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A~STRA.~T
The major purpose.of this study was to assess the implications of sugarcane growing en household

food security if). Namasagali 'Sub-county, Kamuli District. The study was guided by three

objectives namely: to assess the level offood availability among. sugarcane growing households

in: Namasagali .sub-county; to. assess the perception of sugarcane growing 011 food security for

households in 'Namasagali sub-county, to" find put the food securitycoping mechanisms used by

sugarcane.growing householdsin Namasagali sub-county. This study adopted a descriptive study

design, which was cross sectional in nature. 25 respondents were interviewed from each of theA

parishes and only two. villages were selected from the respective parishes where-either ] 3 Qr 12

respondents were interviewed .from the respective villages. The study relied mostly on primary

data .th~f was collected using questionnaires. Quantitative data was analyzed using descriptive

statistics. Data front questionnaires was entered into statistical package for the social scientists.

(SPSS): versionZu for analysis.

The findings show that there has been re-allocation 0.1' land previously meant (or food crops to

sugarcane growing, and that cash 'income from sugarcane farming is not. 'sufficient- to. meet

household'sfood needs especially those owning land less than ten acres ..Findings also show that

.households in the study area-were able to cope up with food .insecurity by adopting various coping

mechanisms like' gathering of wild food, eating stored food, eating less preferred, cheaper, 'or

unhealthy food, reducing the portion size at meal times-reducing number of meats per day etc.

Policies should be .set up regarding sugarcane growing whereby every household head with less

'thanfive acres of land should be reserved for-mixed -farming, farmers should be sensitized to carry

xii

out crop' diversification and they should be' encouraged to carry out scientific methods of farming

so as to increase on soil fertility and food sustainability.



CHAPTER ONE::

INTRODUCTION
i.e Introduction

This chapter covers the background.ofthestudy, problem statement, the general.objective, specific'

objectives, research questions" scope of the study and the conceptual framework.

1.1 Backg r ound

Globally about 880 million poor people in developing countries live on less. than US $ 1 per day.

and depend on agriculture for their livelihoods (Woild Development Report,.2008). Understanding

the impact of commercial agriculture in the face 'Of increasing human population and climate

change in. a -rural landscape is critical for biodiversity sustainability and meeting the 'needs of

households whose livelihoods (i.e. food, medicine, and income) are. mainlydependent on natural

resourcesrMwavu et al., 20 18).)n many sub-Saharan African countries; subsistence agriculture is

not only a vital source of.food. but also the prevalent way.of life. However in these countries with

mainly agrarian economies, subsistence agriculture is incre,asing1y being. replaced by cornrnercial

agriculture such as commercial sugarcane production as national g~)'verntnentspush to 'increase the

contribution of the agriculture sector to national Gross Domestic Product (GOP). By 20.)6, the.

contribution of the agricultural sector ranged between 3% (for Botswana and South Africa) and

morethan 50,%(for Chad). ForUganda, tile contribution of the. sugarcane production to GDPwas

about 25% in 2016 according to the Uganda Bureau of Statistics (lJB'OS, 20'i 6). 'With increasing.

'interest irr agriculture-as ~1 income earner.rhouseholds in-tropical Africa and Asiacountrieshave

adopted commercial agriculture leading to-expansive landson monocultures (including sugarcane,

tobacco; and sunflower etc.) in historically forested .and subsistence-oriented agriculture

production systems, For sub-Saharan Africa, the total value. of agricultural output has grown

markedly over the past decade; however, it, remains the most food insecure region in the
.(

1.
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