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ABSTRACT

Solid waste separation and collection 15 one of the most pressing problems faced by many

.muntoipalities in Uganda today; This is due to inadequate revenue by municipalities to

.manage solid waste collection and ignorance of the households about solid waste separation

activities. The study was. conductedin Kabale municipality with the major aim ofgenerating

infcrmation on the economic. effectiveness of current solid waste separation and collection

activities to help guide and design cost effective methods of separating and collecting solid

wastes by residents based on internally generated funds from composting activities by

muncipal council.

The. main ..objective was to. assess the economic effectiveness Of current solld waste
management activities and the other objectives were to identify solid waste separation and

collectlon practices, residents' willingness to pay for seperating and collecting different types

of solid wastes they generate and identifing possible solutions to current solid waste

seperatiori and collection challenges.

The data was collected using questionnaires which were. both open and close ended,

observation, and existing literature from the journals, websites and reports. Data was entered

and analyzed using Microsoft Excel. and SPSS because they are user friendly as compared to

other soft.wares.

Majority of residents in Kabale municipality do not separate the solid wastes they generate
because, they .lack separation facilitles and do not have knowledge about solid waste

separation and its benefits except residents In hotels. Collection of solid wastes is expensive

due to long distances of the households from the collection facilities especially boys' quarters

and residents with higher education levels and. more family members are willing to pay a

higher value for solid waste separation and collection than residents with lower education

levels and few family members for a better arid healthy environmentof'Kabale municipality.

xv



CHAPTER .O'NE
1~O~ INTRODUCTION

.1..1. Background

i.i.t, Solid waste managementin ..economically.diversesocteties

'solid waste is inextricably linked to urbanization and economic development (Bank &

America, 1999), as-countries urbanize. their economic wealth increases. Asstandards of

living and disposable incomes increase, consumption ofgeods and services increases, which

results ina corresponding increase intheamount of waste generated. Simelane &, Mohee

(2012) estimate-that at present almost 1:3 bllfiontonnesof.Mfsw are generated globally every

year.ior 1.2.kg/capita/day in the worldcities and.towns. The-actual per capita rates, however,

are.highly variable, as there ..are considerable differences in waste generation rates across
countries, between cities, and even within cities (Bank & America, 1999).

Financial sustainability hi' solid waste management isa major issue for cities all over the

world. According to World 'Bank (WB) solid waste management represents a high proportion

Q(20- 5Q% the recurrent budget: in. developing, and transitional country- cities with 80-90%

spent orr solid waste collection, yet it-is also common-that half the 'urban solid 'Waste remains

uncollected and half the city population unserved (Redic, 2010).

l.L2. Solid waste management practices in Uganda's urban centers

Uganda is facing rapid urbanization of 5.l% .per annum, leading to overcrowding and the
'. .

development of slums and informal settlements wlth poor waste management practices:

(Report, Solid, Management, & Governments, 2:013:).Margaret. (2013) notes that-solid waste

seperation and collection is:one of the most pressing problems faced by many urban centers

in Uganda today.

In Uganda, the local government authorities are: responsible for SWM services, but these

services are only 'at secondary level where by primary level collection. IS. neglected (Banga,
Lokina, B: Mkenda, '2011). The solid waste problem is due to high waste generation,

inadequate waste collection and poor disposal habits by the households with .limitted sorting.
Aecording to (Banga, ..Lokina, & Mkenda, 2011.): observes that lack of' Infrastructure, .ail
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