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ABSTRACT

The study was conducted on assessment of impacts of extensive agriculture on the environment;

the case study of kibuku sub-county in kibuku district eastern Uganda; Specifically to identify

the agricultural activities carried out in kibuku sic, to examine the farmers' knowledge on the

-effects of extensive agriculture to the environment. to establish the different strategies put in
place by different stakeholders to protect the environment. Research questions included: What
.are the agricultural activities carried out in kibuku sic? What is. the farmer's knowledge on the

effects extensive agriculture to the environment? And what strategies have been put in place by

different stakeholders to protect the environment?

The study composed of a sample Of 60 respondents. Questionnaires, interviews and observation

were used to gather information from the respondents. This involved interviewing farmers in

kibuku sIc· and local government officials at the district. The method of analysis that were used

included; tabular analysis which involved computationof percentages and 'frequencies including

pie charts and bar charts. of the analyzed data in SPSS (version 16) and microsoft word.

The study revealed that agriculture is the major economic .activity in. kibuku slc and employs

82.9% of the total population. Several crops such as beans, maize; rice, and many others are

grown. Therefore, basing on the study extensive agriculture hils negatively impacted on the

.environment in kibuku sic and so the government should. strengthen policy interventions on the

agricultural activities on environment.

xi



CHA:PTER ONE.

1.1. Background to the' study

The 'impact Of agricultural practices on environmental sustainability is.relevant to the. needs of

today and tomorrowjudging from, the. 'eff~cts of climate .change (0. Mertz; K. Halsnaes 'et al.

(2009), "Adaptation to climate change in developing countries). Tod~lYl more. than ever, the

world needs to re-organize and double. its sustainable development.agenda to make It function in

accordance with principles of environmental sustainability (Kuhlman and Farrington, .2010).

Extant.Iiterafure opines. that J1100·use ·cha!1~e:s~gnificaT1tly threaten. realization of the object 'of'

environmental sustainability '(Braimoh, 2004; Potschin, 2(09) Kohlman and Farrington, 20'(,0';

Ayivorand Gordon, 2012,; Appiah et.al., 20'14).

The global community supports' all stakeholders to adopt sustainable development practices to

protect-our environment for now and future. generations, yet ·yery Little work has been examined.

on the relationship between some agricultural. practices and environmental sustainability (Clarke,
et al., 1997; DWOInO.het. al., 2013) which this study seeks to address.

Agriculture is an important sector for many developing countries; 'both to drive economic

development and also to support poverty reduction and boost food and nutrition security. 'DFID

has not updated its. thinking' about agriculture since 20051 butthe world has changed immensely.

We. have achieved. significant successes in: reducing poverty and hunger; and have boosted the

incomes and.Iivelihoods .of many people, including in the poorest countries. At the same time,
new challeli~es -and opportunities have. presented themselves. For example, how will we ensure

the food security of a .rapidly growing global population in an era of climate change and

increasing. shocks and disasters?

The agricultural sector is dominant in Uganda's economy; Whilst this sector grew ·at. an annual

average o'f only ').7 percent over i99.0-99 compared to the far more impressive growth of the

industrial and service sectots, the importance of agriculture in Uganda's economy outweighs all

other sectors puttogetherflvlartln Bellido M. (ed.), 1999:). The agricultural sector .employs 82

percent of the. workforce, accounts for 90 percent of export earnings, arid provided. 44 percent of
1,
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