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ABSTRACT'

=,

Mount Elgon has' increasingly experienced catastrophic landslide over the years due to heavy EI
Nino rains there by' leading to destabilization' of slopes and displacement. of large quantities of
debris from the crown to the disposal area under the influence gravity;

Bududa is.highly mountainous area inhibiting a variety Of flora and fauna and experiencing high
precipitation turning. the area, into landslide prone with f~taJities like'. foss of property like social
infrastructureincluding schools, bridges and hospitals, displacementofcommunities and lossof
.human lives.

This.was carried outin Bududa district, one of the newly created districts in MOW1t Elgon sub...
region.in Eastern Uganda, the major justification was explorative assessment oflandslide hazard
knowledge sharing-and information dissemination for landslide risk 'mitigation inMount Elgon.
The main aim was to analyze awareness and',constraints for risk mitigation

Mostly qualitative .data was collected through focus group discussions with the help of all

interview guide, data Was' analyzed psin'g Excel .and SPSS software to' give ,pie.:charts, bar graphs ,

and clustered histograms,

The study revealed that heavy 'rainfall, soil characteristics, over cultivation, and deforestation are

the major causes' of landslides. Sub-counties of Bulucheke, Buwaali, Bukalasi and Bushiyi had,.
reported the greatest number of landslide 'whereas Bukigrii and Bududa. TO\VJ1 Council had

reported almost. no landslide incidence, Church is the most reliable channel used to receive

information relating to landslide. The.'presence 'of small plots' of hind and fear of. losing cultural

bondsby communities in Bududa if they areresettled at distant.places are the major constraints

,in,an, attempt to mitigate.landslide risk.

xii

,./.

IIiconclusion, landslide occurrence .is. associated with heavy rain with continued recurrence iI1.

specific sub-counties. Landslidealways depicts cracks before happening and this information is

disseminated throughchurch .

. J'



CHAPTER ONE

1.0. ,INTRODUCTION
,1.1. Background

1;1.1. Human' colonization ofmountain ecosystems

.Mountain ecosystems are highly productive sites in the world. They are a home to' variety of

-flcra and, fauna including species that are endemic to these ecosystems '(NEMA 1997). These

ecosystems are characterized by large forest Cover hence generally receive high rainfall which

makes them function like "water towers;', Worldwide' increased population and economic

pressures in mountainous areas have forced human activities to shift to practices such as.

deforestation, urban development and agriculture into potentiallyhazardous regions (Guthrie

2002).

In these areas soils, are generally fertile for agriculture. Consequently, they continue to attract

large human populationsfrom traditional low lying areas which have increasingly becomescarce

and less productive owing to increased growth in population (Guthrie 2002). this exposes the

ecosystem-to degradation.

.:....

1.1.2. Human .settlemcnt.in Mountainous areas-ofUganda

.Human colonization (If mountain ecosystems dates, as far as 19505.To date population in these

.areas is increasing at a high rate and puts pressure onthe limited rand available. Overthe last two
decades, this has continued to generate concerns .over decreased land, [of both agriculture and

.settlemeni.

1

In the 19305 all the land: eastwards of Bukrgai in Bududa was still under forest cover (Hamilton,

1984). Human colonization of Mount Elgon started f.C!I' back in the 19705; over population

'continues to be responsible for the present encroachment 011 sensitive ecosystems including

gazetted. natural forests.

Inhabiting communities .and societies utilize rudimentary technologies to. stabilize thcextensi vely

exposed soils and land on which their livelihoods .thrive (U\VA 2011). Efforts to stabilize land

,iilclud~ use ofdug terraces, planted/live hedges rows made of shrubs MId .cover crops which 'are
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