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ABSTRACT

The study was under taken to determine the total economic value of Lwajjali wetland Kyampisi
Sub County, Mukono district. The study ufilised the contingent valuation method and the market

price method to determine values of goods.and services provided by Lwajjali wetland.

The findings of the study show that Lwajjali wetland provides ecosystem 'g__o‘ods and services
which include; crops, fish, mushrooms, fresh water, fue] wood, thatching grass, sand, papyrus,
clay soils and building poles; non- marketed goods and services generated by the wetland were
climate change regulation, medicinal plants and water purification. The highest value for goods
obtained was that of fresh water estimated at 9,161,904UGX and the lowest was thatching grass
estimated at 516,312UG and the highest valued ecosystem service was water retention with
12,365,086UGX angd the lowest valued was recreation and tourism estimated at 923,136UGX.
The total economic valiie of* Lwajjali wetland in Kyampisi sub ¢county, Mukono. district was
estimated  at 48,96?,8_96UGX_._Lwaj jali wetland provides a high economic. value
(48,967,896UGX ) to the surrounding communities however, in its current state, the sustainability
of the wetland. is quest-ibnable as there are no institutions on the ground to control the use and

management of the wetland resources.

It is therefore recommended that the. government, 'thrOug_'h key ministries (Water and
Environment) should set up the government nstitutions, facilitate the formation of a Community
Based Natoural Resource Management (CBNRM) teams and empower the teams and the

institution to manage resource use and management in the wetlands.




CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background to the study
Wetlands are “areas of marsh, fen, peat larid or water, whether natural or aﬁiﬁcial_, permanent or
tempo‘rary, with. water that is static or -ﬂbwin'_g, fresh, brackish, or salty 'including areas of mharine
water the depth of which at low tidés does not exceed six meters”( Whiteoak & Binney, 2012).
Wetlands are also defiried as the transitional ecosystems that exist between terréstrial and aquatic
systems. They form the inter linkages between the land and water ecosystems which are typically

differerit and: yet so highly dependent on each other.

Throughout. human histo‘ry,- the term wetlands -conju'red' up for many people -a swamp full of
slimy creatures, harboring diseases such s malaria. Indeed it is this view of wetlands as
wastelands' that has led to exfensive drainage and convetsion of wetlands for intensive
agriculture, fish ponds, industrial ot.residential land or tg improve public health, {Gumm, 2011)

However, in recent years there has been increasing awareness of the fact that natural wetlands
provide free of charge many valuable functions (e.g., flood alleviation, groundwater recharge,
retehtion of pollutants), products (e.g, fish, fusl wood, timber, rich sediments used for
agriculture in the floodplains, tourist attractions), and attributes (biodiversity, aesthetic beauty,

cultural heritage and archagology) (Franco ét al., 2008).

Wetlands provide a variety of goods, services and attributes. Some of these are locally rélevant;
ottiers-have a regional, national or international importance, All together, the-goods, services and
attributes’ constitute a considerable ecological, social and economic value, which may be lost
when wetlands are converted or altered. Wetlands dré definitely not wastelands hit “wealth [and”
contributing to the gross national product both visible and mere intangible benefits.

The socio-¢canomic benefits of wetland are better understood, as they involve immediate human
interaction with the wetland. Human activities in wetlands generate a wide range of products,
which are uged locally, or tradéd over hundreds of kilometres. Many of the socio-economic
values are essential for the wellbeing of local communities adjacent to the wétlands. Ugandans
interface with wetlands on a regular basis, and the resources in the natural wetlands contribute

directly and significantly to their sustenance. (Namakambo, n.d)

About thirteen percent of the national territory of Uganda is covered by wetlands, and it is

therefore one of the miost prominent land cover types. Some wetlands act as basins for tertiary
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