SRI LANKA

SURVEY OF
MILK PRODUCTION
1986/87

) ‘Gampaha District

DEPARTMENT OF CENSUS AND STATISTICS
MINISTRY OF PLAN IMPLEMENTATION



PREFACE

. A Pilot Suryey on milk produ'ctilo.n was carried out in the Gam-
paha District during the month of November, 1986.The dearth-of basic in-

formation related to the livestock sector in Sri Lanka and the increasing de-

mand for reliable statistics in this field prompted the Department to conduct
this survey which is expected to be carried out district by district during the
next few years. The main objective of the survey was to obtain basic infor-

mation such as the size and structure of the bovine population and to build

up a suitable base ta estimate the milk production.

This report contains mainly statistical tables pertaihing i_o the

Cattle/Buffaloe population by variety and by A.G.A. Divisions. An attempt -

was made to present the prevailing situation- of livestock farming in the
district by indicating the availability and use of essential facilities such as
feed, shelter and veterinary services. It is hoped that the brief glimpse in to

the difficulties encountered by the livestock farmers will be of use to plan-

ners, policy makers and researchers in this field.’

The planning and execution of this survey and the analysis of
the kesults was done by-the staff of the Agriculture Division -of the Depart- -
ment under the advice and guidance of the Additional Director Mr. A.A.D.C.
Yasasiri and Députy Director Mr. S. Sangarapillai. The held work of the -
survey was successfully: completed by a team of officers of the department
which included Investigators from. the Head Office in addition to the staff .
of the district statistical office. The survey work was supervised by Assis-
tant Director, Mr. A.M.U. Dissanayake with the Senior Statisticians of the
Agriculture Division. The report was prepared by Mrs, A.P. de Silva, Stat-
istician and Miss. Mahila Perera, Statistical Officer with the assistance of .
Statistical Investigators, Mrs. Rani Mahendran, Mr. M.H. Gunatilleke, Miss.
Hema Rodrigo, Mrs. Somilatha de Silva, Mr. Mayadunne and Clerks Mrs. G.
Krishnakanthj and Mrs. Tekla Mahindadasa. The printing of this report
was done by the staff of the Printing Division. under the direction of the
Assistant Director, Mr. K. Siripala. A

_ ) RBM. Korale
Director of Census & Statistics.
Departrrient of Census & Sfatistics,

No. 6, Albert Crescent,
Colombo 7. '

15th February, 1988. '
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"INTRODUCTION

. Milk is the most- wholesome food commodity which is an absolute necessity

for the growing children while it is @ major source of ‘vital nutrients for the adolescents.

The recent consumption surveys reveal that the monthly demand for milk is about 13.5
million litres. The National Milk Board with its island wide network of collection centres
collected about 67.5 million litres of milk during the year 1985 while the government had
spent more than 700 million rupees t9 |mport milk powder and other dairy products.

" The demand for milk is steadily increasing with the population growth and with increasing

nutritional awareness among people. Hence an urgent need to intensify dairy farming.

In Sri ‘Lanka, large scale cattle breeding is nota common feature and mostly

livestock rearing is done in conjunction with food crops cultivation as a secondary activity
- by small farmers where the cattle provides a supplementary source of income. Anyhow
-cattle breeding seems to be a worthwhile enterprise for the landless labourers in the coconut

estates. Hence development strategies on cattle rearing and dairy farming will have a fa-
vourable |mpact on the living standards of the small farmers and land-less labourers.

The importance of expansion and improvements in hvestock development is
strongly felt and both government and private organizations have embarked on. many a
laudable project to strengthen and promote cattle breeding during the recent past. Due to
dearth of complete and reliable statistics on cattle population and milk production, plan-
ners, policy makers and researchers are confronted. with a serious constraint and as a re-

-sult the development programmes invariably ends up for short of their expected goal.

- The Departhnent of Census & Statistics has been engaged in the collection of
data pertaining to the livestock population and dairy products from early 1950’s. But these
are limited to subjective estimates provided by the field officers which are of unknown

.reliability. Since these annual estimates had proved to be unrealistic, the department felt

the necessity to conduct district-wise surveys to assess the situation. Hence this pilot
survey was carried out in the Gampaha district during the month of November 1986 where
detail information about the Neat Cattle & Buffaloes of different 'varieties were collected.

- Special emphasis was laid on the cows milked during the reference period. since the main

objective of the survey was to estimate the milk production. Hence detail information
was sought from this category. The reasons for not taking milk when the cows have the
potential to produce milk was aiso investigated so as to provnde useful guide lines to policy

planners interested in boostlng milk productlon

Factors which influenze the milk production such’ as the feed given to the mil-
king cows, use of veterinary services and the availability of marketing channels to sell dairy

“products was also investigated. An attempt was also made to gather. information on income,

labour, other agrlcultural activities of the operator’s household and major problems faced
by the farmers. :



2. OBJECTIVES OF THE SURVEY
The main objectives of the survey are:

~(a) To collect comprehensive data on the composition of cattle/buffaloe
' population by varieties viz. local, Indian cross and European cross.

(b) To build up a suitable base to estimate the milk production of different .
.. varieties of cattle/buffaloes.

(¢) To identify the prdblems/constraints faced by livestock operators which
will be useful-forpolicy planning and research on this sector. '

3. CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS
LIVESTOCK OPERATOR

Livestock operator is a person responsible for the management of livestock
irrespective of the ownership. Here only Neat Cattle and Buffaloes are considered as live- -
stock. The operator may himself tend to the livestock or he may not do any physical
labour at all but only direct day to day operations. : : :

~ LIVESTOCK HOLDING

. Livestock holding is the herd of animals managed by ‘the operator. The
' holding may consist of one or more cattle/buffaloes. ' :

4. COVERAGE

The survey'c'qvéréd all. the A.G.A. divisions in the Gampaha district.

5. REFERENCE PERIOD

) The day 'prior 1o the Interviewer's visit was considered as the reference period
for all purposes except for income and veterinary services for which the year ending in
October, 1986 and the ‘last three months prior to the survey were used as respective re-

ference periods.

6. SAMPLE DESIGN

A single stage PPS (Probability Proportional to size) sampling design was adop-
ted in the selection of the sampling units for this survey. Census Blocks formed at the
1881 Census of Population were considered as sampling units, and the cattle and buffaloe
population estimated by the 1982 Census of Agriculture was used as sizes for the determina-
tion of the sample. The thirteen A.G.A. divisions of the district were treated as.thirteen



admmlstratwe strata. Hundred and ten census blocks was selected from the small holdings
sector which included all the eighteen census blocks with more than 100 cattle/buffaloe as
recorded at the 1982 Census of Agriculture. Elghty two sampling units was selected from
the Census blocks with size less than 100 and these were allocated among the different

 strata according to the proportion of cattle/buffaloe population in them.

. Ten Sampling units was selected from the zero blocks (census blocks where
no livestock holdings were reported at the ‘82 Census of Agrlculture) Out of the 3568 es-
tates recorded in the Gampaha district” eighteen estates were found to be having fifty or

. more animals according to the Agrlcu}lture Census and they were absorbed into the sample .

with certainty while 2% of the remaining estates were selected following a similar method
as done for the small holdings. Altogether the sample comprised of 110 census blocks from
the small holdings sector and 25 estates from the estate sector. All the census blocks se-_
lected for the sample were completely enumerated ' :

7. ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

' ~The 13 A.G.A. divisions were taken as administrative strata and within a
stratum a further segregation was done by sub stratification according to small holdings and
estates.The size measures used at the selection of sampling units were applied to individual
estimates -of a characterustsc computed from the survey data to obtaln estrmates at sub,

. strata level.

Suppose Y is the characteristic to be estlmated Y can be the number of milk-
ing cows, other cows, bulls etc. in the small holdings sector of a partlcular A.G.A. leISIOﬂ
The estimate of Y for the whoIe A.G.A. dwusron is given by,

A. . ) - . h N
Y =. st + _ch.+ ,vzb.
where
Yep = Component of Y estimated from the sample of blocks.:
Yep = Component of Y derived from the blocks selected with certainity.
Y,p = - Component of 'Y estimated from the sample of zero blocks.
N o 3 . . th - .th
‘Yij- = Value of characteristic Y in the J'' household of the i*"" block.
Y; =  Value of characteristic Y inthe i*"block. -
.’\ ' M o . :
Yoo = e——— E Y /MP Where P is the probablllty of selecting
m =1

=1 , ith block and m is the number of blocks
selected in the A. G A. DMsnon



responded m the -th
the total number of households in the

} where n; is the number of households
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block
N; N.
Z E Y -t Where - 'ﬁ'.' is the correction
P n; | factor for non-response in the
| ith block
1 m_ Ni' 1 i
= E_‘_ —_—) Y'l
m =1 n. P
o S

= ——. —_— - ¥Yi - where Pi = e
mOET s i s

Si. - = Size of the it block in the number of cattle and buffaloes in the iMblock
~ according to the census of Agriculture 1982.

S = (Total No. of Cattel + Buffaloes in the small holdings) ~

* (Total No. of Cattle + Buffaloes in the blocks selected with certaintity)

According to the ‘82 Census of Agriculture.

Yeb = Sum of the values'of‘Y from all the blocks selected with certainity.
/\' : 10
Yo . = Np 1Y v,110
z="1
whereY, = Value ofy for the z hzem blnck selected fhr the ;ample _
n, ; ' : ' .
( = . B . th
: 2. vzj ) wh‘ere n, is the no. of households in the 2 block)

7=1

2
1

 No. of zern blacks in the A.G.A. division.

Livestock populatlon were estimated for the small holdings sector at A. G A.

division level and the estate sector at district level. Similar method of computatlon was

followed for the estate sector too.

the block and Nj is




In the case of daily average m|Ik productlon per cow a welghted average of
difierent varieties of cattle/buffaloe was worked out. '

)

If the daily average milk production per cow is X for the A.G.A. division, it

- is given by, _
-1 - - -
X = o UXL* 0t X+ g X
Where - |
where ;(L = Average milk prodﬁctioh per cow (Iocal).

| ).z| = Averagé milk production per cow ( l}ndi.an cross).’

o -)-(E' =  Average milk production bér cow (Europeaﬁ cross).
n_ = 'No: ’of cows (Ibcal) milkéd'ét pfesent_. .
n = No. of cows (Indian cross) millked.at present. A
ng = No. of cows (Euro_b'ean cross) milked at present.
n = nL+n|~+n.E

8. THESURVEY'QUESTIONNAIRE

The questlonnalre contained fifteen sections where the flrst two parts are-for
the identification data of the operator while the other thirteen parts were designed to.col-
lect detail information about his herd, the facilities available for dairy farming and the prob-

lems and hardships encountered by h|m The *eFmat—of—tvhe—quesngnnawe—is-gwemrrthe‘ap
peﬂdm—e#-t—hts—rerport

The main features of the questionnaire are described belbw. .

: - Question 3 was designed to collect the complete break down of the composi-
tion of cattle and buffaloe population of the district. For ‘instance, milch cows were -
classified into four mutually exclusive categories viz. cows milked.at present, -.cows not
milked but producing milk at present, dry cows and pregnant heifers. The intention was to
get the proportion of animals who actually produce milk out of the total number kept for

that purpose. Data was also collected for bulls, heifers and calves accordmg to their variety

group namely Local, Indian cross and European cross.

Question four dealt with the mllkmg cows only and detall |nformat|on was -
sought in respect of each animal such as it's variety, daily milk production, age and birth
order of calf and lactatlon perlod of previous calving. Data was also collected about the

~ daily ‘coliection, distribution and sale of liquid milk and other dairy products in questions

five and six. Question seven deals with the types and quantity of feed supplied to the cows
milking at present. It was intended to study the relatlonshlp of y|e|d with feed of dlfferent
varieties of cows. : :



An attempt was made in question eight to get some information about the la-
bour force engaged in dairy farming. The reasons for not taking milk from the cows which
have the ability to produce milk is‘investigated in question nine. Question ten was designed

to assess the monetory benefits by comparing the income generated by cattle breedmg with .

the other sources of income.

The aspect of shelter is checked in question eleven by collecting data on the
availability and nature of.cattle sheds. The awareness and use of veterinary services are

mvestugated in questions twelve and thirteen. Further the question of easy accessibility is

also probed to ascertain the poss|b|I|ty of gettrng prompt attentlon at a-crucial hour.

It is observed that most of the daury farmers are engaged in other agncultural
activities such as cultivation of food crops and rearing other kinds of livestock or poultry.
In question-fourteen: information was sought on these agricultural activities of the opera-
tor’s household while the avarlablllty of grazing land was also checked. ’

-Dairy production is the main objectlve of cattle breeding and it is essential to
spotlight the constraints which hinder further expansions in this sector. it is expected to

identify the operators’ problems in questlon fifteen so. that the responsible authormes can

explore ways and means of overcomlng them

9. | DATA COLLECTION PROCEDURE

Field work of the. survey was carried out durlng the month of November
1986. Trained Statistical Investigators were used as ‘enumerators in this survey and each
Investigator was assigned at most five census blocks. They visited each and every house-
" hold in the selected census blocks and estates. Their primary task was to identify the
livestock operators during these visits. There were cases where more than one livestock
operator was found in a household. A -questionnaire was completed for each of these

operators. The inquiries were formulated in such'a manner so as to enable the enumerator

to cross check the data supplied by the operator in respect of the most important factors

Stanstucrans and Statistical Off:cers of the Agnculture Division were appoin-
ted as Supervisors and intensive supervision was carried out in at least one block out of the
number of census blocks assigned to an enumerator. The supervisor visited several house-

" holds within a selected block and perfected at least one questionnaire to check the accu-
racy of the information collected by the enumerator. ) - :

'10. ANALYSIS OF SURVEY RESULTS .-

1544 cattle/buffaloe operators were canvassed by trained investiga'tors thr.ough-r

out the district during the survey. The information gathered were used to estimate the cat-
tle/buffaloe population and milk production. In addition this information helped to study
the problems, aspirations and grievances harboured by these operators. Several statistical
tables were prepared on the - ancilliary information which will given an opportunity

to get a realistic picture about many aspects related to Dairy farming and Cattle breedlng'

which may have escaped the attention of relevant authormes




-

10.1 BOVINE POPU LATION

The total bovme populatnon for the Gampaha district was estimated as 101 424
of ‘which neat cattle constltuted 73 percent while buffaloe population accounted for 27
percent. Out of the total populatlon of 73,749 neat cattle 11,315 or 15.3 percent were cows

‘mllked durlng the survey period. In comparison only 180 or 0.65 percent of the total

buffaloe population fell into the category of cows milked showing clearly that buffaloe
rearing is mostly carried out for agricultural and other uses in this district. The census of
agriculture carried out in 1982 indicated similar structural pattern in the bovine population.

It revealed that 71% of the total bovine population were neat cattle and 17.5% of this

number fell into ‘the category of milking cows. But in the case of buffaloes which accoun-

ted for 29 percent of the total bovine populatton in the district, 2.4 percent were consi-

dered as milking cows at present. The survey data indicate that the percentage of mllkmg .
cows at present in the case of buffaloes is stil! d|m|n|sh|ng in this area.

10.1 (a) Neat Cattle

The neat cattle population is concentrated in. six A.G.A. divisions where
Dlvulapmya takes a predominant place with the highest number of cattle. Mmuwangoda

‘ Mmgama and Katana are also popular areas for cattle breedmg

The total neat cattle population comprises of 367 milch cows, 5% other cows,
22% bulls, 12% heifers and 23% calves (table 1). 95% of these neat cattle are found in the
small holdings sector while 5% are accounted by the estate sector comprlsmg mainly of
coconut estates. :

10.1 (b) Bufféloes '

Gampaha A.G.A. division takes the lead in rearing buffaloes while Uivulapitiya
and Weke also have achieved prominence by recording more than 4000 heads each: |t is
obvious that milking of buffaloes is a very rare activity in this district where only a few
A.G.A. divisions "have recorded mllkmg cows which is also very small in number. Buffa-
loes are kept primarily for field work such as ploughmg and threshing and to be used for
the tile industry which is quite a populaf economic activity in this distriét

The total buffaloe population comprises of 17% mllch cows 24% other cows,
41% bulls, ‘5% heifers and 10% calves (table 3). 98% of buffaloe populatlon are found in
the small holdings sector whnle 2% are accounted by the es‘tate sector.

10.2 MILK PRODUCTION

The average milk production of a milking cow is influenced by factors such as
the variety or breed of the cow, type and amount of feed supplied, climatic conditions,
birth order of the calf, duration and point of lactation etc. . Variety or breed of the cow is
considered to ‘be one of the major variables which determine the yield and hence it was

_thought a worthwhile study to be included™in the survey. A significant difference in the

yield can be distinguished between the varieties.



10.2 (a) Neat Cattle

The different breeds of neat cattle were classified under-three broad categories
viz. Lotal, Indian cross and European cross according to their origin. The average daily
milk production per cow in ‘litres are 1.5, 3.3 and 3.2 in respect of the varieties - Local,
Indian cross and European cross respectively. - The percentage contribution of the above .
three varieties to the population of milking cows at present are 58%, b and 376 res:

~ pectively. The total daily milk production is ‘estimated as 24,088 litres in the Gampaha

district. - _ -

'1(_).2 (b) Buffaloe

Local and Indian Cross are the two distinct varieties available in the case of
buffaloes. The daily average milk production records a remarkable variation according to
the variety. The population of milking cows at present comprises of 1 of local cows and
- 99% cows of Indian origin. The average daily milk production per cow in litres are 2 and
3.9 in respect of the varieties - Local and Indian cows, The total daily milk production is
estimated as 889 litres in the Gampaha district. '

10.3 DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK

Divulapitiya A.G.A. division takes the lead in rearing. neat cattle as well as
buffaloes. It is followed by Minuwangoda and Attanagalla’ A.G.A. divisions. Gampaha,
Mirigama and Weke are also quite favourable areas for this industry while Ja-ela, Kela-
niva, Negombo and Wattala A.G.A. divisions contribute in a rather small way. The agro
‘ecological pattern as well as the availability of grazing land, cropping patterns and other
economic activities of the peasantry are the main factors which determine the distribution
of livestock.Divulapitiya ‘with its vast areas of coconut land provides adequate amounts of
grazing land while the nature of work of the rural folk which is mainly cultivation requires

the use of cattle for both labour and manure.

~10.4 DISTRIBUTION OF MILK

The total milk production in the Gampaha district is estimated at 25,885
litres per day. 46% of this production according to the survey is sold to milk collecting
centres where the major supply comes ‘from Divulapitiya and Mirigama A.G.A. divisions.
‘28% of the milk production is sold to private individuals or boutiques while the remain-
ing 26% is utilized for home consumption. - .

10.5 DISTRIB!JTION OF LABOUR FORCE BY SEX

it is apparent th_at unpaid family members constitute ‘the back bone of the
labour forceiengaged in rearing livestock in the Gampaha district where more than 934 of
the operators are small holders. Out of the 94% of the labour force failing into the cate-
gory of unpaid workers 85% are males, 12 are -females and 34 are children. Only 6.2% of
the workers were paid for their services and 86+% of the paid workers were males, 4% females
“and 10% children. ~ = ' |



. The composmon of labour force by sex constituted of 857% males 124 fe-
males. Children assisting their parents to ease the household burden.claimed the remaining
3% af the work force. The average number of hours spent daily on chores related to cattle
breeding varies with sex as well as the category of worker. It is 4.3 hrs./day for paid male
workers and 3.1 hrs./day for unpaid male workers. Similarly it is estimated as 3.1 hrs./day
and 2.4 hrs./day for paid and unpaid female workers. Children contributed by working
almost 4 hrs. per day. : -

‘'10.6 INCOME GENERATED.BY DAIRY PRODUCTION

Dairy production wh|ch includes milk products such as curd, yoghurt and ice
cream in addition to fresh milk is a steady source which can generate substantial ‘monetory
benefits if properly carried out. But the survey reveals that the majority of the dairy
farmers in the Gampaha district have not considered this avenue as a worth while entef-
prise. A meagre 5% of the dairy farmers claim that it is their main source of income while
it provides an additional income to 52 of them. 426 of the dairy farmers have stated that
they gamed no monetory benefit at all. : .

10.7 NATURE OF CATTLE SHEDS .

A special feature that was observed is that a shed was found to be available very
rarely for male species and in the case of buffaloes it is difficult to find even fo_f cows, 551
of the livestock holdings had no shed at all while 28% had a shed of a temporary nature.
Only 16% of the holdings were recorded as providing permanent sheliter to the animals.

10.8 VETERINARY SERVICES '

Veterinary services are a vital factor which influenze cattle breeding to a great
extent. The small holder who is largely responsible for the cattle and buffaloe rearing. in
this country should be enlightened to the preventive and curative aspects of veterinary care.
Further he should be advised about the benefits he can gain by the extension programmes
to educate the small farmer on .improved varieties of fodder and other related practnces'
required to get maximum potential of the avallable resources.

It is an eye opener and should attract the attention of the authorities respon-
sible to observe that 86% of the operators in the Gampaha district are aware of veterinary
services, but only 9% have used at least one of the veterinary services - treatment, vaccina-
tion, pregnancy diagnosis, artificial insemination extension programs during the. ‘three months
period preceding the survey. Although the operators seem to be reluctant to seek the ser-
vices of the veterinarians, the veterinary officers are located in close proximity and are
easily accessible to the majority of operators. 57% of the operators live within a radius of
5 miles to a veterinary office while only 4% of the operators claim that they have to travel °
more than 10 miles to reach the nearest veterinary office. It is regrettable to observe that
even under such favourable conditions the majority of the livestock operators prefer tradi-
tional methods to modern technology. Lack of co-ordination between the veterinary staff
and the livestock operators may be one-of the probable reason for this situation. The re-
* levent authority should make an attempt to take remedial steps early so as to revive a much
needed industry.



10.9 OTHER AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES

It is seen that the majority of the cattle breeders are engaged in some other ag-
ricultural activities in addition to rearing of cattle and buffaloe. It is obvious that the small
holder household finds it economical to have another agricultural activity in conjunction
with cattle breeding since the monetory income derived from it will only supplement the
family budget. Only 8% of the operator households are recorded as not having any other
agricultural activity whereas’ 27% claimed to be engaged in both cultivation and animal
husbandry while 65% ‘were engaged in either cultivation or some other kind of animal
husbandry. The most popular other agricultural activities were found to be the cultivation
of paddy, coconut and raising poultry.

10.10. ANIMAL FEED

The survey reveals that the cattle breeders of the Gampaha district largely
depend on green fodder for feeding even the milking cows. It was observed that while green
fodder was the most ‘popular type of feed, poonac and rice bran is also widely used by a
fair proportion of operators. Feed concentrates such as compound feed and mineral mix
are very seldomly given even to the milking cows of improved varieties such as Indian cross
and European cross. They are hardly given to the local cows.

As the quality of animal feed has a direct impact on milk production and since

the small holder is not in a position to afford expensive feed concentrates it is essential to

_develop our pasture lands to increase the quantity and quality of grren fodder. If green

_fodder is available in abundance for free grazing which is the common practice in this dis-

trict and if poonac and rice bran can be supplied at a reasonable price a higher yield can be
expected specially from the improved varieties. o ' A

10.11 MILKING COWS NOT MILKED

It is-observed that 7.6% of milch cows in the category ‘Neat Cattle’ and 14.4%
of milch cows in the cétegory ‘Buffaloes’ are not milked although they have the ability to
produce milk. 15% of the operators who have such animals think that their animals do not
produce sufficient quantity of milk to make it a worthwhile exercise while 13% of the
operators complain of non-availability of marketing facilities for fresh milk. ‘Another 13%
of these operators said that lack labour 'facilities-fo‘r milking and majority of them i.e.
.about 54% give other reasons such as lack of feed, no practice of taking buffaloe milk, use
of these cows as draught animals and the untimely death of the calf etc. :

"10.12 MAJOR CONSTRAINTS ‘

Dairy production is the most important output of cattie rearing and hence it
was thought appropriate to investigate the obstacles encountered by the operators which
prevent them in expanding it. * 26% of the cattle breeders have disclosed that the Iacklof
land is the main difficulty which hindered further expansion. As the major portjon of our
cattle breeders fall into the categories of small farmers and landless labourers and since the

10



main feed they supbly to their animals is green fodder the pressure on land creates a genuine

- problem for dairy development. Lack of capital to set up a dairy farm is another constraint

which deprived 15% of the operators further improvements in this activity. Non availability
of Hi bred animals and the lack of .labour are also major constraints Wthh d|scouraged
operators to a certain extent.. : : : '

LIMITATIONS OF THE SURVEY

The number of sampling units per A.G.A. division was allocated proportionate-
ly to the livestock population recorded at the Census of Agriculture, 1982, Ja-ela, Kelaniya,
Negombo, and Wattala A.G.A. divisions recorded very low proportion of livestock popula- -
tion with respect to the total for the district and hence the number of sampling units allo-
cated for them were 2, 1, 3 and 3 respectively. As such, it is not possible to get estimates
for each of those A.G.A. duvnsrons and hence they were Iumped together and considered
asone stratum : : '

Only-a limited number of zero blocks was selected for the survey. But it was
observed that most of the selected zero blocks had a reasonably high population of cattle

“and buffaloes and a “significant difference between the selécted zero blocks and the others
could . not be seen as expected. Since there is a time span.of 4 years after the Census of

Agriculture was conducted, there may have been a considerable change on livestock rearing
in the zero blocks too so that they no longer can be categorized as blocks with no such

.activity. Hence a larger sample.isrequired to study the situation in the zero blocks.

11
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. Table 1
. NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS {SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

.Milch Cows Other Cows rlleife-rs not Pregnant A'Stu(_l 'Bul]‘.s-
_A.G.A. . : : * - f
Divisinon L 1 E Total % L I E'J’ Total % L I E Totfxl X L 'E Total
Attanagalla 1426 165 530 . 2121 35 140 - 36 176 3 860 11.}5’ 341 ‘ 1336 23 21 6 27
Biyagama 613 30 764 1407 27 - - - - - 151 10 1573 ° 1734 - 347 - 9 9
'Divﬁlapitiya 3512 506 - 1100 5118 40 477 22 48 547 4 873 132 . 187 1192 9 21 7 28
Gampaha '1580 }04 26? 1952 36 254 - 45 " 209 5 2_24 6 25 255 'S5 45 6 51
Katana 2407 - 734 3141 46 193 - - 193: 3 é95 8 31 734 10 172 8 180
Mahara ¢ 775 84 3‘..33 . 125‘2 34 48 - 107 ) ’ 1556 4 - .206 10 38 254 8 02 10 12
minuwangoda 2131 267 890 3288 33 878 171 136 . 1185 12 822 220 151 i-193 13 4’35 6 441
Miriéama . 1300 . 176 82:)3 2309 37 633 35 21 . 689 11 263 22 143 428 7. 25 . 41 77
Weke 1735 - 585 2320 38 157 - 21 " 178 . 3 515 . 47 93 655 » 11 -~ 4 - 4
Ja-Ela |
Kelanira 1010 35 652 2606 33| 150 - - 150 2 |- 1001 13 24 1038 13 - 35 35
Negamho
Wattala
' District Total - 17398 1367 . 6749 25514 36 2930. 228 414 3572 5 5610 603 2606 8819 13 731 132 864
. L = Local Cattle 1 Indian Cross E European Cross
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Table 1 {Contd.)
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS (SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

Other Bu.lls Male Calves - Female Calveé' 'rétﬂ %I-:'eatr Cattle
A.G.A. : : - ‘ .
Division L I E Total % L 1 E_ Total % L I E. Total = % L 1 E Total %
Attanagalla -1273 93 - 164 1530 56 2é1 57 71 389 - é 'ézo 71 128" 419 7 l>4201 521 _'1276 5998 100
Biyagama: 764 - 49" 753 15 525 1 119° 645 12 3 -29 578 610 . 12 . 1996 70 369’2 . 5158 ;60.
Divulapitiya 2422- 199 378 2099 24 (1039 43 » 373 1455 12 808 206‘ 339 1353 11 | o152 1108 2432 12692 100
" Ganpaha ' 1218. 300 185 1703 31 | 495 60 20 °. 575 10 ' 389 60 191 640 12 4205 530 .740 5475 100
_ Katana 452 148 93 " - 693 10 | 882 - 265 1147 17 | 602 - 195 797 ‘1'2 5403. 156 1320-‘ 6885 100
Mahara .79 23 42 844 23 éoz - 88 690 19 (228 91 120 439 ‘13 2640 208 798 3646 100
.Minuwgi.ngodﬂ 1434 193 133 1760 17 [ 722 30- 126 878 ' 8 [ 675 101 588 1364 13 ' 7097 982 2030 10109 100
‘Mirigama 1215 69 . 28 1312. 21 | 503 90 107 790 12 | 290 174 149 615 11 43.29> 567 1322 éém 100
Weke 1436 - 81 15i7 ‘25 | 491 - '129 620 10 | 639 - 161 800 ia 4973 47 1074 . 6094 100
Ja-Ela o '
Helaniva ' 1519 12' 181 1712 22 [ 1025 18 325 1368: 17| es9 12 311 982 13| 6273 20 1528 7891 100
Negambo :
Wattala
District Total- :iz;4sz 1037 13.54 14823 2i 6635 299 1623 8557 12 | 4513 744 27,6.0 8017 12 | 50269 4279 _15615 70166 10Q
L = Local Cattle 1 = Indian Cross E = European bfosé
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“Table 1.1

NEAT CATTLE POPULATION.BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - ATTANAGALLA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety of Cattle
Category Local " Indiah Cross European Crosé Total

Number 9 Number o Number L Number o
Milch Cows 1426 - 67 . 165 8 530 25 2121 100
Other Cows 140 80 - - 36 20 176 100
Heifers (not prégnant) 860 . 64 135 10 - 341 - 26 1336 " 100
Stud Bulls 21 78 - - 6 22 - 27 100

. Other Bulls 1273 33 93 6 164 11 1530 ' 100
Male Calves '261 G7 57 ' 15 71 18 ‘389 100
Female Calves 220 .53 71 17 128 30 419 100
Total 4201 70 521 9 1276 ' 21 5998 100
‘ "Table 1.2 )
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - BIYAGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety of Cattle
Category’ Local Indian Cross European Cross | -Total
Number % - Number . % "Number § % Number o7

Milch Cows: - 613 44 30 2 764 = 54 1407 - 100 '
Other :Cows - - - - - - - -
Heiférsi(not pregnant) 151 9, 10 1 1573 90’ 1734 . ' 100
Stud Bulls - - - - 8 100 9. 100
Other .Bulls 704 93 S - - 49 7 753 100
Male Calves - 525 81 01 - 119 19 645 - 100
Female Calves . "3 -1 29 5 ‘578 94 610 100
Total 1996 39 70 1 3092 60 5158 100

14




(SMALL HOLD!ING SECTOR) -

Table 1.3
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY’ CATEGORY
DIVULAPITIYA AG.A. DIVISION

Variety qf Cattle

- Cateogry Local Indian‘Cross European Cross - Total
Number g Number LA Number 9 - Number .9
Milch Cows - 3512 69 506 10 | 1100 . - 21 [ 5118 100
‘Other Cows. 477 87 ‘22 . 4 | as o 547 100
Heifers (not pregnant) | ~873. 73 132 11 187 16 1192 100"
Stud Bulls ' 21 25 IR 07 ' 25 28 100
Other Bulls 2422 . 81 199 7 378 12 2999 100
Male Calves 1039 71 43 3 373 26 | . 1455 100
Female Calves 808 = 60 206 15 339 - 25 1353 100
Total - 9152 72 1108 9 2432 19 12692 100
Table 1.4
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - GAMPAHA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety of Cattle
Category Local Indian Cross European Cross Total
’ Number - % |Number g Number % | Mumber 9

Milch Cows 1580 81 104 5 268 14 1952 100
.Other Cows 254 85 | - - 45 15 209 100

Heifers (not pregnant) 224 . 88 6 2 25 10 255 100
'Stud Bulls | a5 - ss - - 6 12 ‘51 100
' Other Bulls - 1218 72 300 = 18 185 10 1703 100
‘Male Calves 495 86| .60  1i .20 3 575 100 °

Female Calves 389 - 60 . 60 10 191 30 . 640 100

Total - 4205 ° 77 | 530 10 . 740 13 5475 .100
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'NEAT CATTLE POPULATIO

Table 1.5

N BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGURY

(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - KATANA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety of Cattle

208 6

Category Local Indian Cross European Cross . Total

Number % Number 9 Number % Number @ .

‘ Milch Cows 2407 77 - - 734 23 3141 100

Other Cows 193' 100 - - - - 193 100

Heifers (not pregnant) " 695 95 - 8 1 31 T4 734 100

Stud Bulls 172 96 - - 8 4 180 100

Other Bulls' 452 65 148 21 93 14 693 100

Male Calves 882 77 - - 265 23 1147 100

Female Calves 802 176 - - 195 24 797 100
Total 5403 78 | 156 02 1326 20 6885 100

- _ Table 1.6 -
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MAHARA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety of Cattle
Cétegory Local Indian Cro$s~ European Cross Total

Number &% Number a ~ Nunmber- % Number %

Milch Cows 775 62 84 7 393 31 1252 100

" Other Cows 48 31 - - 107 69 155 100

Heifers(not pregnant) 206 81 10 4 ¢ 38 15 254 100

Stud Bulls 02 17 - - 10 83 12 100

Other Bulls 779 92 23 3 42 5 844 100

Male Calves 602 .87 - - 88 13 690 100

Female Calves 228 52 91 21 120 27 439 100

Total 2640 72 798 22 3646 100
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. Table 1.7 L
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MINUWANGODA A.G.A. DIVISION

- Variety of Cattle

Total

Category - “Local Indian Cross| European Cross

Number % | Number 4 | Number 9 . Number %

‘Milch Cows 2131 -65 267 108 890 27 3288 100
Other Cows -878 74 2171 14 | . 136 12 1185 100
Heifers (not pregnant) 822 69 220 18 151 13 1193 100
Stud Bulls 435 99 - - 6 1 441 100
Other Bulls . 1434 81 193 11 133 08, 1760 - 100
Male Calves '722 82 230 03 126 15 878 100
* Female Calves 675 49 101 8. 588 43 1364 100
Total 7997 70 982' 16 2030 20 10109 100

, Table 1.8 '
NEAT CATTLE POPU LATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
- (SMALL HOLDlNG_ SECTOR) - MIRIGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION
Vafiety.of,CattleA
Category Local Ihdian Cross Eufopean Cross Total
" Number 4% Number % | Number g Number %
Milch Cows 1300 56 176 8| -833 36 2309 100
Other Cows 633 92 [ .35 5 | 21 3 689 100
Heifers (not pregnanf)' 263 62 - 22 5 143 33 428 106
Stud Bulls 35 45 | 1 1 41 54 . 77 100
Other Bulls 1215 93 69 - - 5 . 28 2 1312 - 100 .

Male Calves 593 75 90 11 107 . i4 790 100
' Female Calves 290 48 174 . 28 149 24 613 100
Total 4320 70 | 567 10 | 1322° .20 6218 - 100
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’ " Table 1.9 :
NEAT CATTLE POPU LATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
{SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) — WEKE A.G. A. DIVISION

Variety of Cattle
Category - _‘ Local Indian Cross | European Cross Total

Number 9, Numbér 9, Number A Number %
Milch Cows : 1735 75| - - - 585 25 2320 100
Other Cows " 157 88 - - 21 12 178 -
Heifers -(not pregnant) 515 79 47 -7 - 93 14 655. 100
Stud Bulls o - - - - ' 4 - 4 100
Other Bulls - . 1436 95 - - - 81 05 1517 100
Male Calves 491 79 - . 12 . 129 21 620 100
Female Calves ' 639 80 | - 15 161 20 800 100
Total - 4973 82| 47 1 | 1074 17 | ‘6094 100

~ Table 1.10 : _
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY .
: ) (SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
- A.G.A. DIVISIONS - KELANIYA, JA-ELA, WATTALA, NEGOMBO:
Variety of Cattle
Category ’ . _ TLocal ) Indian Cross| European Cross 'TotaT

Humber % " Number- %. Number % " Number %
Milch Cows 1919 74 35 . 1 652 25 2606 100
Other Cows 150 100 - - - - -150 100
Heifers (not pregnant) | 1001 96 | 13 2 24 .2 1038 100
Stud Bulls _ - - - - 35 - 35 100 .
Other Bulls o 1519 89 12’ 1 - 181 - 10 1712 100
Male Calves ©= . 1025 75 18 1 325 24 1368 100
Female Calves . 659 67 12 - 1 311 32 982 100
Total ‘ - -~ 6273 79 | 90 . 2| 1528 19 7891 100
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Table 2

POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY A.G. A DIVISION

{SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

o . l prs Milking at Present : l Cows not Milkgd buf Producing
A.G.A, Division | i . Milk at Present
: Local . Indian’ FEuropean Total % Local Indian European Total %
Attanagalla 319 94 167 580 27 88 - 8 - 96 5.
Biyagama 528 20 593 1150 ‘A2 C37 - 10 a7
Divulapitiya 799 - 215 422 1436 28 | ‘397 . .18 117! 500 12
Gampaha 743 82 58 883 45 .85 - 28 113 6
Katana 875 - . 308 1180 38 | 422 - 63 485 15
Mahara 336 - 101 437 35 38 - 10 48 4
Minuwangoda 578 30 644. 1252 38 151 -. 35 186"
Mirigama 518~ 76 561 1145 50 75 21 6 102 4
Weke 446 - 261 707 30 230 - 4 234 10
Ja-Ela ‘ 4
Kelaniya . . . . :
. 1261 35 572 1868 72 10 - - 10 -
Negambo. : : ’ ’ '
Wattala
District Total 6403 561 3674 10638 42 1533~ 97 281 1911 7. J
Table 2 {Contd. )
'POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY. AND BY A.G.A. DIVISION
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) _
Dry Cows and Pregnant Heife{s, Total Milch Cows,
A.G.AT‘Division | Local Indian European Total 9 Local ® 1Indian European " Total LA
Attanagalla 1019 - ' 71 355 1445 68 -| 1426 165 530 - 2121 100
Biyagama - 48 1 - 161 210, 15 613 30 764 1407 100
Divulapitiya 2316 215 561 3082 60 ‘3512, - © 506 1100 . 5118 - 100
Gampaha 752 22 - 182 956 49 1580 104 . 268 1952 100
Katana 1110 - - 366 1476 47 | 2407 - 734 3141 100"
Mahara 401 84 282 767 61 775 - 84 393 .1252 100
Minuwangoda 1402 237 211 1850 56 2131 267 890 3288 100
Mirigama . 707 79 276 1062, 46 | 1300 176 833 2309. 100
Weke 1059 - 320 1379 60 | 1735 - 585 2320 - 100
Ja—E;a 4
Kelaniya 648 - 80 728  28. | 1919 35 652 2606 100
Negambo ’ :
Wattala
District Total - 9462 709 2794 12965 51 17398 1367 6749 25514 100 |*
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Table 2.1
POPU LATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE} BY VARIETY

AND BY CATEGORY ATTANAGALLA A.G.A. DIVISION ‘
' (SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

o VVarlety Local Indian X European X Total
” ‘ » .
(_:a _egory( Number % Number % NHumber LA Number %
Cows Milked at present 319 55 94 16 167 29 580 iOO
Cows not milked but ' - : B
" producing milk at present| 88 - 92 - - 8 .8 96 100
Dry Cows and Pregi;ant - . -
Heifers ~ 1019 n 71 5 355 24 | 1445 100
Total Milch Cows 1426 67 165 8 530 25 2121 100
A
Table 2.2
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS. (NEAT CATTLE) BY: VARIETY AND BY CATEL:ORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
-BIYAGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION-
Variety Local Indian X Europeanv X Total
) : |Number a Number % | Number 9 ‘Number o
Category - ) N B .
Cows milked at present . 528 46 29 3 593 51 1150. 100
Cows not milked bﬁt ) .
.producing milk at present J' 37 79 | - - 10 21 -47- 100
Dry c'owé and pregnant heifers 48 23 1 - 161 77 210 100
Total ‘m.ilch cCows 613 44 30 . - 2 764 54 ‘1407 . 100
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DIVULAPITIYA A.G.A. DIVISION

Table 2.3
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT. CATI'LE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATE(:ORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

Variety Local Indian X ‘Furopean X Total
Category ' \\ Number % Number ¢ | Number % . | Number % -
CQwS milked at present 799 . 56 215 15 | 422 29 1436 - 100
Cows not milked but ' ,
producing milk at present| 397 67 76 13 117 20 500 100
Dry cows. and pregnant . e , .
Heifers 2316 75 215 7| 561 18 3092 100
Total milch cows 3512 69 506 10 1100 21 5118 100
Table 2. 4
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATE(:ORY ’
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
—~ GAMPAHA A.G.A. DIVISION
ariety. Local - Indian X _European X Total
Category - ' Number % Ngmbér‘ i @, Number % Nﬁmber LA
Cows milked at presenf 743 84 ‘82 j10' 58 6 883 100
Cows not milked but producinp : ' . .
milk at present - 85 . 175 - - 28 25" 113. 100 -
Dry cows and pregnant heifers. 752 '79 22 2 182 19 956 100
Total milch cows 1580 81 | 104 5| 268 14 | 1952 100
21




Table 2.5 .
POPU LATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
- KATANA A.G.A. DIVISION'

'

. < : T
Variety Local Indian. X | European X Tatel’
Category o . , Number ¢ Number % | Number = % | Number a
Cows milked at present . 875 74 - -| 305 26| 1180 100
Cows not milked but produ01ng o .
milked at present ' 422 87 = -| - 63 13| .485 100
Dry cows and pregnant heifers | 1110 75 - -] 366 25| 1476 100
Total milch cows 2407 77 - - 734 23 | 3141 . 100
Table 2.6

POPLLATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE)BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY

(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
MAHARA A.G.A. DIVISION .

Variety S _ . Local Indian-X | European X Total
Category ' ) . Number 9 Number % Number o Number 9,
Cows milked .at present - 336 77 - - 101 .23_' 437 100
Cows not milked but producing _ . ,
milk.at present ' 38 79 - - 10 21 48 100
Dry cows and pregnant heifers 401 52 84 11 282 37 767 100

Total milch cows ’ 775 - 62 . 84. 7 . 393 31 1252 100

22
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Table 2.7

POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
-(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR})

-MINUWANGODA A.G.A: DIVISION

Variety Local Indian X European X Tofal
Category . Number 9% | Number % | Number ‘% { Number. a9
"Cows mllked ‘at present 578 46 30 2 644 52 1252 100
Cows not milked but produ01ny : ' . . ‘
milk at present 151 81 - - 35 19 186 100
Dry cows and pregnant héifers 1402 76| 237 13 211 .11 1850 100
Total milch cows 2131 65 267 08 890 27 3288 100
Table 28
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
-MIRIGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety Local Indian X - European X Total
Category’ Number % _Number % | Number = % Number %
Cows milked at‘present 518 45 76 7 551 48 1145 100
Cows not milked but producing- o ' .
milk at present 75 74 21 21 . "6 5 102 100
Dry cows and pregnant heifers 707 ' 67 79 : 7 276 26 1062 100
1300- 56 176 8 833 36 2309

Tatal milch cows

- 100




POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGURY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) .

‘Table 2.9

- WEKE A.G.A. DIVISION

' Variety. | Local Indian X European X '_l‘o:tal |
Catégory \ Number . % | Number - . % | Number % | Number ¢
Cows milked at present 446 63 - = 261 37. 707 100
Cow not milked but producing
milk at present 230 98 - - 4 p 234 100
Dry cows & pregnant heifers 1059 77 - - 320 23 1379 100
Total milch cows 1735 - 75| - -|. 585 25| 2320 100
Table 2.10l . . )
POPU LATION OF MILCH.COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)
A.G.A. DIVISIONS - KELANIYA, JA-ELA, WATTALA, NEGOMBO.
Yariety . Loéal ‘Indian X ' Eurcpean X Total
Category. Number 9 Number % Nurﬁber % Number _ %
d)ws mlilked at preseht . 1261 68 35 . 2 572 30 1868 100
Cows not milk but produc,ing
milk at present 10 - - - - - 0 . -
Dry cows and pregnant heifers 648 89 - -{. 80 11 728 10Q
’Iv'otalimil'ch cows 1919 73 35 " 2 652 25 2606 100 -
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Table 3
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS |
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

# G.A. Division Total Milch Cows i' . Other Cows: Heifers not Pregnant i *  Stud Bulls
L I  Total a L. I Total % L 1 Total @ - L I Total

Attanagalla . " 314 2 316 10 915, - 915 30 216 22 . .238 - 8| - - -

Bivagama 120 - 120 51 - - - - 10 - 10 4 - - -

Divulapitiya - 572 34 606 14 1108 - 1108 26 ‘112 - 112 -3 - 19 . 19

Gampaha 300 7 307 6 | 2475 - 2475 44 6 - 6 . - - - -
Katana ' . o S - - - - R . 8 35 - L -
'Mahara ’ 1208 46 1254 37 Tl - - - 274 - 274 8 4 R 4
Minuwangoda o 59 .14 73 5 349 - 349, 22 249 . - 249 - 16 | 143 - - 143
Mirigama A 580 17 597 ‘16 | 813 21 . 834 22 327’ = 327 8 I - o -

Weke 4 562 827 1389 30 738 333 1071 23 211 14 225 6 - o 1

Ja-Ela

Kelaniva - ) .o . ) - ) o v - . :

Negambo . - 134 134 24 | - - - - - . 12 12 2 - 12 12
' 'Wallttal_a

District Total 3715 {081 .4796 18 | 6398 354 6752 25 | 1413 48 1481 5 | 147 - 32 179

© L--= Local Cattle I = Indian Cross
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Table 3 {Contd.) .
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR)

.A.G,A, Division

‘Other Bulls

Male Calves

Female Calves

Total Buffaloes

e

I

Total

W]

- Total

% I Total L. 1 7 L I . Total
Attanagalla 1325 - 1325 44 50 - 50 2 196 2 198 6 3016 - 26 3042 100
Biyagama ) - 106 - 106 45 - - - - 1 - 1 - | 2 - 237 100
Divulapitiya 1607, - 1607 38 | 514 34 548 13 183 34 217 "5 4096 121 4217 100
Ganpaha - 2414° 22 - 2436 44 | 188- - 188 3 150 - 150 5533 29 5562 100
Katana 15 - 15 65 - - . - - - - - - 23 . - 23 100
Mahara 1r32 91 -1223° 36 | 320 23 343 10 297 = 297 9 3235 160 3395 100
. Minuwangoda 729 14 743 . 46 | 22 14 - 36 2 - 2 - ‘1553 42 1595 100
Mirigama 1436 .91 1527 40 248 - 248 241 14 . 255 3645 143 3788 100
Weke 1444 93 1537 34 | .158 - 158 15¢ 43 " 199 4 3269 1311 ~ 4580  100.
Ja-Ela ' :
Kelaniya 361 - 381 65 - - - - - 31 3¢ -7 | .361. 192 - 553 100
}Negambo :
Wattala
o , S
District Total - |. 10569 311 10880 - 40 | 1500 71 1571 6| 1226 127 1353 5 | 24988 '2024 26892 100

L = Local Cattle

1=

Indian Cross




, _ Table 3.1 o -
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND'BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - ATTANAGALLA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety . ; 1 -Local . - Indian’ X : Total
Category . " Number 9 - Number % |  Number 9
Milch Cows o 314 99 2 1 316 100
Other Cows B 915 100 T - 915 100
Stud Bulls - . - - - = -
Other Bulls L 1325 100 - - 1325 © 100
Heifers (not pregﬁant) 216 .91 22 9 ' 238 100
Male Calves : ©.50 100 - - 50 100
‘Female Calves S 196 99 2 1 198 100
Total : : 3016 - 99 26 1 3042 100
Table 3.2

BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY‘AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - BIYAGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety Local Indian X ' Total
Category - Number % | Number. @ Number %
Milch Cows. ‘ 120 100 | - - - | 120 100
Other Cows ‘ - - . - - o - -
Stud Bulls . - - = - - -
Other Bulls ‘ 106 100 - - 106 100
Heifers (not pregnarit) 10 100 | - - 100 100
‘Male Calves : : - - ‘,'_ . - -
Female Calves - j 1 - - - ' _ 1 -
Total ; 237 100 | - - 237 100
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Table 3.3
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - DIVULAPITIYA A.G. A. DIVISION

Variéty . Local . " Indian X - Total
Category ‘ ' '_—.—‘N_u_:xb;: ﬁ?i~-_§;1mbef % - | Number .- i)
Milch Cows I : 572 04 | 34 6 606 - 100
Other Cows - -l 1108 100 - - 1108 100
Heifers (not preg‘i;ant) S 112 109 - - 112 - 109
Stud Bulls - | < - | 19 100 L 19 100
Other Bulls - | 1607 100 | - - | 1607 100
Male Calves | 514 . 03 | 34 7 | 548 100
'Female Calves ’  183 2 84' ’ 34>" 16 . | 217 100
Total o 4096 - 97 | 121 3 4217 100
Table 3.4

BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) GAMPAHA A.G.A. DIVISION

= Variety - Local Indian X . Total

Categbry ‘ Number % Number % Nunber %

"Milch Cows: o 300 98: | 7. 2 307 100

vOther Cows : 2475 100 - - 2475 100 -

| Heifers (not pregnant) ‘ 6 - - - 1 .6 -
. Stud Bulls - - - - - -
Other Bulls - ‘2414 99 | . 22 . 1 2436 100
Male Calves . © 188 - e - 188 100
Female Calves S 150 - 1. - S 150 100
Total : - 5533 99 | 28 . 1 5562 100
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Table 3.5 .

BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY. AND BY CATEGORY

(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - KATANA A.G.A. DIVISION

variety Local _Indian X Total
| Category -Number % Number 9 Number 9 -
Milch Cows - - - - - -
Other Cows - - - - - =
Heifers (not pregnant) 8 100 - = 8 100 .
Stud Bulls: ' - - - - - -
Other Bulls 15 - - - 15 - 100
Male Calves - - - 100 - -
Female Calves - - -~ 100 - -
Total 23 100" - - 23 100
. . Table 3.6 ' ‘
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY"
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MAHARA A.G.A. DIVISION .
Variety deai _indian X "Total
. ' . ! o .

Category Nuéber %‘ Numberl ? Number | %
Milch Cows - - - - - -
Other Cows 1208 96 46 . 04 1254 100
Heifers fnot pregnant) 274 100 - - 274 . 100
Stud Bulls 04 100 - - 04 100
Other Bulls. 1132 - 93 91 07 1223 100.
‘Male Calves 320 93 . 23 07 343 100 .
Female Calves 297 100 - - 207 . 100
Total 3235 95 | .160 5 3395 100




Table 3.7 :
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MINUWANGODA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety "Local Indian X Total
,Cafegory Number o Number - & Ncnmber %
Milch Cows 59 81 14" 19 73 100
‘Other Cows 349 100 - - | 349 100 .
Heifers (not pregnant) 249 100 - - 249 100
‘Stud Bulls® 143 100, - - 143 100 -
Other .Bulls 729 98 14 02 743 100
Male Calves - 22 61 ;4 ‘39 .36 100
Female Calves 2 100 - - 2 100
Total 1553 97 42 03 1595 100
Table 3.8 .
BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY _
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MIRIGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety - Local Indian X Total
Category - Number o Number o Number a
‘Milch Cows .- 580 . 97 17 3 1597 100
. Other Cows . 813 97 21 3 834 100
'l-ieifers (not pr.égna'»nt') 327 100 - - 327 100
Stud Bulls’ - - - - - R
Other Bulls 1436 94 - 91 6 1527 100
Male .Calves 248 - 100 - - 248 100
Female Calves 241 95 14 - 5 255 100
- Total 3645 © 96 143 4 3788 100
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Table 3.9

"BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY

(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - WEKE A.G.A. DIVISION

Variefy" | - Local - Indian X Total »
Category . ~ Number % | Number A Number o
. Milch Cows .. 562 .40 | 827 - 60 1389 100
Other Cows o | 738 69 | 333 31 1071 100
Stud ‘Bulls I 1 100 1 100
Other Bulls S 1444 ' 94 3. 6 1537 100
Heifers (not pregnant) | 211 94| . 14 6 225 100
 Male Calves - ) 158 100" = C- 158 100
Female Calves A I 156 78 | a3 22 199 100
Total - .3269 71 1311 .29;' 4580 100
’ v Table 310
~ BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - A.G.A. DIVISIONS KELANIYA,
JA-ELA, WATTALA, NEGOMBO

Variety Local Indian X ‘Total
Categor&'l _ Npmber @ .Number % Number - @,
Miléh Cows o ! " NP I - 100
Other Cows s B : - - - - -
Stud Bulls i ' _ - - 12 - 12 100
Other Bulls ' 361 - - - 361 100
Heifers (not pregnant) ’ - - 12 - 12 100
Male Calves i - - ' ‘ i = - -
Female Calves B - - . 34 - 34 100
Total ' - 361 -1 192" - 553 100




. Table 4
POPULATION OF MILCH COWs (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY AG. A. DIVISIONS
(SM/\LtIﬁOLI)"QG SE(TTOR)

ze.

Cows Milking CowS‘not Milked But Dry Cows And Pregnant Total Milch
at Present . Producing Milk at Present Heifers - A cows
A.G.A. Division L° 1 Total % | 'L I Total g L I  Total % L I Total %

Attanagalla - - | - 2 2 1| 161 - 161 51" 153 - 153° 48 314 "2 316 100
"Biyagama - - - - - 1 = 1 1 119 - -119 . 99 120 - 120 100
Divulapitiya , - 34 34 6 24 - 24 4 548 - 548 - 90 572 34 606 100
‘Gamapaha _ - - - - - - - 300 7 307 100 | 300 7 307 100
Eatana : - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - -
Mahara - - - - - | 167 - 167 13 1041 46 1087 87 . |1208 46 1254 100
Minuwangoda - - - - - - - L 50 14 73 100 59 .14 73 100
Mirigama - - - - | 124 14 128 21 466 3 469 79 580 "17 597 100
Weke ' : -~ a3 43 3 | 188 =21 207 15 ‘376 763 1139 - 82 562 827 1389 100
Ja-Ela ' ’ '
Kelaniya ' - 99 99 74 - - - - - 35 35 26 - 13¢ 134 100
Negambo
Wattala
District Total - 178 178 4 | 683 35 688 14 3062 868 3930 - 82 3715 1081 4796 100

L = Local Cattle I = Indian Cross




Table 4.1

POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR}ATTANAGALLA A. G.A. DIVISION

Variety Local Indian X Total
Category | Number % Number % | Number %
Cows milked at present _ - - 2 100 2 ',1-00.
Cows not milked but producing-
milk at present 161 100 - - 161 100
Drv cows pregnant he1ferq " 153 100 - = 153 . 100
Total Milch Cows 314 . 99 ‘2 1_' 316 100
Table 4.2 - . .
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
{SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - BIYAGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION
Variety Local Indian X Total
Category Number’ % ‘Number % Number ' %
Cows milked at present _ - = = - - -
Cows not milked but producing| :
milk at present 1 100 - - 1 100
Dﬁy cows pregnant hei“fers 119 100 - - i19 100
Total milch cows 120 100 - - 100

120

33




POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BU

Table 4.3

FFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY. CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - DIVULAPITIYA A.G.A. DIVISION

_ Variety .

Local

Indian X © Total.
Category Number. @ Number q, Number A
Cows milked at present - - 34 100. . 34 100
Cows‘not“milked'but : .
producing milk at present 24 100 - 33 24 100"
Dry ‘cows and pregnant heifers| 548 100 - 3 548 100
Total milCh Cows - 572 91 34 9 606 100
) ~ Table 44 -
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS {(BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR}) - GAMPAHA A.G.A. DIVISION
~—__ Variety Local Indian X Total"
~ Category Number A ‘Nunmber 9 Number %
Cows milked at present - - - - - -
Cows not milked but .
producing milk at present - - - - - -
Dry cows and pregnant heifers| 300 98 7 2 307 100 °
] B " [d
‘Total miléh cows | 307 98 7 2 307 100




‘ Table 4.5 ‘
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - KATANA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety Local . Indian X Total

Category ' " Number a9 Number 9 " Number

. Cows not milked but
‘producing milk at present - - . - - -

Cows nmilked at present - - | - - . -

Dry cows pregnant heifers - - - - -

Total milch cows . ' - - oo - -

: Table 4.6 :
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MAHARA A.G.A. DIVISION

Variety lLocal Indian X . " Total
Category ' Number % | .Number & - Number 9’
Cows milked at present . - - ' - - - -
Cows not milked but - .
producing nilk at present _ 167 100 - - 167 - 100
Dry cows pregnant heifers- . 1041 96 46 . 04 1087 100
Total milch cows - 1208 96 46 04 | 1254 100 -
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POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (8

Table 4.7

UFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MINUWANGODA A.G.A. DIVISION

" Variety Local .Indian X Total
Category Nﬁmber % Number % Number @
Cows milked at present - 109 - - 2. 100
Cows not milked but
producing milk at present - - - - - -
Dry cows pregnant heifers 59 .81 14 19 73 100
" Total milch.cows - 81 14 - 19 75 100
' ~ Table. 4.8 ’ _
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - MIRIGAMA A.G.A. DIVISION '
Variety Local Indian'x . Total
Category Number ¢ Number A Number A
Cows milked at present - - - - - -
Cows not milked'but" ' } : :
producing .milk at present 114 89 14 11 128 100
Dry cows pregnant heifers 466 . 99 3 1 469 100
Total milch cows 580 97 17 597 100




Thbh 49 -

POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIE]’Y AND BY CATEGORY

(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - WEKE A.G.A. DIVISION

.l\variety

"Indian X

Local ~ Total
Category \ Number % ‘Number % Number %
Cows milked at present - - 43 100 { 43 100
Cows not milked but . B . ,
producing mnilk at present " 186 90 - 21 10 207 100
Dry cows & pregnant heifers 376.. 33 763 67 1139 100
| Total ‘milch cows’ 562 40 827 60 1389 100
Table 4.10
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY AND BY CATEGORY
(SMALL HOLDING SECTOR) - A.G.A. DIVISIONS - JA-ELA, KELANIYA
WATTALA NEGOMBO
- Local " Indian X Total
Categor& Number % Number o Nunmber 9,
 Cows milked at present - - 99 100 99 . 100
Cows. not milked but : '
producing milk at present - - - - = -
Dry cows and pregnant heifers| - - 35 100 35 100
Total milch cows - - 134 100 134 100
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_ " Table 5.1 .
NEAT CATTLE POPULATION BY VARIETY -
' o (ESTATE SECTOR)

Local " Indian X European X | Total

Category - Number @ Number '% 4Number' @ Number- o
Milch cows.' - 385 31 77 6 768. 63 | 1230 . 100
Otler cows : .8 . 13 - -] 's5 87 |~ 63 100"
Heifers (not pregnaht)“ . 108 38 23 8 156 54 287 100

~ Stud Bulls 3 33 2 23 4 44 9 100
Other Bulls ' e60 59 384 34 | 77 7 | 1121 100
Male Calves : 98 36 24 8 154 56 276, 100
Female Calves - ] 181 30 30 - 5 | 386 65 597 100
Tdtal : : 1443 40 | 540 15 1600 45 | 3583 100

Table 5.2

" POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (NEAT CATTLE) BY VARIETY -
. . - (ESTATE SECTOR) .

“Variety _ Local Indian X Furopean X | Tofal;
Category * Number % | Number ¢ | Number % | Number ¢
Cows milked at present o ‘94 14 28 ° 4| 555 82| 677 100
Qows not milked but producing ) .
milk at present _ ’ 58 49 29 ' 24 - 32 . 27 119 100
Dry cows pregnant heifers 233 . 54 20 .5 . 181 41 ‘ 434 100
Total milch cows _ : 385 31| 77 6 768 63 ‘| 1230 100
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BUFFALOE POPULATION BY VARIETY

" Table 5.3

" (ESTATE SECTOR)

Local Ihdian ~Total
Category ..Number % Number %, Nunmber %
Milch cows 2. 4 53 96| 55 100
Other cows - - 59 100 - 59 100
Stud Bulls - -| 25 100| 25 100
Other Bulls 374 78 106 22 480 . 100
ﬁeifers (not pregnant) -1 7 14 93 l5» 100
Male Calves - - 12 100 12 100
Female Calves 2 5 35 95 37 100
Total 379 55 304 45 683 . 100
Table 5.4 , :
POPULATION OF MILCH COWS (BUFFALOES) BY VARIETY

' (ESTATE SECTOR)

Variety Local Indian X Total
Catégdry Number % | Number % | Number %
' Cows milked at present . 2 100 - - 2 100

Cows .not milked but producing ' . .
- milk at present - - 12 . 100 12 100
Dry cows pregnant'heifers - - 41 : 100 41" 100
Total milch cows 2 4 53 96 55 100
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DAILY MILK PRODUCTION

Table 6

BY TYPE AND BY A.G.A. . DIVISIONS

A.G.A. Division

' Cow' milk estimated

Buffaloe nmilk

production estimatad!pro§uction
Litres 9 Litres - %
A . I |82 : ‘ 4
Attanagalla 2,123 ¢ 5 2 -
o 3 088 .
Biyagama 35110 .32 /3 - -
-Divulapitiya 4,050 '16'1'] 68 8
Gampaha 1,340 5 - = -
Katana 1,711 .7 - -
Mahara 1,201 5 - -
Minuwangoda 2,475 10 4 -
Mirigama 2,600 10 |/ - -
Weke 1,233 5 89 10
: Kelaniya‘1 o
Ja-Ela 5.208 A .
| 5-185 8122 | 726 82
Wattala '
Negambo -
. _J » A
Rk, 688 _
Total 245996 100 889 100
40"
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DAILY AVERAGE MILK PRODUCTION

Table 6.1

PER COW AND THE DAILY TOTAL PRUDUCTION

OF MILK BY VARIETY OF COW AND BY A.G.A. DIV_ISIONS

UNIT - LITRES

NEAT CATTLE
A.G.A. Division .Local - Indian Eurh'openn | Total
Average Pro. Total 9 Average Pro. Total % Average Pro. Total %- ‘datly %
.per cow .- Pro. per cow Pro. per cow Pro., Pro. '
Attanagalla 1.15 367 29 2.45 230 21 3.50 ° 585 50 1182 . 100
‘Biyagama - 1.66 876 . 28 - o- - - 3.73 2212 72 3088 100
Divulapitiya 1.58 1322 - 31 3.38 821 21 2.97 1007 48 4050 100
Gampaha 1.11 824 - 61 2.75 226 17 5.00 200 22 1340 ° 100
Katana 1.14 1000 57 ° - - - 2,25 711 43 1711 100
Mahara 2.07 696 55 - - . - 5.00 505 45 1201 ioo
Minuwangoda 1.45 841 33 13,37 101 4 2.38 1533 63 ' 2475 100
Mirigama 1.65 868 33 2,97 201 11 2.62 . 1441 56 2600 100
Weke 1.50 677 55 - - - 2,13 556 45 " 1233 100 |
. Kelaniya ' ' : '
Ja-Ela 1.24 . . 1564 30 5,08 178 3 6,06 3466. 67 5208 - 100
Wattala . ’ :
Negambo
Total 1.51 . 9035 37 3.30 1847 8 3.15 13206 ~ .55 24088 100




zv.

DAILY AVERAGE MILK PRODUCTION

Table 6.2

PER COW AND THE DA]ILY TO

OF MILK BY VARIETY OF COW AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS

TAL PRODUCTION

© .BUFFALOES - UNIT: LITIiES
A.G.A. Division : Local : v Indian Total Daily 9
: . . .Average Pro.: . Total % . | Average Pro, Total - A Production
per cow Pro. per cow . Pro. o
Attanagalla - - - "1.00 2 100 2 100
Biyagama - - - - - - - -
Divulapitiva - - - 2.00 - 68 100" 68 100
_Gampaha - - - - - - - B
Katana - - - - - - - -
Mahara - - - - - - - -
" Minuwangoda 2.2 4 100 - - - 4 100
Mirigama - - - - - - - - ' -
~Weke - - - 2,07 89 100 89 100
. b .
Kelaniya |
-E1l - .

~Ja E ? - - - 7.33 726 - 100 726 - 100
Wattala

Negambo'J-

Total 2.2 4 1 3,86 ' 885 99 - 889 - 100 -




Table 7

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF UTILIZATION OF MILK BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS

ALG;A. Division Home Sold to Sold to milk
- Consunption Private Person | Collecting Centre
1. Attanagalla 35 40 25
2. Biyagama 57 43 -
3. Divulapitiya 12 5 83
4, Ggmapaha 64 27 9
5, Katana 56 44 -
6. Mahara 46 47 7
7. Minuwangoda. 51 12 37
8. Mirigama 17 19 64
9,.Weke 56 10 -34
10, Kelaniya1 A
Ja-Ela | 14 86 -
"Wattala .
" Negambo
L
" District Total 26 28 - 46
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PPERCENTAGE“DISTR IBUTION OF LAB

“Table 8 -

OUR FORCE BY SEX AND BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS

Male Female . Children
A.G.A.Division Paid Un-Paid Paid Un-paid Paid Un-paid
% Av.No.of: % Av.No.of‘ % Av.No.of’ % ‘Av.No,of 9 Av.No.of % Av,No.of
hours hours hours hours hours hours
"1, Attanagalla 2 2.5 91 2. - - 6 2.2 - - 1 3.5
2. Biyagama 3 3.5 81 .2 - - 14 2.1 2 6 - -
3. Divulapitiya |10 3.1 | 72 .8 1 2.3 | 14 1.3} 1 2 1.7
4. Gamapaha 5 3.8 92 3.4 - - 3 3.5 - - - -
5. Katana 26 6.1 53. 3. - - |21 2.4 - - - -
6. Mahara . 1 2.0 88 3. - - |1 2.3 | = g - -
' 7. Minuwangoda | 4 5.2 77 1 6.0 | 16 2.2 - - 2 1,
8. Mirigama 8 4.2 A79 - - C11. 3.0 - - 2
9. Weke - 3 7.3 73 . = - |16 3.6 | - - 8 .
10, Ja-Ela B
'+ Kelaniya |13 6.1 56 2.0 1 2.5 | 20 1.6 2 1.2 8 1.5
" . Negambo ‘
Wattala _
District Tota) 6 4.3 78- 3.1 0.3 3.1 |13 2,4 |0.3 49 3 3.0




Tabh 9

DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK OPERATORS WITH MILKING cows WHO ARE NOT
MILKED BY MAJOR REASONS BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS -

Percentage of Operator with Milking cows but not
Milked by Reason for not Milkinp

A.G.A. Division
Milk not No Marketlng Prices Lack of .. Not
‘Sufficient Facilities too Low | Labour for Other Coded
' Milking '
1. Attanagalla .25 - - 6 38 31
2. Bivagama . - - - - . iOO -
3. Divulapitiya 50 = - 5 . 40 5
4. Gampaha - 20 - 20 60 -
5. Katana 43 14 - 29 14 -
6. Mahara - - - - - -
7. Minuwangoda - 25 12 12 50 1
8. Mirigama 11 5 ; 5 63 16
9. Weke 12 24 - - A64 -
10. Ja-Ela
v'Kelaniya _ . _ _ _ _
Négamﬁo
Wattaia ‘
District Total 15 13 1 ‘13 54 4
.13 ‘.




' Table 10 ’
COMPARISON OF MONEY INCOME GENERATED BY DAIRY FARMING
WITH OTHER SOURGES BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS '

% of Dairy Farmers who Cbnsider Milk
A.G,A. Division ' R Production as
‘The :Main Source: ". An Additional ‘| A Source with No
of Income ° ' Source of Incone Monetory Benefit:
1. Attanagalla T . 45 47
2. Biyagama = - 7 - 29 64
3. Divulapitiya = | : 3 - : 66 ' | 31
4. Ganmpaha ‘ , - | 29 . |
5. Kantana - 5 - T 60
6. Mahara . . - . : 64 _ - 36
7. Minuwangoda - L - ' . 36 . 64 {
‘8. Mirigama I B | 75. .22 |
9. .Weke B 2 38 Sl s - |
10, Ja-Ela | | ' |
Kelaniya o _ L ‘
Negambo 18- 36 | R | l
Wattala i , 3 . ’ :1 :  A 1 l
District Total 5 52 . . 4z i
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Thbm 11

" AVAILABILITY OF ASHED BY AG:A. DIVISIONS .

% of Livestock holdings with

A.G.A. Division ,'No.Shed Temporary Permanent | Unspecified
: : ~ Shed . Shed .
1. Attdnagalla 58 29 13 -
2, Biyagana 38 18 44 -
3. Divulapitiya 65. 24 . 11 -
4. Gampaha - 59 17 24 -
5. Katana 58 24 13 5
6. Mahara 52 39 8 1
7. Minuwangoda 35 40 25 . -
8. Mirigama . 68 20 10 2
9. Weke 47 37. 16 . -
10. Ja-Ela
Kelaniya 34 48 18 - _
Negambo
Wattala
District Total 55 .28 16 1
J
a1




Table 12
AWARENESS AND USE OF VETERlNARY SERVICES BY DISTANCE TO
THE C_LOSEST VET OFFICE BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS

5 of operavors | % ©F Qrematore by fhe pieenee.
A.G.A, Division who are aware of
. Vet.. Services Distance to Vet. Office
L1 1-5 | 5-10 | >10 ' | Not
Mile : Miles Goded
1. Attanagalla =~ . . 95 - | 81| 13 1| =
2, Biyagana | 94 - 14 30 | s0 . -
3. Divulapitiva 88 6 | a4 25 13 Lo
4, Gampaha - 9T - 14 42 . a1 | - -
5. Katana. ‘ 1. Qé" L - ‘ 70 24 - -
6. Mahara - o8 1 32| 63 [ - | 2
7. Minuwangoda . 63 1 10 51 - - | 2
‘8. Mirigama : : 83 ' 7 58. 18 - -
9. Weke | 75 - |36 | 37 1 1
10; Ja-Ela -l ‘
Kelaniya 90 4 36 50 - -
Neganmbo : .
Wattala
District Total = 86 5 52 25 4 -

¥ Percentage of operators who have: used Veterinary ‘services’ duriny.the
previous three months = 99 :
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" Table 13 - <

'BY A.G.A. DIVISIONS

4 OTHE.F'? AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES OF THE OPERATOR’S HOUSEHOLD .

" ALG.A. Division

o of Livestock Holdings

‘be_Other
Agri, -Activity

Rearing Other Kinds of
Animals.oﬁfEngaged
‘in Cultivation

' Rearing
Aninals Culti-
vation both

.

.Attangalla

N =

~Biyagama

Divulapitiya

Gampaha

Katana

‘Mahara

Minuwangoda

Mirigama

© 0N D U o W
.

Weke v
Ja-Ela T

P
o

Kelaniya

Negambo

-

V District Total

16
22

12
11

10 .

60
58
64
51
65
65
71
78

26.

65 .

'f 24
36 .

27
31
30 :
17
11

64

27

|
|
; Wattala
|




ATable 14 . .
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK HOLDlNGSbAGCQRDING TO THE MAJOR
CONSTRAINT PREVENTING EXPANSION OF DAIRY PRODUCTION BY A_G.A. DIVISIONS

Sod4Lect

1S9

b=

OEagn @8R

A.G.A.Division ‘Not Lack of | Ko Credit | High Lack of [Lack of | High Non- Price of Not
: Interested Capital | Facilities| Cast of| Labour Land Incidence |Availability Milk too Others Coded
. Animal of of Hi-bred Low
M Food Diseases: Animalg
1. Attanagalla 23 27 9 2 4 9 - 11 2 8 5
2, Eiyagama 4 2 - - 38 - 22 26 -
3. Divulapitiya 18 7 1 1 1 35 1 2 2 31 1.
4. Gampaha 31 11 1 4. 18 12 = - 3 20 -
. 5. Katana 22 | 16 - - 2 31 - ‘20 2 -
6. Mahara 36 34, -7 - 6 o Z - - 1
" 7. Minuwangoda 38 20 1 4 i, 10 . - 6 1 4 12
8. Mirigama 17 10 3 1 5 42 - 9 2 7 Y
9. Weke 18 8 1 6 14 33 - 2 2 16 -
10. Ka-Lla ' '
Kelaniya 16 14 - 3 21 24 3 5 - 10 4
Negambo
. Wattala
District. Total 23 15 .3 2 6 25 - 6. 2 14 4
29 || 22 © |
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