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,ABSTRACT

The study assessed the economic benefits of sugarcane and rice growing in Namasagali Sub

County, Kamuli district. The. study was cross 'sectional where both qualitative and quantitative.

approaches .were used. to collect data following a .;multistage sampling technique. using

questionnaire based.interviews,

The research findings indicate that the majority of'the respondents ate involved infarming in both

rice and sugarcane growing respecti vely because the wetland is government owned and sometimes

crop .seedlings are free of charge. Findings also indicate that farmers have started. growing.'

sugarcane other than ether foods because they have seen that is a viable business ..Findings also

indicate thatmost of the respondents benefited from sugarcane growing-such as.building of houses, .

educating. of-their children; buying of bicycles, motorcycles and .cars amongothers. Findings

indicate that sus. 309,873.66 was the average.:gross income. earned per farmer in the. study area and

itimplies that the. enterprises where viable. Furthermore, findings showed tha.t the most difficult

.challenges 'were capital whereby it was limited andthus they couldn'rfulfill their needs.like buying

of more land, lack of collateral securitytb get loans to expand their production among others.

Conclusions were made. that 4.8% of the respondents have never been supported and 32.% needed

seeds in'order to. improve your farm output, Recommendations were made that the government

should sensitize the farmers on the best fanning practices in: order to produce maximum output for

more sustainability and adequate food security and also should ensure that the services offered by

the agricultural associations reach the people inthe remote.rural areas of'Namasagali Sub County

by having representatives from such areas.
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Cl{APTER 'ONE: INTRODUCTION

1..1 Background to the Study

About .80% of Uganda's population live. in. the ·countryside and derive their livelihood from

farming. Agriculture plays a pivotal role in the development of Uganda both economically and

socially, The sector contributes about 60.% to. the country's economic development, As' the

backbone of Uganda's economy, agriculture has the. potential to create lucrative.livelihoods and

lift thousands of Ugandans. out of poverty especially with the adoption of modem techniques and

better quality inputs. Extreme poverty in Uganda feil from 53..2% .in 4.0.06 to 34.6%"in 2.013. A

significant increase ill Agricultural income, in addition .to good rainfall, favorable' prices .and

politicalstability have contributed to this reduction in poverty (reliefweb, 20.19)

Uganda'~ agriculture employs'a,bQut73 percent of all workers in the country while only generating

'less than is percent.of the economic output of the -country. Those engaged in agriculture are.

primarily rural based. having a lower standard ofliving than those working in other sectors of the

economy (lFPR;I, 20 13)

The introduction of new rain-fed (upland) rice-varieties in, Uganda, to: supplement.the swampy

paddies (that dominate worldproduction today), offers prospects for doubling rice production in

the countryO(MAAIF., 2009). This underscores the importance ofbetter seed varieties in ·increasi~g

crop production, It also provides an opportunity ·t9 analyze the extent to which farmers are using

improved seed in rice production as well as g~ps in the supply of improved rice seed; arid provides

insights on the kind of action or investment required to address such gaps at sub-regional level.

The agricultural system in Busoga is adopting majorly the sugar cane fanning system which, is

practiced in most of. the 'districts, Use of most "land for sugarcane farming is emerging as a key

driver of the Iew'foodcrop productivity, Commercial sugarcane farming though popular has had

Iittleor no significant positive impact onthe livelihoods of farmers (Waswa,2009).

The rising number of sugar factories in the region.has seen more farmers in Busoga hire out their

land for sugarcane growing thus threatening food security. This is because it's becoming 'one of

the desired cash 'crops in developing countries such asUganda (Mwaw,)20I-3).

1
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