities for small holders to
diversify their production potential for better return to inputs. However, the socio-economic status of goat farmers
could not get pace due to resource constraints, lack of technical knowledge and poor linkages to markets. Present
study is conducted in Mathura and Agra districts of Uttar Pradesh to explore the existing goat rearing practices
and socio-economic status of goat farmers in selected villages. Evidence has shown that majority of goat farmers
belonged to landless and marginal categories. About 60 percent goat farmers’ annual income ranges between Rs.
10,000 to 30,000. Study also reveals that about 60 percent goats kept by farmers were from non-descript breed
followed by Barbari (27 percent). Buffalo was found the other most preferable animal among large ruminants. More
interestingly, merely 4 percent of goat farmers were getting veterinary aid from government veterinary hospital
while 96 percent of goat farmers were dependent on either private veterinarian or home remedies. Though, poor
socio-economic status cannot be ignore for the goat improvement in study area, some policy support is imperative
to encourage goat farmers for their overall development.
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Indian agriculture is basically small farm
agriculture. About three-fourth holdings are small and
production on these holdings is mainly subsistence-
oriented. Statistics available on ownership pattern of
small ruminants reveals that small ruminant rearing is
concentrating with marginal, small and landless labourers.
Goat rearing is preferable to these categories because
its farming is a low cost enterprise (sustain on zero-
input based production system), having unique productive
and reproductive characteristics like small size, clean
habits, maintenance of low grade ration, high conversion
ratio, and small inter calving period and high prolificacy
(Dixit et.al., 1995). Furthermore, goats accounts for
more than 25 percent of the total livestock and provide
food and nutritional security to millions of poor farmers
and landless labourers. It contributes Rs. 1,06,335 million
annually to the national economy (Kumar, 2007).The
Eleventh plan envisages 6% growth in livestock sector
output in order to achieve 4% growth rate in agriculture
(Chand & Raju, 2008). Livestock formed a major
component of poverty alleviating program strategy of
the Government of India (Datt & Sundharam, 2007 and

government of India, 1982).Till recently, goat farming
did not get adequate role in the rural development
programs aimed at alleviating the problems of poverty
and unemployment and the productivity of goats under
traditional production system is very low. Therefore,
introduction of improved technologies of goat farming
not only increase the returns but also improve the socio-
economic status of goat farmers.

Central Institute for Research for Goats (CIRG),
Mathura (U.P.), has made extension efforts for
transferring the improved goat production practices to
the end users. Keeping the importance of goat farming
for poor, an attempt has been made to study the socio-
economic status of goat farmers in the adopted villages
of Mathura and Agra district which falls under Semi-
arid tropic region.

METHODOLOGY
To study the socio-economic status of goat farmers

in adopted villages, survey was conducted in 4 villages
viz. Nanau and Loh Karera of Agra district and Hayatpur
and Manoharpur villages of Mathura district. The data
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were collected from 79 goat farmers in four adopted
villages at random from Nanau (23), Loh Karera (26),
Hyatpur (15) and Manoharpur (15) of Agra and
Mathura Districts. The data were collected through
personal interview on key socio-economic indicators i.e.
land holding size, livestock holding, cast and income.
The other important indicators of goat farming are
veterinary care and housing. These indicators were
identified with the help of experts keeping its relevance
to goat farmers. The data collected were tabulated and
statistical tools like frequency and percentage were
used for logical conclusion.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
In the present section, the outcomes on the socio-

economic status are presented and discussed in terms
of land holding, livestock holding, cast and income.
Types of housing and veterinary care are discussed
under prevailing management practices.
Socio-Economic Status of Goat Farmers:
Distribution of farmers according to land holding
size: Information on distribution of goat farmers
according to their land holding size is presented in table-
1. It was observed that the highest numbers of selected
respondents were landless 41 (51.90 %) followed by
marginal 28 (35.45%), small 8 (10.12%) and medium
large 2 (2.53%). About 87% goat farmers belong to
landless and marginal categories indicate that majority
of goats are reared by farmers who have no or little
land (Table-1).

Table 1. Land holdingwise distribution of goat farmers

             Categories No. %

Landless 41 51.90
Marginal 28 35.45
Small 8 10.12
Medium- Large 2 2.53
Total 79 100.00

Studies done in the past also support this finding.
A study conducted in Trans Gangatic Plains found that
small stock (sheep, goat and pigs) were invariably kept
by landless and marginal farmers and depended upon
grazing the limited common property resources
(Erenstein, et al.,2007).
Ownership pattern of livestock by goat farmers: As
it is clear from table 2 that 79 goat farmers possessing
375 goats. The average size of goat holding worked out
around 5 goats per farmer.

Table 2. Ownership patterns of livestock by goat farmers
(N=79)

Animals No.

Goat
a. Barbari 101
b. Non-descript 224
c. Sirohi 50
Total goats 375

Cow 15
Buffalo 99
Donkey 20

Mare/ Horse 03
Table also revealed that respondents had three

types of goats breed i.e. Barbari, Non-descript and
Sirohi. Out of total goats kept by goat farmers, Non-
descript type goats were more dominant in terms of
share (60%) followed by Barbari (27%) and Sirohi
(13%). It is worthwhile to mention here that Mathura
and Agra are the tracts of Barbari breed. This finding
indicates that there should be a need of breeding policy
for this area.  In regards to other livestock population
availability with respondents, other than goats buffaloes
were found next preferred animal by goat farmers
generally reared to meet out the milk requirement of
the family. The other livestock were donkey, cows and
mare /horse.
Caste wise Distribution of Goat Farmers:  The
information on distribution of goat farmers according to
their cast is furnished in table 3. Table indicated that,
out of total respondents, about 60% belongs to Other
backward classes (OBCs) followed by Scheduled cast
(21%), Minorities (13%) and General (4%).

Table 3. Caste wise distributions of goat farmers (N=79)

            Caste category No. %

SC 21 26.58
OBCs 45 56.96
Minority 10 12.66
General caste 03 3.80
Total 79 100.00

Income status of goat farmers: Among the selected
respondents majority of goat farmers (34%) were having
an annual income between Rs.10001-20000 followed
by the 25% goat farmers in the range of Rs. 20001-
30000, 19%  in the range of  Rs. 30001-40000, 10% in
the range of Rs. 40001-50000,  6% in the range of Rs.
above 50000. About 5% of goat farmers were having
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an income range of Rs. upto 10000 only. Deprived
economic status of farmers is one of the key constraints
for poor adoption of scientific goat farming practices at
grassroots level.

Table: 4 Income classifications of goat farmers (n=79)

                 Category No. %

Rs. Up to 10000 4 5.07
Rs. 10001-20000 27 34.18
Rs. 20001-30000 20 25.31
Rs. 30001-40000 15 18.99
Rs. 40001-50000 8 10.12
Above 50000 5 6.33
Total 79 100.00

Status of veterinary care and housing:
Veterinary Care : Increase in goat population in last
three decades and its intensification to meet the
increasing demand for goat meet has also created
complex animal health and production problem in terms
of stress. Studies done on goat diseases revealed that
diseases in goats result in mortality which ranges from
5 to 25% in adults and 10 to 40% in kids (Kumar et al.,
2009). Therefore, timely supply of health input is not
only reduce the incidence of mortality but also increase
the marketable surplus to goat farmers. Table 5 provides
a view on distribution of goat farmers in terms veterinary
services received from different service providers. It is
clear from the table that 39% goat farmer availed private
veterinarian and home remedy treatment facility for their
animals. However, 30% goat farmers used home
remedy while, 27% used private veterinarian. It is
interesting to note that merely 4% goat farmers
consulted the government veterinary hospital for their
animals.

Table: 5 Treatment facilities availed by goat farmers
(n=79)

Facilities availed by goat farmers No.  %

Govt.vet. hospital 03 3.80
Private veterinarian 21 26.58
Home remedy 24 30.38
Private veterinarian & home remedy 31 39.24
Total 79 100.00

Housing: Goat production system in our country is
predominantly extensive system with zero input
concepts. Similarly, majority of the goats are reared
either in open yard or in mixed type houses without
scientific basis. A proper shelter controls the incidence

of diseases, pests and enhances the productivity of the
animal.

Information collected through survey on goat house
management revealed that most of the respondents had
used mixed type of house (39%) whereas about 13%
respondents had used open space for goats.  About 34
and 14% of the goat farmers had used hut type house
and pucca house for goats rearing respectively
(Table  6).

Table 6 status of goat house management (n=79)

                  House type No. %

Open space 10 12.66
Hut type house 27 34.18
Pucca house 11 13.92
Mixed type house 31 39.24
Total 79 100.00

CONCLUSION
Goat rearing is immerging as an important source

of livelihood particularly for landless labourers and
marginal farmers across the country. In the present
paper, an attempt has been made to explore the present
socio- economic status of goat farmers and prevailing
management practices at household level. Evidence has
shown that majority of goat farmers belonged to landless
and marginal categories. About 60% goat farmers’
annual income ranges between Rs. 10,000 to 30,000.
Study also reveals that about 60% goats kept by farmers
were from non-descript breed followed by Barbari (27
percent). Buffalo was found the other most preferable
animal among large ruminants. More interestingly,
merely 4% of goat farmers were getting veterinary
aid from government veterinary hospital while 96% of
goat farmers were dependent on either private
veterinarian or home remedies. Moreover, about 39%
farmers were having mixed type of houses for goat
rearing.

Since majority of goats were reared by farmers
who do not have land or have a little land and largely
depended upon common property resources. Suitable
technology should stop further degradation of common
property resources and suitable technology should be
developed for their improvement. Apart from this, there
is a need to improve accessibility of veterinary care
services at low price, insurance and these farmers
should be linked with market for better returns.
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