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.AilSTRACT
Uganda's wetlands af~ widespread and complex eNEMAlOQO), In Uganda wetlands-are

normally referred to as swamps. The most common vegetation in Uganda's wetlands-is
papyrus. For long time, wetlands. in Uganda were condemned and seen as -dangerous

habitat that provides breeding ground for deadly reptiles.ianimals and insects such..as the

anopheles. mosquito that causes Malaria eNEMA 1998). Out. ofthe four (4) wetland
.systems.iin the Lira District; up" to 46% .of Okole wetland experienced increased

encroachment during the war of the Lord's resistance army. the surrounding population-

that beganto settle there engaged in cultivation. Poor weather due to. often prolonged

.drought makes cr,?p fatIllih~' in-the-upland area unproductive. TJ1ecommunityalso carries

out fishing to getfood and raise money;

The study was conducted in Ngetta sub-county among-the .communities surrounding the

wetlandin the parishes of AIda, Burlobo, and.Ngetta in Lira district;

The general objective was to .generate information about current effects at-ising from

various human activities carried outin Okole wetland on its natural benefits to the Okole

wetland to' the' community. This information would be useful in guiding the district

authorities" design wetland resource.' conservation measures to ensute .sustenance of

livelihoods and quality of lifeof stakeholder communities.

v

Data. was collected using' questionnaires, focus. group discussions and observations ..

The.'most prevalent.human activity-in the wetland was. found to be crop farming to grow

various crops to provide food for the' family and sell the surplusto raise money So as to

SUPpOlt the' family with the necessary basicneeds and requirements ..Most ·people·actively

involved in prevalent activities encountered in QkoJe wetland are youth. Water is the

main reources comrnunities obtain from the wetland. Most people. pointed out location of
their land near the wetland asthe major reason for their involvement in different activities

in the wetland. Natural and .ecologlcal challenges are the challenges being faced in the-

wetland.
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CHAPTER ONE:

1.0,. INTRODUCTION.

1.1. Background ro the study.
The Ramsar Conveation 'on,Wetlands, '( 1971 J characterised wetlands 'as, areas of marsh,

fen, peat land, whether natural or: artificial, permanent or temporary, with water that, is,

static or flowing, fresh, brackish or salt, including -areas of .marine water the depth of

which at low tide does, not exceed six meters, The national environment statute' J 995

defines' wetlands as areas which are .permanently or seasonally flooded by water and

where plants and animals have. become adapted.

Uganda's wetlands are widespread and complex (NEMA 2..000,). In Uganda.wetlands are,

normally referred 10: as.swamps. The most common vegetation iu Uganda's wetlands is

papyrus. In Uganda wetlands occupy about 1'3% of the country's to411 area. They are,

mostly located ih the central region ofthe couiltry'(NEMA 200(). Some, are found i,n,'the

west, Eastern and Southern areas. Wetlands are normally found borderingRivers and

Lakes (State of Environment Report for Uganda".2008).

For long time, wetlands ,in Uganda were condemned and seen as dangerous habitat that

provides breeding ground for deadly reptiles, animals and insects such es the anopheles

mosquito th~tcauses, Malaria (NEMA 1998);'This perception, however, places wetlands

un4et great pressure given continued encroachment 'by people living neat them. Large

chunks of wetlands countrywide especially in (he east, central and western Uganda have'

been converted to other uses and the:reason for this widespread conversion includes rice:

cultivation, dairy farming, industrial development, urban settlement, brick, making, sugar

cane plantation, floriculture and horticulture. (NEMA 20 10)

In Uganda poverty is compelling many people to bliild 'on the, wetlands as population
, '

growth and urbanization jncrease land competition (UBOS 2002)'. The construction

destroys the lands ecological value and interferes with the ecological .prcductivity of the

wetlands thus leading to loss, of biodiversity and 'inability ofthe wetlands-to perform .their

functions and values'(MQ,ore,; 200~)~
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