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ABSTRACT

Aiiy project for instance a factory is bound to produce impacts to.the community within whicil It

operates. These can be positive -or negative, Positive impacts are always appreciated and

embraced by members of ~ .given community, On other hand, negative impacts are always

escorts of the positive Me 'and irs these that require-shire vigilance as their spillover effects are

far reaching and traumatizing than "thebenefits which can be enjoyed due ro the. establishment of

a particular pn:>ject.

Therefore, the study was conducted to investigate any potential euvircnmentalimpact of Kumu'l i
.Sugar Factory with confinement on; wetlands, indigenous land USe covers as well as (hG.sugar

Cane market.

In-depth review .ofprior literature of various scholars; environmental agencies? reports and

publication as wei! as browsing througli the internet was done with the aim of achieving the

objectives ofthe study, Such literature was-in line with the-set objectives, Thi's iofonuatiou acted

lis the .baseline or reference podium upon which. judgment Was made to uffirm that for real

Kamuli Sugar-factory canporentially.produce 'impacts to the surrounding communities,

T!1C.study basically dwelled on qualitative data though quantitative parameter of -studying. .

impacts with in the radius of 3 QIG11 from the sugar mill was centered on. In pursuit of the' .set

.uims,.1)oth primary .and secondary 'data was gathered. primary data was collected through; 011

'spot surveys, key informant interviews and .so forth .yet secondary datu was 'COllected through;

the. use pf university library, review of environmental agencies' reporra.roo much.to nrention.

Captured data was then processed and.analyzed in. both JLW1S (G]5 software) and Spreadsheets

~ MicrosoftExcel packageto.attain meaningful and appeasing results.

Attained results were both a confirmation and affirmation of the explored land reviewed

literature. Results showed that features basically found ill zone b.N.li~ were substantially

threatened to degradatiou impacts of the factory, Conversely, results showed that. farmers in this
zone are bound to reap big [tom the yet to .be estab! Ished .sugar cane market ....suppliers ofcane

to the; factory,

xli



Findings further 'professed: that the magnitude of vulnerability dwindles as [he distance from the

Iactcrywidens or elongates. The: results or findings of the study compelled the researcher [0

forward a couple of recommendations that would be employed to spcci Iically deal with the:

negative impacts.

Keywords" Vulnerability, Threat, Impacts.
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..' .:

CI-iAj)TER .ONE
INTRODUCTION

i.O: Overview

This .chapter is a visualization of the entire studyreport. It gives' the reader the basics contained in

the wholereport and guides him/her on matters like the background of the study, objectives or (he

study, the. scope, rationale of the study, structure of the report, statemenl of the problem 01' the

study, its conceptual framework, research questions and much more,

i.r. Back ground

lndustrialization in Uganda is a gradually developing sector in Uganda. that is different industrial

developments are slowly being established across the 'country with areas like. Kampala, Jinja,

Mukouo, Mbarara, Mbale, Wakiso, Lira taking. the lead. The sugar production sub sector is- .'10

exception of (he ongoing trend. According to;.

Inti):/ /eh. \V ikipedi a.org/wiki/List _0f:_sugar , ma nufactu rers _1ll_V ganda #Large__sugar jnanufacturers

the sub sector currently has about six players in this arena;

.:. Kakira SugarWorks - Jinja district.

.:+ KinyaraSugar Works Limited - Masindi district.

~:~ Sugar Corporation of Uganda Limited - Lugazi district.

.:. SangoBay Estates Limited - Rakai district.

.:. Mayuge.Sugar Industries Limite.d- Mayugedistrict. .

•:. Sugar & Allied Industries Limited - Kaliro district.

Theil' toral output by the year 2011 stood at 3S0,QOO metric tonnes. Furthcrmnre, the sub sector is

yet to receive rrew players, 'these are already licensed. but are not yet fully operational. Among.these

is the (~.GaJpointof the study - Kamuli Sugar Factory that is 'soon star~in.9·prcxlueiio,}1 in theCenrre

of Kamuli district, On the list, other players are;

.:. Mukwano Sugar Factory ~Masindi District

•:. Tirupati -:S.~8.atFactory - .Nakasongola District

.:. Uganda CrOI) Industries - Buikwe District

.:. Kafu Sugar. Factory - Masindi District

.~.
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