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,ABSTRACT

The,.study examined effects 'Of 'wetl and use art the communitylivelihoods using Lirnoto wetland

in Buseta Sub County as a case study.

The study used a cross' sectional survey design, employing both. quantitative and qualitative

approachesof data collection and analysis. The methods of data collection used were interview

guide and, questionnaires. The data was collected from a sample 'Of 5,0 respondents and analyzed,

using Eked and SF-SS (version 20) which facilitated the formation of frequency tables,

The research findings indicate that in.ajority of the. respondents agreed that Limoto wetland

provides foodin form of rice' and yams ..to the community. The research findings indicate that the

majority of the respondents agreed th,at the wetland is a source of food hi form of rice, and yams
to the community as 80% of them agreed', Most of the respondents agreed that wetland fanning

contributes to the economic diversification. 73%' of the respondents agreed that Limoto wetland

has, helpedpeople who' do nat have Iand to get Where they can carry out some farming in 'Order to
, , '

improve <)11 their livelihood.

The .research findings .indicate that most 'of the respondents agreed that. Wetland is, a source of

fishing activities as 78% 'Of them agreed. Majority of the respondents agreed, thai. fishing

activities is a source ofincome as' seen by 9.Q% of the respondents.

The' research .findings indicate that 84 percent 'Of the respondents agreed that the, wetland

provides the pasture and water far animals during dry.seasons as, supported by 'majority of the

respondents. This has led to increased productivity in, the animals thus increase an the level of

income earning and therefore, improving onthe people's Iivelihood.

I
I

I
!
i
;
~

Frain the research, I recommend that ,wetland farming should be can-led aut sustainably in order

.to avoid wetland degradation, Fishing activities .should be carried out by using recommended

equiprnents like sizeable nets,

xii



CHAPTER.ONE

INTRODUCTION

LlIntroductlon

The research assessed the Effects of wetland use on community. livelihood in Uganda using

Limoto 'wetland in Buseta Sub County .I;lS a 'case study, This chapter covers the background of the

study, statement of the problem, study objectives, research questions, scope of the -study,

justification of the. study, conceptual framework, 'operational tiefinitions ofkey termsused and
organization ofthe. research.

1.2Background ofthe study

Wetlands.inhabit a transitionalzone between terrestrial and aquatic habitats, and are, influenced

to varying degrees by both.They differ widely ·~ncharacter due to regional and local differences

in climate, soils, .hydrology, water chemistry, vegetation, and .other factors. Depth and duration

of inundation, a key 'defining force, can differ. greatly between types of wetlands: and also can

var~ from year to. year within.a single wetland type. As per the definition adopted at Ramsar

Convention (Iran in 1971)~ "Wetlands are areas· of marsh, fen, pearland or water, whether natural

or artificial, permanent or temporary, with water that .is static.or flowing; fresh, brackish, or salty,

includingareas ofmarine water, the depth of which at low tide:does not exceed six meters,"

The world'>s wetlands are under threat from agricultural, residential, and industrial development,

and from pollution, Wetlands comprise areas of marsh, fens, mangroves, .'and other wet areas

usually, but .not always ..at the interface between aquatl'c and terrestrial .environments. they
account-for 6 percent ofthe global land area. They are.especially fragile 'ecosystems because. they

are open and fed by river systems which arethemselves subject to pollution and man-made.

changes in flow. Because their economic functions have been s? poorly understood, they also'

'tend to be regarded as being relatively unimportant. "Btl! there is now a wider appreciation that

wetlands are multifunctional and that many of the unpriced functions .are economically important

The.National wetland conservation andmanagement prograrrune (NWCMP).defines a wetland as.

1

'."
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