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ABSTRACT

T-hc study was carried out in four villages which include; Kilyanono, Kigamba, Kabalende and

Kibyayi in the Eastern division of Kaweri Mubende District. The aim was IQ generate

information .about the- impacts. of Eucalyptus plantation to the livelihood 0[- the people iu the

community. This was important in choosing the appropriate alternative .. ill restoration and

management of the forest 'reserves in Uganda. This was done by examining: the current and

f01111er benefits obtained by the people, finding put the problems currently laced by the people

'residing around Kaweri' central forest reserve and assessing' the. attitude of people towards

management cfKaweri central forest reserve in its..current state .

.Serf-administered .quesucnnaireswere.used to obtain information about the benefits of'the forest

reserve, problems faced by people residing around and people's attitudes towards management.

The information gathered was coded and entered into the MicTOSOJt excel which was further

analyzed with the useof'two software packages (SPSS and Microsoft excel'[

The: findings indicate that a natural forest hap more bene fits. as compared te the eucalyptus

plantation because <l natural {brest" used to compriseo r the. beneficial tree species suchas Ficus.

Euphobia, Misopsis, Albizia Zigia, MikanniaRetea, Sap ium.. Acacia, Maesa, Sparhodeu, Myrica

and these used to provide services (direct arid indirect) which improved the Iiving standards of

the _people by then and when it was restored by NF A through planting Eucalyptus tree species-as

an alternativc.rhe serviceswhich were obtained front. the reserve before reduced and contribured

La more challenges Which are faced by the people residing around the reserve such as welter

scarcity, reduced crop yields; long-dry spell, loss of firewood and poverty.

@.NabliliellJ'£( Dorali.Zt) 18
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CHAPTER ONE

1. QINTROnUCTION

1. 1 Background of the study

Globally, landowners and governments have relied on plantation forestry us one Wily or meeting

subsistence and. commercial. demand for wood products. The most recent FAO estimates put

global plantation cover at 7.00/0 (FAO 2010b).

The FAO estimates that forests industries contribute more than US$ 456. billion to national

incomes, contributing neatly) percent of the global GDP in 2008 and providingformal employ

ment to OA% of the global labor force (FAO 2012). Factors promoting plantation adoption

across the globe include Joss of or poor access to natural forest, unique benefits of plantation

forestry, and. institutional promotion. Plantations are primarily seen as alternatives to natural

forest that has either become scarce 0.1' inaccessible. Given historical and contemporary rates

(FAO, 20 lOb) of deforestation, it is unreasonable to expect that forested land will increase in

nOI1-temperate regions any time in the near future. Recent investments in plantations have been

driven ·Iargcly by the private sector (LYOI1S & Westby·2014 and Schoneveld, 2(11), Whilst there

is renewed interest from investors, governments and enterprises in the potential of planted forests

in Africa, doubts have been expressed by cominonities,· environmental and social NGOs ami

other commentators about recent impacts, Planted forests provide. products (limber, [ihn:,.energy

Mid food) and environmental services (carbon, land restoration and reclamation, hydrological

regulation and biod iversi ty and genetic resource conservation).

The. consistent decline in the size '\110quality of forest estate is a major concern given the forest

sector's contributiorrto national and household economies and rural livelihood. Eo Africa has lost

more than 22 million hectares of forest covet (Society far International Development { SrD}~

1
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