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DEFINITION OF THE KEY TERMS
Sustainable use: Means utilization whichensures that the products or services derived from that
use are available-at the same level for the foreseeable future. For example, yields from fishing or

harvesting of papyrus should be set at a level that can be maintained for the foreseeable future,
Comminity; People of Igorora town council in Ibanda district

Paradigin shift; Pattéin or a miodel towards sustainable utilization of a resource from un

sustainable.uses which acts as example

Relocation feasibility survey: A study towards a viable transfer ol resources and uses: from one
way to another. Basically shifting from unsustainable utilization of wetland resources towards

sustainable uses
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ABSTRACT

The study conducted on assessment of'community willingness to relocate from wetland resource;
the case of Kabobo wetland in Igorora town council Ibanda district south westemn part of Uganda,
The main objective was to assess the willingness of the community lo. relocate from Kabobo
wetland in Igorora town council Ibanda district south western part of Uganda spécifically; 1o find
out the value community attach to the wetland resource, (o establish the shifting opiions for
sustainable wetland resource use by dependent households and to-establish the -\af;_il.l_‘ingness of the
commuiity to accept the shifting options, Research questio_ns included: How does the community
value the wetland resource? What are the shifting options available for sustainable wetland
resource use by dependant households? Is the comniunity witling to accept the shifting options

available? And what is the best and acceptable community option for the use.of the Wetland?

The study composed of a sample of 120 respondents. Questionnaires and interviews. were used to
gather information on the wetland; this involved interviewing local people living near and using
wetland and the Local Government officials.at ITC and IDLG officials. Thie methads of analysis
that were used included; tabular analysis which involved computation of percentages and
frequencies including pie charts and bar charts of the analyzed data in excel and SPS (version16)

software,

The findings of the study show that the shifting options reconimended by the authority (figure
4.11) tend-to be more environmentally friendly compared to sonie of those which individuals are
considering by themselves (figure 4.10). According to ithe findings the activities which
respondents are considering to undertake by themselves include the Tollowing; small scale
enterprise 37.84%, modern farming 25.68%, boda boda 14.86%, charcoal bumiln'g: 1.35%, ¢oftec
processing. 1.36% , construction 4.05%,p0ut’ry 14.86% while the various alternatives were
recommended by the aunthority and respondents acceptance. towards this alternatives varied as
follows; small scale enterprise 39.13%, medern farming which improve: yields outside the
wetland 13.04%, boda boda riding 8.70% previous .activities autside the wetland 23.91% and

15.22% of the respondents did not accept any alternative récommended by the authority




TABLE OF CONTENTS

APPROVAL . iets e srssssesees st assassssestseesassessrmsvssasrsssssssiseness e sisansisntos e siosmssiiessssiessessessansonsinsiin A1
DEDICATION .o.oviivvonisuseesensceresassonsssssseesensnssssessasassssssssssssssossssercassssissse e inesstamessesi cismssirasnsanrssosssesans 11
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ...vocrecinersecasvmsssias s essseeneessnasrassessiesasssssos s sionsosinshontsoondssasesioasiniiniinemsifsnases 1V
LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS L. ivcviueciriceinsiconinramiosiineresrassiicsoseecsaonsessssonsisenspcenness V
DEFINITION OF THE KEY TERMS «..oooveavensiivesieeiosssossssresseacssoenesrirssosssntasostrssiosfoessssssssesesemsesses Vi
LIST OF FIGURES ....cococommmnsisiranescssssfonesssasscssessssssiierssisssaassssosserenessosssssareseanesrermsse st sesveesssenesess Vi
LIST OF TABLES. ¢.covtcvierruesmmiseimsresrieeenet s sonsessssserasirssasssssasiossosssssetsssssossosossanssssssssisssssnsesameesriess Vil
ABSTRACT oo eeeeeaiunsiessaniensaessiemnes s sss et sssns s irssn st msss s ss s ssnssns sissbessestannsensoesossnsnsronsinns 1%
CHAPTER ONE.......cocoivevsirererisriiines SOOI e ST VORRRT ¢

1.1 Background 0 the SHUAY . .....ovueeimeervrsecoa b aarisbresscessssstssssesiss s saesesss srsesiasnsenssanessssaresssasssensoinss |

1.2 Backgrotnd 10 the SIEY ... e imiioeriiiaresereciensses s rasnisssesbessns s esnesiap s ansesiienssrensssesereserss |

I

1.3 Prablent statement.................

T

1.4 General objective .ofthe-.sﬁt’udy
1.4.1 SPecific ObJECtiVES O the STUAY 1vvivvcvs etermessussrrsessesss e ssesssese et sssnnserssssesssssesnssesessruissea e 3
1.5 RESearchi DYPOIHESES . .viisc i tonr s v s e et st b 41 et G b sht b e,
1.6 Conceptual framIe  ocvoc e ieiectin e s s B e b6
1.7 Justification 0FThe STUAY ..ot e em a2t g1 et e iarari s asenninnes O

1.8 Soope o the STUAY. o e e s v st e ai ey drmes g s e nee rna et ans s niee s svnas st iree

1.8.2 Geographical anid HINE SCOPE ....vvresirins e ceemvssscnrsiosiresieseeesr st asas fasEase sivansnassarascsnanscssienannseie &

LA

h

2.0 IETOTUCHIO .. eeversieis s cereeeeeee o rvas axtessebe seeesbaredesssbssasenseesereess 85 rues D oteeaeaseresssea e s e eebamenensevrerssnees
2L WEIIANAS o1 st e e s b s s san s b st et b st s mereres D

2.1.1 Wetlands in Uganda ST TS OO PPUPOPOURIR .




2.2 Theoretical literatire about wetlands
2.2.1 TIendS A1 FUTUIE SEEIATION .. ersr e iireeves st seveteiasess eesestsseseessromssesenteseeossseitan sramsessmressenstenstesesetsson
2.2.2 Population explosion and Climate CRANEE ...icviveeeoriirrreieniceeeeiiiestes e cvisnsbasmsases sess s saassseio s
2.2 3 PolitICal INEETTEIEICE 1vvii e i ieieris s s ieee e st e e as s abdvas st snt e raesa e comadasaiae s o svasndesrapadeetestenssnn renseres

2.3 Empirical JHErature TENIEW Lo it s isise et s ee s s sk nes e eaennss s snemmiietasesecronyocs

23,1 Value of Wetlands..o.oveccrevneieiinne.
2.3.2 Wetland Degradation and Loss........o.cuvseee.
2.3.3 Balancing wetlaud conservation with the neéds of PEOPIE ... coovrrivvievecei i veriaessires e imereneane

2.3.4 Engaging local users in wetland management ... ... iz ariin

2.3. 5 Pdradigm shift for Sustainable wetland utHZAtoN. .....oocoivie s e

2.3.5.1 Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES): it siosminrans forsecaesasfsinnerss
2.3.5.2 Creating markets that SUPPOFt CONSEIVALION: ...t eeiriimemsririeririeess e cere i fremcseencnsbesiansgeermsrn e

2.3.5.3 Establishment of Property rights: .....

2.3.5.4 Influencing policies ANd PIANS....... v wivrecerreriresiriesssiascsceemssossssesasnrsnsesosessrsessasasserecstsmnsnerce |

24 Sm_mnary-ofliteratureire\_*.i'e'w'.;...........--....-......-.-........._...-;_,...,_.._.'......._.._......‘......\.._.._.._,.._...............,....,.......... i

METHODOLOGY ovoceeinriivonn,

301 INETOUUCTION 11 eaeiivriireoscrsvia i vsttedonresesdmresminsas e rassssenannness e esganatarnssarts s or b sabs o s e s ote suiamt enmmssentaaboecesaesn |
3.2 RﬁSl’:al‘Ch dﬁ'Sign'-...,....,..._.:.'._...'.............:...‘....._......_......,......,........-.._--.‘...........,................-.......-...........;....-

3.4 Target POPULATION. .. vvveiiiii oot et dsbaiae e s rm e e S ca bbb ea st ananr g aeatesrccrrbonssins |

3.5 8ample-size and sampl'in_g_'pr(__)cedure

25,1 SAIMIPIE SIZE tuvivecevenvsionrtiareeas rieaviesssannt s essnsiesess e ses s baas o e emass s roses s s o e rn A b b os s sa e hesgaetasaea b v

3.5.2 Sampling techniques and PIOCEAUIE . ...c..viivvu e e cessenie e sistsesies v ase e es e na g snascasenseae e

3.6:Data types and collection methods..........
3.6.1 Data tFPES covn v vreereaiameran st ressnsre s
3.6.2 Data collection methods

3.0.2.7 ODSCIVATION 11 veeeeeeravieseeeior e sree et aiis e sanssiaeh e s s ensdme s assei s 2nsaagome s sevas e as e obmneet s rsmgoaeriessinsanns

._..
Lr

18

18

he!




3.0.2.2 QUESHOIINAITES. ... iosviviseienevn s b s seee s e st e st s b mn b as b st e s sab b b fartr e entecere L O
3.7 validity and reliability of dala collection instruments ........... SO U RO D P U N UDUVOPVOT RN 1
3.7.1 Validity of data colleCction IMSUMENTS . .cowvivuerernrreieierinnsiecsserssansnensees s s vesmisnsvsnsersmenssensnsnsns 19
3.7.2 Reliability of data ¢ollection INSIUIMENLS ... vcitivesreserinses s e secsnesesnsessensesressasessesenss 19
DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS. oo cctoreviveiversessessecesoesssesensasossensronnessossineesssassss s sevimsensn 20
4,0 TRUEOAUCHON, 1rvv-vcvrverivmseessseesasbesersaviens e siasssssssss saisssanmsesesssarnsssossssesessonsnsogesassivenms sesressasessonianes 20
4.1.1.  Geberal ENTOITIAON. 1o vsvv e i reresans s ssaonsegeresmmesss o engascsesesrpessiess s ernsissensinnccsestenssein 20
4.1.2 Gender 0f TESPONAEINS. .ovivivriueriis st e s sseess e casste st ss s s st san s anene. 20
4.1.3 Education level 0 1€SPOndents .o veo v veeciv e ssresce e iscetseene s e beerene e e srassnisiesieecnns 2
4.1.4 Activities carried out In the Wetland FeSOUITE .. .ceer v bbb st cones 22
4,2:0 The value community attach 1o the wetiand 23

4.2.1 The extent of relationship between time speint doing the activity and the activity done in the

WELLAN .+ 11ovvveomseeeecreseressnas i en e anesendsrsarasssansene s e s s sbesiene e s b se e ans b s s et enn s nepaiesesenres 3
4;2,2Benetits derived from individuals association with the wetland....c.ooivre e 24
423 Analysis of the ugefulness of the wetland to individuals® liveliliood .....coviiivvniin ol 25

4,2.4 Relationship between respondents’ éducation leve] and their response on the extent fo which thic

WEUANM 18 USETUL 11vvovi o2 i iene s G s b ssesnens s aenra st st amsrnnse s snsssnsannne 27
4.3 Shifiing options fot sustainable wetland resource use by dependent households......orcvvonrecvn. 28
4.3.1 Analysis of the activity to be done apart from that based in the wetland ..., 28

4.3.2 Analysis of the activity recommended by the authority to be done: apart from that based in the

Weﬂand.;...._................--..'....”-....;.........',A‘_A.._...._......,_...-..-..‘...._......_..,-......_._......,.-..._....‘.._...._._.._,_.a.........,,...-....._..-......‘. 29
4.3.3 The extent 1o which age influénces the activity done in the wetland....cinnn. 30
434  Individual's dcoeptance o forego benefits derived from the wetkand. v...co..vonrveercsornnronnes 31

435 Analyzing the relationship between Individual’s acceptances t forego benelits derived from the

wetland per acre and the activities they 1ake Part i ..., 30
4.3.6 The relationship bétween gender and activity.done by respondents in the wellannd..... s 34

4.4.0 The willingness of the community te accept the ShIfNG OPHONS. 1o ovvvecveeeiee st sreve e 39

X1l




4.4.1 Respondents considering other dctivities apart from those based in the wetland. .......ccvivevevr.. 36
4.4.2 Assessing the Individuals reasons for not cousidering alterNatives ... covvvervsssivernenssne 37

4.4,3 Analyzing the relationship between considerations from relevant authiority and most geceptable

aciivities reconimended bY the BUINOIILY ...voveeivoer v s frenresarsrseirbeaasseassssesasivissnssans 37

4.4.4 Analyzing the relationship between suggestions to improve alternatives and Individual’s WTS

from the wetland carried out in the wetland to.alternatives ... e 3
FU1 IIUOAUOHIOIL, 1uvvererevriervrrees srivsvesemeseereesresssessssames sengavssssadenssmisssantsssends sasosassiesissssssssssnrsssnnisnrassnsnss b1
5.2 SUMmMary OF the fINAINES .. coveeversvinsiresmaeseeesiensssrenseesas s bsss e erie s ess ibessesiesrs o esson et assesinpeids 41
3.3 CONCIUSIONS «voiirtivire st et bbb e b i raags e benssna s poae e H2
5.4 RECOMMENUALIONS . -1..cotrerecriireisinsiieaeesrans i eiaeresranscresasabeseeesaesssaasssseaeassnsngsnsesnessasnesacsressssnroresass D3
3.4 Areas Of FUTUIE FESEATTI fvvviinii i it se s ir e re s cgee e s seontmate s amsnnnsnrsnes S8

xiif




CHAPTER ONE

1.1 Background to the study
This chapter introduces the study topic, background, the problem statement, objectives, and

research questions of the study, conceptual frame work, justification and scope of the study.

1.2 Background to the study

In Uganda, wetlands are normally referred to as swamps. The most commen vegetation in
Uganda's wetlands is papyrus but other wetlands inciude bogs, flood plains and swarmp i.'ore'sts_-. n
Uganda, wetlaids occupy about 13% of the country's total area. Uganda occupies an aréa of
241,038 square kilometers (sq. kms) of which43, 941sq.kms is open water and swamps, and
197,097sq.kms is land. The altitude above seéa level ranges from 620 metres (Albert Nile) to
5,111 mefres (Mt. Rwenzoii peak) (WBOS 2002) they are mostly located in the central region of
the country. Some are found in the West, Eastern and sotithern areas. Wetlands are mostly
foundBoundaring Rivers-and lakes. In géneral, wetlands are.shallow water bodies teeming with
life of complex fauna and flora. Wetlands represent ong of the vital natural"re'séurce_s; Uganda is
endowed with, They provide an ecological service: (climate nodification. water purification,
waste water treatment, fload control and water storage and distribution in space and tiime); they
have direct uses such as acting as a source of water for domestic purposes, livestock watering, a
source of fish, medicinal plants and animals, and various other materials. The primary indirect
drivers -of degradation and loss of inland wetlands Have been population growth and Increasing
economic development. These include infrastructure development. land conversion, water
withdrawal, pollution, overharvesting and overexploitation. The communities that’ access these
wetlands and use them for agriculture and extraction of various raw materials and fishing have
greatly contributed 1o their degradation. The limited wetland areas of Uganda are under
considerable pressure from a growing population and indusirial development, Poor natural
resource management, coupled with poorly planned or executed _cleve]_c_ip_mem activities have, and
are continuing to deplete the limited renewable natural resource basg of the country.
Cotisideration for economic development has outweighed the berefils (rom wetlands, thus
leading fo wetland utilization and exploitation. This has led to the overutilization of these
resources, resulting in wetland loss and degradation. The fundamental cause of wetlands
destruction is the greedy desire of both the rich and the poor to obtain livelihoods from. them.

!
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