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The study was carried Qulin Bulongo Sub County-in Luuka district to assess the Cost-Benefitanalysis

of sugarcane growing. Sugarcane growinghas led to thereplacementof cash crops like cotton, .coffee '

among others, for sugarcane, Most of the farmers in the country .grow.sugarcane for. salewhile ignoring

other consequences of sugarcane growing like food insecurity leadin$ to rampant starvation and

malnurrition, loss of biodiversity, through habitat destruction, loss of soil fertility, climatic change

leading to diseases, increased .school drop outs, The general objective ,of the study WaS to assess Costs

Versus Benefits of sugarcane ,g_r.owingto livelihoods ofthe. people of'Bulongo.Sub-county and the,

Specific Objectives Included; To find out the drivers of'sugar cane growing, To identify-the costs

incurred and the benefits obtained from sugarcane growing to the people, T9 suggest, the best approaches

to sustainable sugarcane growing in. the "Sub County.

The study targeted sugarcane farmers and data was obtained from a sample of 70 respondents of.theage

ranging from 20 & above Years: The: study involved the use of mixed methods and farm households ..
were selected by purposi veand snow ball sampling techniques. The methods, of data collection that were

used arc. sel f administered Questionnaire, Interview, Observation arid finally recording 'the obtained data

in a .notebook, Data alter being collected, was coded, edited, summarized ill a manual sheet. and entered- ill

statisticol packages 61' Microsof] Excel. ana, SPSS for analysis. This resultedinto generated frequency tables, P'le'

Charts and bargraphs.

-,

1'r0111the findings; it-was generally concluded thar benefits from growing sugarcane.are greater than the

C(,J$tS incurred iii its -prqduction ($Q% of the respondents said that the 'benefits. they obtain from growing

sugarcane ~ll'~ greater: than costs: they incur, during the activity). '111e study recommended increased

sensitization .of the people about the sustainable llse, of available natural resources arid, the set niles alia
regulauous. governing sugarcane growing, The stutly also recommended .governmem to pI'O\e<.:1 sugarcane om

growers agains] exploitation by theSugar factories by setting minimum price for the sugarcane product. It also-

recommended enforcing the law by local leaders and the police to arrest and prosecute plantation owners-who arc:

lound using children-under the' age or-schooling.

j(j



CHAPTER ONE:.INTRODDCTION

i.J Introduction

Chapter one entails the background of the study, Statement of the problem, objectives of the study

and the scope of the study,

i.2 Background

Sugarcaneis the world's largest crop by production quantity (FAO, 2014:). In 2012! FAG estimates

it ·was cultivated on libolit"26.0· million hectares, in more' than 90 countries, with a worldwide

harvest of '1 :83 billiontonnes. Brazil Was the Iargestproducer of sugar cane ill the world. The next

five major producers, in decreasing amounts of production, Were India, China.Thailand, Pakistan

and Mexico.

More than 1A5 million tonnes of sugar (sucrose) is produced per year in about 120 countries; open

pan (artisanal) sugar production in Asia probably adds more than ten million tonnes to.this tqtaL

Annual consumption 'is expanding each year by about two million tonnes, Around 6Q-70 % is.

produced from sugar cane with. the remainder from sugar beet ,(Willer:and Yussefi, 20.07).

It is. estimated that Uganda's domestic demand shall be close to 500,000 metric tonnes by 2015;

hence (he planned expansions in this sub sector should be able to meet this domestic demand ..

Significant capital investment in order t9 expand sugar production capacities as well as

diversification of by-products to achieve economies' ofscale; is envisaged with all the major sugar

mills. In addition, th~ factories. will 'be, encouraged' to, produce close. to. I Q0M.W of "green"

electricity from burning bagasse, mainly for their .own use and 'the. surplus win 'be offloaded for
sale to the nationalgrid. This will help ease the power shortfall that Uganda is. currently facing

(Thi; National Sugar-Policy, 2010).

It is. good to note ih~t much of the cane supply. for this expansion shall come from out grower

111111)crs\:\'110 are currently supplying about 50% of total cane requirement of the major sugar

factories. This intervention is In line, with government programme of poverty eradication and

prosperity for all U~andifn's'Dbe National Sugar Polio)" 20.1.0).

Producing Sugar from cane however conies with; Habitat.loss, cumulativeimpacts and impacts on

1
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