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ABSTRACT:,
The study aimed at identifying the socio economic, 'vaiue of. ecosystem services/ livelihood

and development Impacts of Qt,Jeen Eli:;:;abeth National Park to .the sur'rounding community,

of Kichwamba, Magan'lb-o,and Ryeru sub counties of RI).bi.r:iziDistrict, The overall' objective

was to contribute to the knowledqe of the economic importance of the park iii Rubirizl

district and ,l)g~nda at large., The .study was cross,sectional ,and, used both ql.la,litative and

quantitative approaches to collect data, analyze- and present it. The methods OT data

.collection used were, interviews, ,qu~,s\ion'n'arresand field observations, The data was

collected' from a. sample of 75 (seventy fIV~) respondents. These were from Kichwamba,

Maqambo: and Ryeru sub counties ..Data Wi:IS collected by means of a questtonnaire arid by

fIeld observations. The'.study used, a combination of market price and the Contingent

Valuatlon Method of valuation to' estimate the total economic value of national park in

Ugancl~ and {ram the findi'ogs, it 'Was established that National Pa-rks'.are of a sigii'ificant

,economit'importance., Basing on the.findinqs, itisrecommended that more resource should

be Invested protected areas conservation anc1 management so as to' maintain 990d services

provided by such areas; More-so, further research should- be done to. enhance the fin~ings,

of this study,

xiii



CHAPTER ONE

1.0 .ntroduction
i.r, G~neral lntrodueticn.

In 196.9 the'·IUCN declared a national perk to be one orseveral ecosystems ·not materially-. .

.,
altered by human exploitation and occupation, where plants and: animal species

geomorphological sites and habltatsare of special scientific, educational interest or which

Cohtain a natural landscape of :greatbeauty;

As the World Resources Institute stresses the dewee of dependence on natural .resources,

the World ·WatCh Institute (2007) emphasizesa rapid ..loss offorest covered, areas around the

world and the related threats to biodiversity. Biodiversity playsa significant role concerning

the, sustainable relation between the human .be.in9 and nature, arid the .global focus on

these issues is growing. Bicdlversity is of ';significant impottance for the whole envircnment:

people, wildlife and for the ecosystem,

Chanqes and. loss in biodiversity affect the .qiversity at local as well as global level, The

dependence is often diversified in· relation to the ·situatlqn ofthe resource users. This carr

vary from small scale farmers, Who need resources such as fodder and firewood for the. day

to day survival, to ccrhpani~s who collect large quantities and are often supported by

gbvernments:.cis they contribute to the nationa] economy.

1

The focus on environmental issues has gldbaj trends, often initiated by the western -world.

Up to the mid 198Q's, the manaqernent of natural resources had a uF(jrtr~ss: Conservation

Approach" (Ve.deld, 2.002). Thi"s epproach had a ?tritt "fence and fine" policy. Meaning. that

decisions were made. top-down according to preservation and conservation of the nature

and there was a minimum considesatton of the: impact on forest dwellers.

E~perience. from these strict ·exclusion and preservationist policies .enlightened the need of

a change reqardinq manaqementof natural resources ·(Scott, 1994). The conservation 'and

control approach created challenges to a susteinable livelihood of people living in rural

areas while at the same time .being.· able to conserve .the natural resources. This form of

msnacement. was riot as sufficient as. expected, A new discussion was. brought up in the
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