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Abstract

The role of urban agriculture (UA) towards food sy and nutrition is probably its most
important contribution, followed by its role as@usce of income for a substantial number of
urban households leading to development of miceypnises, greening of cities and
utilisation of urban wastes. However, in the receast, these aspects have brought urban
agriculture into focus of players of the policy atelelopment spheres of Sri Lanka. In light
of this, the paper reports the outcome of a rebestiedy carried out to develop a production
and socio-economic environment to promote urbarcagure within Kurunegala Municipal
Council Limits. With the support of the Provinciaepartment of Agriculture of the North
Western Province of Sri Lanka, 30 urban agricultpraducers (UAPSs) were selected as the
cases for in-depth investigation for this purposemf June 2011. Face-to-face discussions
supported by structured interview schedules andsvis their farming areas as well as
capacity development workshops and provision ofrofiicance were carried out with the
UAPs on regular basis. Primary data were gatheueidglthis period to: (1) assess the needs
of UAPs (Need Assessment); (2) recognize theimgties, weaknesses, opportunities and
threats to be in UA (SWOT); (3) explore the gooda@gtural practices in existence, and (4)
evaluate the impact of UA on their livelihood (IngpaAssessment), in particular. The
information gathered were subjected to various itaiale (e.g. N-Vivo) and quantitative
(e.g. ranking, means, percentages) data analyshlnitpies. The outcome of analyses
revealed the existence of diversified forms, systamd types of urban agricultural practices.
The need assessment suggests that the majoritABs Wish to gain a better knowledge on
new technologies, waste management and animal destliction. The major strengths of
UAPs to engage in urban agricultural activitieslude the personal health benefits,
household food security while their knowledge orrketing and banking were cited as major
weaknesses. Opportunities for value addition antketarientation among many producers
were also observed. Effective means of urban wasteagement, alternative sources of
energy and self production of planting materialgeneighlighted as good practices while
limitations in land and lower prices for productere cited as key constraints. It found that
urban agricultural activities exposed UAPs into gnaew areas of agricultural production
and marketing, which have an impact on their lifiesthealth and family environment.
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