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ABSTRACT

Bigajuka wetland provides a wide range of tangible and non tangible benefits to the

neighbouring communities; The tangible benefits includewaterfor.dornestic and commercial

'use: and, support to crop cultivation, tree risirt~, provision of handicrafts among others. The

non-tangible benefits include flood control, purification of water? and maintenance of the

water 'table, microclimate moderation. The wetland, also serves as a habitat for 'flora arid

fauna, has aesthetic, and,heritage values.

The study' centred, on carrying out a cost benefit analysis of wetland's resource degradation

with the main objective ofcomparing the costs of wetland resource degradation and benefits

derived-from the resource conservation. Specific objectives included flndlngout the, drivers

of wetlands degradation, evaluation of the ecological services rendered QYBigajuka wetland,

determining the costs of 'wetland degradation .and recommendation of-policies for wetland

rehabilitation/renovation. This ,stUdy Was both qualitative and quantitative 'in nature

conducted in Hoima Munici pality with, a sample size of65 responderits, It involved the use-of

questionnaires, interviews, observations and valuation methods; market price and contingent

techniques for evaluation of ecological services .offered by, Bigajuka wetland. Data' collected

was processed and analysed using excel and stata software to generate pie charts, bar' graphs,

frequency tables and Cf,OSS tabulations at ,5'% level of significance, The findings of this

research study were: the value of ecosystem services rendered .b~ Bigajuka wetland was

estimated ,at US$"'963.899.'.7per year, Societies and communities in the neighbourhood of

Bigajukawetland tend to value most the direct benefits from this wetland and under price the

indirect.values.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.0 General Introductlon

This chapter entails the back~round of the study, problem statement, general objective,

speclfic objectives, research questions, significance of the study-and conceptual name work.

1.1 Background of the Study

Wetlands and the ecosystem services they provide are hugely valuable to :people.worldwide.

The value of these wetlands and their associated ecosystem services has been estimated at

US$14· billion annually (Greer, 2006) . Yet many of these services S9¢h.as the .J;~h~rg~:of

ground water, water purification or aesthetic and cultural values are not immediately obvious

when one looks at a wetland ..Planners and decision makers at many levels are frequently not

fully aware. of the connections between wetland condition arid the provision or wetland

services and the consequent benefits for people, benefits whlth .ofren.. have substantial

economic value; Only-in few- cases. have decisions been informed by total ecenomic value

and' benefits of both marketed and non marketed services provided by wetlands. This lack of

understanding and recognition leads to ill-informed 'decisions on .management and

development which contribute "to the continued. rapid loss, conversion and degradation of

wetlands despite-the total economic value of unconverted wetlands often being greaterthan

thatof converted wetlands (Or~ot,.2006) ..

Wetlands throughout the tropics provide- important goods and .services to local people. They

are. considered. to be Important ecosystems, which contribute considerably to· 'the national

economy and rural livelihoods (Wetlands 'Inspectorate: Divis ion;200 1). However, wetlands In

Uganda are. under increasing threat. Factors such as population growth, economic reforms,. . .

the desire for increase in per capita .incorne and other .pressures of the development process

1
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