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Comparison between crop and livestock incomes reveals that while livestock accounted
for 49% of total net income, crop production contributed a mere 6%. Within the livestock
sector, cattle contributed the highest (33%). Nevertheless, the contribution of small
ruminants is substantial, amounting to 15%. This exceeds the contribution from crops by
58%. This finding provides enough evidence for the smallholder farmers to reallocate
some resources from crop production to small ruminant production if only they view
profitability and efficient utilisation of resources as their main goals. Smallholder farmers
in the area should, therefore, exploit the potential benefits of small ruminant production
to increase their household income by allocating more resources to its improvement.

Furthermore, policy makers, researchers and farmers should be made aware of the

economic viability of small ruminant country and elsewhere in Africa.
According to Hendricks & Fraser (2 f all the cattle in the province are
held in the former Ciskei and Trans} If illustrates the importance of the

cattle for very reserve dwellers. Livestovs for about 70% of gross agricultural
income in the province as a[‘ﬂfﬁ/@f‘%wl &OE‘)O’flteﬂiﬁ%overwhelming catalogue
of evidence about the skew disqi@g@ph@f spElgdiglding -and ownership in the former
reserves with fewer households owning large herds and the majority holding smaller
herds. Hendricks & Fraser (2003) argues that conventional wisdom has merely repeated
the view that cattle holdings in the reserves are manifestly irrational, that low off-take has
led to overgrazing and land erosion with little attention to animal health. From an
economic point of view the large cattle holdings in the communal areas is rational if the
objectives of keeping thé cattle are taken into account. If the cattle are seen as a symbol
of status or wealth, the owners are being perfectly rational by maximizing their wealth by

increasing the number of cattle they own.

Livestock produce food (e.g. meat, milk) and non-food commodities (e.g. hides, wool),
and provide draught power and manure for food and cash crop production, thereby
helping to generate income for livestock owners and their employees. Since livestock
grow in number and in individual size, they also constitute a form of profitable

investment/savings which can be drawn on in time of need.
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Musemwa, Mushunje, Chimonyo, Fraser, Mapiye & Muchenje (2008) states that cattle
production is the most important livestock sub-sector in South Africa. It contributes about
25 - 30% to the total agricultural output per annum. However, cattle productivity is
declining due to diseases and parasites prevalence, lack of feed resources, and poor
breeding and marketing management. To increase sustainability and contribution of cattle
in eradicating hunger and poverty in communal areas, there is a need to make use of
locally adapted breeds. In South Africa’s communal cattle enterprise, the Nguni breed is

becoming a very important socio-economic drive for the resource-poor farmers.

Nguni cattle development projects have been initiated in South Africa to improve

livelihoods of communal farmers. E jects are mainly concentrating on
solving production constraints and (g factors. Musemwa, Mushunje,
Chimonyo & Mapiye (2010) stated - ased demand for organic meat by
consumers, there is a growing trenc 1 livestock genetic resources that

produce meat without the extensive us'als and synthetic feeds. Local cattle

breeds, such as the Ngun'r[aaﬁlﬁ é&'ms}l %Fﬁfr@ﬂﬁfa Jfound in the communal

production system, have been sifpijerte haye Ebeeiapatential to produce high quality

beef with little, if any, use of such chemicals. The use of livestock for both production
and wealth accumulation can increase financial and food security in rural areas, even in
the absence of financial services. The development of effective and reliable financial
services in rural areas could promote sustainable livestock production and play a
significant role in poverty reduction, while having a long-term impact on rural household
food and income security. Formal credit is used far less often for the acquisition of

efficiency-improving inputs for livestock development.

Musemwa et al. (2010) state that lack of information access reduced cattle sales. The
presence of markéts that farmers like to be in or near their communities facilitates cattle
sales. Smallholder farmers sell more cattle as transport become more available. The
probability of smallholder farmers selling their cattle decrease as the body condition of
cattle improves. As the household head changes from being male to being female, the

probability of selling cattle increases.
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Piggeries and poultry - the domestic demand for pork and chicken provides a ready-
market for the establishment of urban and rural supply of pork and chicken in the Eastern
Cape and South Africa as a whole (ECDC 2010). Nedunchezhian & Thirunavukkarasu
(2009) stated that livestock play a key role in mitigating the risks and uncertainties
involved in income generation through crop production. There had been a considerable
scope for increasing income generation in agricultural sector through livestock and
forestry. Livestock enterprises had become an alternative to obtain more stable and
continuous income, especially in smaller farms. Even in landed households, it was the

livestock that gave stability to the households rather than land.

2.3 Historical overview of wool pro Africa

The first sheep in South Africa are s ited in Southern and Central Asia
from where they migrated to Egypt andvgh Africa and eventually arriving in
the Cape. The sheep seen bUﬁ %tf}gsltt)}}hafiipa\fzfrﬁﬁ Iaéd had a very good meat.
They were different to other shegp, it they Bidafiehre wool but hair in their backs
(Turtle South Africa 2011). As stated by Makapela (2008) the first merino farming
venture dates back in 1800 and started in the area of Darling in the Western Cape (WC).
On the farm Grootpost, Darling, the Cape Government (CG) bred pure merino rams to
distribute amongst farmers. The upgrade from non wool sheep to wool sheep, also pure

merino sheep, started to spread quickly as from 1850.

The sheep and wool production is one of the oldest agricultural industries in the South
Africa. It plays an important economic role in South Africa as the means of earning
foreign exchange as well as providing employment for the many. During the British
colonial period, the Cape Province (CP) remained the most important wool producing
area in South Africa. The sheep industry spread rapidly to other parts of the country in
the subsequent years. According to Makapela (2008) the total wool sheep population in
the Cape Province (8.5 million) in 1904 was approximately 72% of South African total
wool sheep population (11.8 million). In 1904 the number of wool sheep increased to

14.7 million from a total of 27.1 million wool sheep in South Africa.
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That was the decrease from 72% to 54% of total number of wool sheep in South Africa.
Non wool sheep were 3.3 million in 1904 and 3.6 in 1924. It therefore seems that Cape
Province historically made a remarkable contribution to South African wool sheep and

meat production industry.

2.4 Sheep wool industry in South Africa

In South Africa sheep wool industry is made up of different structures. These are
associations, organisations, processors, traders and brokers as well as the Wool Testing

Bureau South Africa (WTBSA). Associations involve the wool growing farmers, where

farmers of the particular area organis: 1 group and form the association.
Makapela (2008) stated that two of farmers associations Cape Wools
(CW) and South African Wool and : (SAWME) have been given the

mandate by the Department of Agricul"gjjjjjjj##"ide market information and statistics
for wool production to resett}}l‘tfﬁ/@fi ffweﬁffm%aﬁﬁfés involve National Wool
Growers Association, Wool Soutlt agfeidad A eod. WrobTesting Bureau South Africa.
These organisations provide to farmers training, advice and farmer development plans.
WTBSA is involved in the testing and sampling services to the South African wool and
textile industries. It also provides research for purposes of certification of wool according
to the requirements laid down by the International Wool Textile Organisation (IWTO)
and to other international specifications (Wool Testing Bureau S.A. 2012).

Brokers such as BKB and Cape Mohair and Wool (CMW) buy raw wool from farmers
and sell them to processors in South Africa and overseas, particularly China. Wool
industry production is not stable. The recorded gross value of wool sold at first point of
sale for the season (2009/2010) came to R1 505 million, compared to R1 154 million in
2008/09; this was mainly because of improved production conditions in most areas

(Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 2010).
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3.1.2 Description of the study site

The description of the study area is important because it familiarizes one with the area in
which the study was going to be carried out. The climate has been recognized as suitable
for crop and livestock production (Ortmann 2005). The geographical coordinates of
Kolomana location are (latitude 32°C 10°and longitude 26° 00”) and the altitude of 1052
meters above sea level. Kolomana is situated about 86 km from Fort Beaufort town in
Nkonkobe local municipality along the way to Whittlesea town in Lukhanji local

municipality and can be classified as a rural community.

Kolomana community is mainly comr ds headed by old (age) people and
in most cases they are headed by wo surrounded by communal grazing
and arable land. The area of Kolom: 1 by extremely poor infrastructure
and high levels of unemployment. . 1ann (2005) people in rural areas

rely on poorly developed road network ting with the surrounding towns and
g

cities. The poor road condim%%wa&ﬁpmm%m in the area in terms of

job opportunity creations. Acc%%mﬁmmézw&éhe main occupation held by
rural residents is skilled agricultural (farming) workers. This means that rural households

of Kolomana are capable of producing own food combining indigenous knowledge and

skills they have.
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3.1.3.3 Vegetation

According to Acocks (1988) Dohne and Highland Sourveld is a combination of the local
veld type found in Kolomana location. These sour velds are not suitable for the
production of livestock as they are nutritionally deficient during the winter months and
do not generally tolerate high grazing pressures. From the agro-ecological conditions
stated, the areas can be viewed as being best suitable for crop production with effective
livestock production possible only with judicious management, particularly during the
winter months. Since rainfall in Kolomana is practically high it can be described as sour

veld area.

3.2 Chapter summary

This chapter laid out the description of SjJ;0area. It described the location of the
study area. Kolomana is (I4gpg ip W% ee! l{@f-ieipality under Amathole
District Munucipality. Kolomana & flesagbediak Maetual Hea where its residents depend
on their sheep for survival. They shear their sheep and sell the wool to obtain income.
High rainfall is found in summer months where the highest raifnfall 86.6mm is found in
February and the lowest rainfall 7.9 mm is found in winter month July. Temperatues are
quite extreme as in summer temperatures rise up to 38° Celsius and drop down to minus
6° Celsius in winter. Vegetation is decribed as sour veld and that means managemnet in

terms of feeding must be properly employed especially in winter for livestock production.
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Table 5.2 shows the household demographic frequencies. These household head
demographic variables include gender, marital status, educational level and employment
status of the household head and are referred to as categorical variables. These variables

are discussed into details in the following sections of the study.

5.2.1 Gender distribution among household heads

Question was included in the study to determine the gender distribution of the household
heads. Gender is important because it is an important determinant of the nature of .
household decision on enterprise choice and resource allocation, among others (Besta,
Belete & Doni 1999).

The results that are presented in Ta there were a larger proportion of
male respondents (59%) as opposed This figure shows that a relatively

large percentage of males are involved ‘ep production than females. In most

cases especially in rural ar%%géﬁ?il“f@&eldtam ﬂ;@actice that is undertaken
by males only. Females are regafisgetsheesnanikleclie tagng care of or doing domestic

work in their homes. Cooking family meal and cleaning the family house are among the

work females are associated with and farming is predominantly the male activity.

5.2.2 Age of household head

Age factor plays a vital role in agriculture. Agriculture is always associated with older
people. According to Randela (2005) the age of the household head is an important
aspect in agriculture because it determines experience one has in a certain type of
farming. Older people have better experiences in agricultural activities than younger
people in that they know the social and physical environments better than younger
people. However, Romuld and Sandham (1996) argued that young people are more
adaptable and willing than older people to try out new innovations since old people

believe in their old cultural way of doing things.
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5.3 Arable land isssues and ownership of sheep

This section discusses issues such as number of sheep owned by households, availability
of arable land, nature by which the arable land was obtained, use of arable land for

production of feed and frequency of producing feed on the arable land.

5.3.1 Number of sheep owned by households

Number of sheep owend is important in determining the quantity of wool-that can be

produced by a farmer. However, the quantity of wool is not of great importance if the

quality of that wool is of lower g can have a negative impact on
incomes.

Table 5.4: Distribution of househol... '.-.Jers

Number of sheep Frequency Percent
1-49 [AVEISILY Ol FOI'T I'lidde)
50-99 0§ e 5.0
100-149 3 3.0
150-199 4 4.0
200-249 0 0
250-299 0 0
300-349 1 1.0
350-399 1 1.0

Source: Field survey 2012

The majority (66%) of farmers or households on the survey own less than 49 sheep as
shown in Table 5.4. The total number of households on the survey who were found to
own sheep between 100 and 149 were only 3, while those who owned sheep between 150
and 199 were only 4. Those households that were found to have large numbers of sheep

between 300 and 349 as well as between 350 and 399 were only 2.
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