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ABSTARCT

This dissertation. is based on research conducted in Ngoleriet sub County, Napak District. The
overall objective. Was to assess the efficiency of the electronic branding in curbing the cattle theft

among the pastoral communities of NgolerietSub County, Napak Distsrict. The research utilized

both primary and secondary data collection methods. The sample size was calculatedat one

hundred respondents representing an the six: parishes. The results show that the cattle owners

adopted the electronic brandingtechnology for the. sake of the safety of their stock; cattle owners

encountered soaring incidences of cattle theft before the establishment of the technology; there

vias substantial reduction of cattle theft after the establishment ofthe technology. The recovery

of stole1) cattle was not to the satisfaction of the cattle owners usi ng.the tool, electronic branding

was not effective in curbing cattle theft according to the. cattle. owners' perception. this research

also revealed that the implementation ofthe tool suffered numerous challenges which embraces

the .inadequate information by cattle keepers about electronic branding, Slow tracking of the

stolen cattle, conservativeness and void ofintrcducing innovation by the cattle owners, Political

lnterference. Lack of resident electronic branding .staff and finally .lack Of collaboration and

communication .between farmers .and implementers of the cattle theft prevention project. This.

paper recommends that routine campaign 011 electronic branding should be done in all the

-districts of karamoja and the exercise should be owned by the cattle farmers, the cattle theft

prevention project should have offices with their staff in each' district to respond to queries

related to electronic branding and follow up of thestolen animals should be always.in time. More

research 011 electronic branding should be clone. to cover the. whole districts .$0 that. clear picture

of the hindrances on the adoption of the technology wi II be manifested. Finally elecrroni c
.. I

branding should be used in disease control and other aspects of'value chain in animal production.
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CHApTER ON.E: IJ'lTR()])'UC'rION

LL Background

This research was carried out in Ngolieriet sub county, Napak District on 'efficiency ofeleetrooic

branding in curbing cattle theft.

Poverty and conflict arc intertwinedin Karamoja. Recurrent catrle-raldshavetbwarted economic

growth in.tlte region by destroying productive.assets, preventing. trade, and deterring .invesnnent

by private sector actors. Ongoing instability has wea ken ed . the .marker system, undercutting the

ability of Karamojong pastoralists and agro-pastoralists .to support themselves legitimately. A

cattle raiding, in turn, is predominantly driven by economic interests,
f

According to (Rao, 201,0- l2)'I'listlii1g menace is prevalent worldwide. He further stated that few

systernsexisr to expressly 'detect and 'combat livestock rustling. Serious lack of verifiable proof

of ownership isamong the contributory cause,

Raiding is a socio-cul tural as: well as an economic institution, with ·a· variety of underlying

motivations, Cattle are: key 10 survi val. in Kararnoja, so there· is a constant. need to reconstitute

herds that are depleted -as a. result of draught, famine, ..disease and raiding; This. practice servesto

redistribute wealth and food within the region and across its porous borders, and to. hedge against

t\.itLiJ:¢ ecological uncertainty/Stites & Akabwai, 2009);

ln addition t6 serving as. a mechanism for maintaining livelihoods, raiding is. also a traditional

way to acquire the assets needed to pay bride wealth and gain social status (Stites; Akabwai,

Mazurana. & Ateyo, .2007},Today, raiding appears to be traditionally, men mid boys were the

1110stcommon' targets' of .attack, as' they are responsible for the POlTIri11111itts ·livestpck .(Stites, et

al., 2007). However, these. new sorts of attacks are increasingly targeted at households and non-

livestock assets. The most vulnerable populations are typically women, children and the elderly,

given their limited protection capacities. Women areparticularly susceptible.to attack when they
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