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ABSTRACT

Sugar cane growingis one of the activities that. have become currently common in Busoga region

and Namasagali Sub County in .partie.ulaL 11 has. be-en carried out in the area for the past five

years' and. increasing with opening lip.of the sugarfactory iii Kamuli,. . .

TI1e main Objective of the research was to assess the impact of sugar- cane growing to the
livelihoods of small .-scale fanners in Namasagali Sub County, Specifically, the study was to
.determine the size of-land small-scale farmersallocate to sugarcane growing and. to food crops,

'establish the income that small scale farmers attain: from sugarcane growing in relation to food.
crops.find out how food secure.are the families within the. study area, and suggest strategies that

can enhance sugar cane 'gi~owing and .crop production enterprise to reduce on the impacts.

the study comprised ofa. sample of 70 respondents ..We used questionnaires and interviews to.

.gather information on sugar cane growing thatinvolved interviewing sugar cane growers; small

scale farmers in the .st,\ldy area: The data. was analyzed using SPSS software which involved

computation of percentages-and frequenciesincluding pie. charts and bar. charts.

The study found out .that majority of the farmers own land that is used for cultivation of

sugarcane and food crops where small scale farmers have not benefited from the. growing of

sugarcane as the. income from the output is less that the costs that are 'incurred ill growing of

'Sugarcane ·lience. getting Jess income and 'increasing povertylevels in the-area, Also to some

extent. the respondent who had' faced hunger the majority of them had just started ·growing

sugarcane.

The findings from the, study sugges; that the ~overi1menl .should set standard prices .101' the

agricultural products> provide a steady market for the agricultural produce, improve on the.. ,

xi

transport network to enable farmers take their produces in the market centers, setting up of

agricultural financial institutions. to provide. loans te. farmers, putting. 1l.Pagricultural extension
. ,.

workers to provide advisory services to the farmers.



The study ·conclud€}.S that 'small scale farmers have not benefited frorn 'the growirig.of sugarcane

but-instead it has led to more poverty since farmers incur-a lot of costs but gef very small from

sugarcane. after harvestin g.. TO some extent it also contributed to food insecurity in these families.

'. as they concentrate on sugarcane growing and ignore food production.

The study recommended th?t the government come in action to improve the livelihoods .of the.

small scale farmers by setting standard prices for agricultural products, providing ready market,

improving' transport network, 'providing agricultural extension workers.
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C,HAPTERONE: INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

Namasagali S~l?:County is located in, Kamuli district in -eastern .Uganda. It is located North

Western part of Kamuli district along the eastern bank of the Victoria Nile approximately 25 km

by road where.the district headquarters are located. this location is approximately 89 krnby road

north ..of Jinja, the biggest city in the sub region. The coordinates ofNamasagali are: 01 OOA'SN,

32 5,7 OOE(Latitude: 1.012.5;, Longhude:32.9500). Namasagali is naturally endowed with; water

resources, fisheries resources, woodlands, land and soils, Energy (wood) resources, .grasslands..

wetlands and wildlife.

1.2 Backgroun d of the S.tudy

Sugarcane-is a tropical, perenn ial grass tl)at forms lateral shoots .at. the base.to produce multi ple-

sterns, typically three to four metres high and about five em in diameter. The stems grow into

cane', stalk, which when mature constitutes approximately 7~% ,of the entire plant

(http://en.wikipe<;!ia.orglwiki/Sugar~ane}Arn,ature-st,Cllkis~ypicallyc0mpos~d:Qf'.L 1-1'6% fiber,

12-16% soluble sugars, 2:_3% non-sugars, and 6J-73.% water

(hti;p,://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sugarcane). A sugarcane .crop is sensitive to the climate; soil type,

irr~gatioli, fertilizers, insects, disease- control, varieties.jind theharvest.period, The average.yield

of cane stalk is 60'''''':70tonnes. per hectare per year. However, this figure can vary between 30 and

1,80 tonnes per hectare depending on knowledge and crop rrranagernerrt approach used in

sugarcane cultivation. Sugarcane is a cash crop, but it "is, also used 'as livestock fodder
(http://en.wikip'ed'ja;org/wiki/Sugatcane).

1

Uganda's economy 1$heavily dependent on: agriculture and .over :80 'percent 01: Ihe. labor force

and :85 percent of its poor people are directly or indirectly engaged in agriculture, live in rural
areas and depend .on agriculture .f91' Iivelihood and as source of income, (NEP A D, 2004).

,ACcol;ding tci the state -of environmental report (20,10), agricultural sector in Uganda is composed

of crop and animal production, forestry and fisheries and the associated trade and processing

industries. Agrieulture continues to dominate the Ugandan economy though 'at a continually

declining level. Agricultural production contributed approximately 1501 of'the total GOP in 200.9
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