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ABST"RA~T

The research Was conducted on Nakisunga wetland Mukono central division. It focused on

assessing the impact ofwet hind degradation by brick making on the people's livelihood on

Nakisunga wetland in Mukpno central division Nakisunga village, the sampling size-of tbe study

comprised of 40 respondents from Nkisunga wetland in Mukono central division Nakisunga

village.the sample t'n1I11e work was composed of all stakeholders involved in wetland

conservation and use, The research used random and purposive criterion in selecting respondents

according to their respective wetland allocations, 'During data collection, variqus methods were
used which include, making personal observation, interviews. using key informants,

questionnaires, and data analysis, the data collected was' analyzed USing excel and .findiugs were

presented.in form of frequency tables and percentages. The research found out that the major

,activities .conducted 011 the wetland, that contributed for their degradation were: brick making,

eonstruction of settlements, agriculture, clay excavation, the causative factor for the above

mentioned activities in order of prevalence include, hick of wetland ?wrlei'ship rights, soil

infertility, poverty.jgnorance, land storage; urbanization and negligence or attitude. The reported

outstanding impacts were: 'categorized into. social and economic impacts', The.social ecological

impacts include: Reduction iiJ water quality and, quantity, increment 01' wale'!' related diseases

such as malaria and flooding especially in the.rainy season. The economic impacts reported were

decrease in harvested wetland resources, decreased In soil fertility, POOl' agricultural yields and

decrement in number of wet land animals which attracted tourists and provide game meal lor
sell,
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION. \, '

1.0: Iutroduction

'This chapter involves the following. Statement of the problem, study area, background

information of the study.research questions, scope 'of the studyaud.significauoe

Ll , Background

Brick makingis theact of precess OF occupation of making bricks. .It's a traditional unorganized

'industry generally confined to rural and pre-urban-areas. The availability of good' alluvium soils

makes the wetland areas .to be' dotted with brick kilns arid consequently it hasbecorne one 0 f the

major focuses in bringing about land cover changes in environment arQJlIl,d, Mukono district.

Brick making is an economic activity done mostly inwetlands because 61' thepresenceof the raw

materials that is to. say clay 'and water, it involves' the, extraction of clay into heaps from clay

grounds, baking andmoulds, This clay form bricks, which .could be piled-and hardened iii OVe11

like brick kilns. Right from the preparation, to the final step of.making, it creates poin}s 'Of

erivironmen tal degradati on.

Wetlands are One. of the most fragile ecosystems, and a number of them are already facing.

serious pressure ft"OITI lruman activities (Sekagya , 200)).The excavation of clay kill the. ,

biodiversity, the large earth scarifications disfigure the, entire landscape and ,trap water where

vectors for water bone diseases such as malaria and schistosomiasis thrlve, tn-ick making IS a

.long-standing socio-economic. .activity in Mukeno distinct, which: since the late' 19~Os~has

undergone rapid growth especially around Njogezi wetland, in Nakisunga Sub county Mukono

district. 11takes place mostly in valleys, dominated .by swamp grassland and forest. It is. low

technology enterprises, which r~quire manual labour, clays; water, Iucl. wood, grass thatch

Simple tools. and transport. Depeuding on the purpose of the bricks, the requirements of the

input differs: , some: bricks makes hire labor especially for digging CI~lY- piling, that is kiln,

preparation butin most cases brick makers work individually (Omagor, 199.5.).
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