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ABS.l'~ACT

This study 'was under taken tq estimate the total economic value of mutunguru wetland resources

in ·Kibaale·Oi~trict. The studyemployed market pricemethod and contingent valuation method as

val iring techniques to. obtai n the values of both marketed and non marketed goods ~11dservices

provided by.Mutunguru wetland,

The findingsindicate that Murunguru wetland generated a stream ofbenefit ranging fromdirect

market goods such as fish, crops, fresh-water, thatch and fuel 'wood and indirect /non marketed.

goods aile! services such as 'climate regulation, water purification and soil retention. They also'

show that climate, change regulation generated the highest monetary value ($'22~, 134,.08) 'and

thatching grass generated the' lowest value (S94,S5), The results show that .an estimated annual

total economic value ofMutunguru wetland is $375,601.83:

In concl usion , Wetland resources contribute significantly to the household economy of people

living near tile Mutunguru wetland. Approximately57% of households depend. on the wetland

for either their own consumption or the sale ofsuch resources for money to buy' food as a basic

need. Thus this 'Study recommends for 'incentive, 'based regulation to 'be adopted by the

developing countries Uganda inclusive owing to their cost effectiveness than the traditional

forms ofcommand and control approach which. only rely on enforcement of regulations. Such

approaches Should meludc the use, of direct- economioincentives. that include properly rights that

.cnable the formation of conditions under which communities will benefit from the wetlands and

therefore have a slake in their conservation, performance bonds or subsidi es upon

environmental! y friendly a~.~'ivities.



CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.1..Background

Wetlands are naturallands perceived as waste lands and needed. to he converted to put into use

which may range from agriculture to developmental purposes. this use of the term "Wetland"·

can be traced to the beginning of 20th century. The term wetland has been defined by different

people and researchers (Nwankwoala, 2012), especially based on their pi·olession.and the. needs

of this important.ecosystem and up to.today there is. no single definition accepted by all users of

wetlands.

McCai~tney el al. (20J 0) defined wetlands as sinks into which surface. water 01' .groundwater

flows from a surrounding catchment. Within landscapes they are natura] harvesters of rain water

and, by definition, site's where Water occurs at or close to the ground surface;

According to US EPA (2009); wetlands are land areas coveted. with water or where water is

present at or near the soil surface all year or varying periods of the year. These areas support the

prevalence.of hydrophytes 01' aquatic plants that are typically adapted to life in water saturated

(hydric) condi tions,

Wetlands are particularly important providers of all water-related eeosystem services as they are

essential sources of water. They regulate water quantity' (including availability of surface water),

groundwater recharge; and can contribute to regulating floods.and the impacts of storms. Lesser

known; but no less important, wetlands particularly help in erosion control and sediment

transport; thereby contributing to land formation and increasing resilience to storms.

i
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