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DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS.

Altruism value: The preference of the individual for’ others of the current Beneration to enjoy

and benefit-from a resource, even if the individual professing the value ddes not use the resource.

Bequest value: The preference of the individual for others of future generations to enjoy and

benefit from a resource, everi if the individual professing the value does not use the resource,

Direct. Use Values (DUV): benefits_derived from fish, agriculture, fuel wood, recteation,

transport, wildlife harvesting, peat/energy, vegetable oils, dyes, fruits among others.

Econoritic value: can be defined as the most that a person is willing to give up.in other_goo'_ds'and-

services in order-to obtain a.good, service, or state-of the world.

Existence value: is the value of simply knowing that the resotirces or biodiversity within the

-wetland are protected.

Indirect Use Value (TUV): indirect benefits derived from the wetlands.functions like nutrient

retention, flood control, storm protection, groundwater récharge, micro-climatic stabilization.

Non-Use Value (NUV): derived from the knowledge that 4 resource (biodiversity, cultural

heritage, religions site, and beqiiest) is maintained..

Option value: is the estimated future value of resources and services offered by the wetland

such as possible. medicinal, leisure, agricuiltural or industrial uses,

Replacement cost: is a methiod used to caloulate the cost of replac'ihg.'.a service with a huinan-
created product, such as.fertilizers to replace the nutrients that worms create for the soils. This
uses the costs of restoring ecosystem goods or services (e.g. through habitat restoration), or of

replacing them with artifieial substitutes,

Total Economic Value (TEV) is theoretically the sum of all the above values, although
depending on how-they are measired they may not always be additive (TEV = DUV + UV +
NUV)..
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ABSTRACT

Wetlands perform ‘a number of ecosysteny services. and are -well recognized ihternat'ional'ly-
r‘ecogriiz‘ed as one of the most important ecosystems for the conservition of biodiversity.
Kagango. wetlarid directly-and indirectly suppoits thousands of peoplé, and provides goods and
services namely fertile agricultural soils, wetland fish; wetland trees for timber and fuel wood
and reeds to make mats and to thatch roofs. However, the wetland is being rapidly.- degraded
-thr0u_g'h brick making, and art and craft which appear to yield much highér and more-immediate
profits.

The wetland is located in KITC. Sheema District where a sample of 60 respondents was taken.
The general objective. was to determine the total economic value of Kagango wetland in its
current state through finding out the¢ reasons for encroachment, detérmining the current
envifonmental and ecological benéfits from the wetland accrued to different community
activities conducted in Kagango sub-county and suggesting the best possible ways-of conserving
Kagango wetland. Questionnaires and interviews were. used to gather data from wetland
encroachers, local leaders, and 5 key informants from SDLG. The estimated mongtary value for
the different wetland benefits that acerue to the people who: use this wetland was arrived at by

using.the replacement cost method,

Findings revealed that most individuals use the wetland either for papyrus harvesting; agriculture
or brick making which are highty paying activities. Also. the replacement cost value of Kagango
wetland in its current state was estimated to: be' US $ 3,827.3per morith. The replacement costs:
per month steadily increase as more people- engage in Kagango wetland titilisation which
Jeopardises -the future existence of the weétland. Ther.e.fb’re_,- this calls for promoting papyrus

harvesting for mulching of crops grown outside the wetland to-enhance output and incormes.

xiv




CHAPTER ONE:

1.0. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Background

1.1.1. What are wetlands?

Wetlands certainly occupy the transitional zones between permanently wet and generally dry
environments. They share characteristics of both environments yet cannot be classified
unambiguously as either aguatic or terrestrial. Wetlands differ widely in character due to regional
and local differences in climate, soils, topography, hydrology, water chemiistry, vegetation, and
other factors (Gosselink et al, 1993). While all wetlands are characterized by impeded drainage,
the length of their flooding period, depth of water, soil fertility and other environmental factors.
vary with différent wetland types. They are home to distinctive plant and animal communities

that are well adapted to the presence of water and flooding regimes.

According to theé Ramsar Convention (197 1) “wetlands are areas of marsh, fen, peat land or
water, whether natural or artificial, permanent ortempdrary, with water that is static, or _ﬂowihg-,
frésh, brackish or salty, including areas of marine watér that do not ¢xceed 6 meters at low tide™.
Uganda’s National Policy for the Conservation and Management of Wetland Resources (1994)
define wetlands. as areas “where plants and adimals have become adapted to temporary or
permanent flooding.” It includes permanently flooded areas with papyrus or-grass swamps,
swamp forests or high-altitude mountain bogs, as weli-as seasonal fiood plains and grasslands.
The National Environment Act, Cap 153 under Section 2 defines wetlands as areas permanently

or seasonally flooded by water where plants and animals have become adopted.

1.1.2. Global Wetlard distribution
Wetlands are valuable ecosystems that occupy about 6% of the world’s Jand surface. They

comprise both land ecosystems that are strongly influenced by water, and aquatic ecosysterms
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