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ABSTRACT

Despite the importance of Ugandan wetlands in sustaining rural livelihoods, widespread drainage

and habitat degradation has occurred. In rural areas where majority of the population rely on

wetlands for both direct consumption and ecological functions, wetlands face great threats of

degradation as the population increases. In the study to determine the drivers of wetland

degradation wetlands in Namasagali sub comity where considered covering four neighboring

villages wi til objectives of determining activities carried out in the wetlands, state. of wetlands,

responses to wetland degradation andobtaining the..peoples opinion on what can be done to

reduce the degradation, data was obtained through questionnaire interviews observations and

references to available information and analyzed with statistical packages .The study revealed

that there are high levels of degradation due to increased clearance of natural vegetation for

mainly agricultural activities like crop growing and. cattle grazing.brickmaking.charcoal burning

.and. such activities are major driving forces behindland degradation due to increased levels of

soil erosion, there are low levels. of responses to wetland degradation and limited awareness

towards sustainable use and. management of wetland resources, gender and age are relevant

factors in determining the nature of activities carried out in wetlands with the male and age

group of 30-:39 taking a great percentage of participants. Activities in wetlands are independent

of whether one owns land ornot, Based on the.study, the following recommendations were made;

need to sensitize and change attitude of community towards environment and natural resource

management; there is need for proper coordination and involvement of stakeholders at various

levels in management of natural resources, carryout research activities to provide information on

the state of wetland resources in order to develop appropriate and. efficient mechanisms to

overcome the challenges at hand, forming of associations for farmers at local levels for easy

monitoring of their activities and implementation of government programmes like NAADS and

provision of assistance to farmers inform of relief for controlling pests and diseases; consider

gender equality.inuse and management of natural resources to avoid gender conflicts
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CHAPTER ONE

1.0 GENERAL INTRODUCTION

1.l Introductiou

This covered background tothe study, statement ofthe problem, objectives.of.the study, research

hypothes~s/ Questions, conceptual framework, significance/Justification of the study, scope

(coverage) ofthe study.

1.2 Baekground of the study

Land is a fundamental natural resource whose productivity directly impacts on economic growth

and development of all U~~ndans most. of whom derive their livelihood from land based

·economic .activities includingsubsistence farming. Uganda covers a.totalarea of 241SSCHan2 and

its estimated. that 125000km or 625% or Uganda is arable, ·relatively fertile and receives

sufficient rainfall for rain fed cropping and pasture (IFPIH 2001 .. Olson and berry 2003) .mosi of

.the arable land is under subsistence .a~riculture. (37% of Uganda's total land area) .and thus

agricultural sector being the largest driver' of Iand degradation, Land degradation refers to the,

temporary or -permanent lowering of the productive capacity of land (UNEP, 1992b). Stagnant of.

declining unit productivity coupled with arising population means more land has-to be. converted

to agriculture to meet the growing demand for food. locally and within the regions. This trend is

causing problems of land degradation, deforestation, wetland reclamation and transformation of

grasslands. and woodlands to agricultural use. In this study we concentrate on wetland ..

degradation.

Wetlands are considered essential. for biodiversity conservation, ..Less kn.own are the multiple

functions and livelihood services that wetlands provide to local communities -in many parts

of the world: e.g. The provision of food, drinking water, building materials, etc. In addition,

wetlands play .an important role in water regulation, purification and sanitation. In Uganda:

Wetlands represent one of the vital natural resources j·n.s endowed.with: ·!ffid·althol,lgh the overall

economic value of wetlands in Uganda has not yet been quantified, Emerton et al, (1999),.

estimates the purification function of the 5kmNa,kivllho wetland iu Kampala at: US$L3 million
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