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ABSTRACT
The study was conducted at Lukutwa wetland .in Yumbe town council- Yurnbe district,

Lukutwawetland is a very important ecosystem-with unique eCQsystem services supporting a

variety of birds, plants and animal species and it is source of water for number ·of people

Jiving around it. This study therefore examines the contribution of brick laying activities on

degradation of Lukutwa wetland in Yurnbe tQW.I,1 council-Yumbe district, Severaleconomic

activities take. place In the wetland and they include the followingj.farrning, fishing pottery

sand mining, and brick 'laying which i$ a..long time economic activi"ty of mas"! local people

.living around the wetland

The methodolcgy involved interviews with cross-section of the. local 'people around the

wetland and self-administered questionnaires were used' to collect primary data this Was

supplemented with secondary data.obtained from literature and other secondary sources like

the university library; internet, research papers and others

the results .concluded that the wetland is severely degraded by brick laying activities

especially through extraction of inputs from 'the wetland and. the study .recommended the. . '. ..

following; There is need to adequately sensitise and educate the brick layers and local masses

surrounding the wetland -about -the. ecosystem values of the wetland and how best they can

sustainably use wetland resources so that they can. continuously accrue a stream. Of benefits

from ecosystem services arising from having the wetland iii ·its natural.state, the.brick layers

should adopt production of perforated and hollow bricks. This makes it.possible for reduction

of up to 40% in the. material use (Units, 2(04) b~ going for perforated/hollow bricksinstead

of solid bricks. Brick layers should.plant fast.growing tree speciessuchas laucaena or' Albizia

arid others in the wetland vegetation depleted areas and also in the pits to provide fuel W09d

for their future brick production activitles and also to green the areas around their brick

production units.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTlON

L1Background

Brickmaking is a predominantly rural industry with brick making units belonging-to small

and, informal sector. It consists of ciay preparation, 'shaping, drying, making the kiln ;and
-firing operations, Bricks are still preferred house construction materials in most countries in

the world. Bricks are, fired [n kilns that gives them .strength .and turns, the plastic clay

irreversibly into, a permanent hard material that no Ionger dissolves when soaked, in water

(Hashemi 'et .al 2015), Loaded bricks in kilns ar.e heated up to the desired temperature and

then cooled 'again bef~re the bricks can 'be drawn 'from the kilns, Heat ener~y used. for firing

is last during.cooling and this wastes energy. Energy intensive production methods-as Well as

excessive.soil extraction and deforestationare identified as 'the main environmental damages,

.of' the. CUITent brick laying/production (Units, 2Q04). Brick walling is the ..most, common

construction 'method In Uganda. Bricks are readily .available iii both urban and .rural. areas of-

Uganda, Neady,6.0% of all houses in Uganda have brick wallsf Cruickshank et ai, :20.15)-

Brick laying is '8 long-standing: economic activity in Yurnbe district partlcularly in Yumbe

town. council which 'has since 'the last.decade grown rapidly as a r~sult of the need to increase

the.housing facilities in Yumbe town.

Under the Ramser international wetland conservation treaty; wetlands are defined as follows.

Article 1.. J: ".,. wetlands are areas of marsh" fens, peat land or water, whether natu ral. 01:
artificial, permanent or temporary, with water that is static or flowing fresh, Brackish or salt

including areas of marine, waterthe depth -of which at law-tide doesnotexceed ..six metres:"
(Dugan; 1990) ..In Uganda, a wetland is referred to as "an:area that stays. wet long enough for

only certain plants and animals tQ grow even when there is-no rain, Wetlands (ire generally"

called swamps (National Wetland Conservation Program, r989). Wetland categories in,

Uganda include papyrus.swamps; forest swamps 'riverine wetlands, lake edges, flood plains,
Dombos .and artificial wetlands, (UNEP: i988). Wetlands pray a number of roles in the

environment, principally water.purification, flOod control, carbon sink and shorellne.stability.

Wetlands are also considered ~h~,most biologically diverse or. all ecosystems, serving as

.home to a wide, range of plant arid animal life. Th~"ON millennium ecosystem assessment

xv
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