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AaSTRAC;T

The study aimed at identifying the economic importance of beach recreation services in

Ug_anda,The case stl,fdy, of the study was the Lake Victoria shores ,a round Kampala city.
. .

The overall objective was to contribute to the knowledge of the economic Importance of

beach recreation :adivities"on lake Victorlashore activities in Central Ugahda. The study

was cross sectional and used both qualitative and quantitative approaches to collect

data, analyze and present it. The methods of data collection used 'were interviews,

'questionnaires and fleld observations. The data was collected from a sample of 131 (one

hundrec thirty one) respondents, These Were, from Anderita beach, KK beach and Lido

beach. Data was collected by means of a questionnaire and by' field, observations. The

study Llsed a cornblnation of the Travel Cost Method and the Contingent Valuation

Method of valuation 'to estimate the total economic value of beach recreation in Uga.nda VI ..

,and fn)1T) the rindiJl9jS, it was established that beach recreation' activities are of a

.siqnificant economic irnportarrce. The consumer surplus was estimated at USD 0:63.and

the total economic C(:)5t wasestimated at VS.D478,8 per year: for a visitor at Lldo beach,

U,Sp4572 per annum for avisitor to KK beach and: USD 3816 per annum for a visitor to

Anderita beach. Basinq OJ) the findings, it is recommended that more resourc ..es should

be invested in beaches soas to comb [he lucrative economic venture given its inelastic

demand, More. so, furtherresearch.should be .done to enhance the findinqs of this study

K~y,w9r~5: lake victoris, Kempeto: travel cost method; Continqentvsluetlon method.

Beech Recreation Total Economic value

)<i



CHAPTER ONE: GENE·RAL INTRODl)CTION

l.~. lntroductlon

This.chapter includes a description of the study and an analysis of the research problem.,

·It includes problem identification, description, and justification. It includes the research

objectives and the hypotheses, the conceptual framework, the. scope of the study and

the anticipated [irnitetionsto the. study.

1.2. Background and rational to the study

Ecosystem services such as recreational services at beaches have always provided the

haven for recreational activities where more demand is currently beih.g pressed,

Recreation is one of the ecosystem's secondary values of a Well conserved natural

ecosystem (Constanza ·et al. 1997), given. the. direct use indlvlduals make of natural

assets supporting the. service. People move from distant and near places to visit places

to which they attach psycholoqical values (places they believe if visited; they will gain

sornethinq in their mind and hearth);

These days, in many developinq countries most recreational sites have. been protected

and access to them is by a fee or completely restricted. Many entrepreneurs have.found

it opportunity lucrative business to manage these resources because of the recreational

demand on these sites,

1

Lake Victoria beaches ·are. gen:erally recoqnized as. the most important recreatlon

.amenity in the region by residents around Uganda's capital, and by tourists and

expatriate living ih Ugahda. However; thereis 'very little data to support policy for the

improvement of these beaches given the role that this amenity plays in the lives of

thousands of revelers that-flock these beaches reqularly,

From the past, many health advocates and hurnah riqhts.activists .have been stressing to

employers and governments the need for le.isure by workers as part of their daily
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