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ABstRACT

The aim of this study was examine fisheries resource governance and livelihoods of the'

people in Namasagali Sub-county. The specific objectives. were to: assess fisheries resource

contribution t(J the livelihoods of the people in Namasagali Sub-county and to suggest

recommendations tor the lmprovement ill the fisheries resource governance in that area ..This.

involved lise of questionnaires covering 50 respondents i.e. 10 in each landing site and

Irading centre. Data collected was analysed using $PSS.

The research' findings indicate that the BMUs are. the institutions responsible for fisheries

governance. There is a lot oflaxity, inconslstencies, discrimination arid lack of transparency

. in these institutlous. Some of the fisher folk ate not aware of the activities of these

, institutions,

The. study concludes that. the BMUS are very inefficient in ensuring proper management of

the. fisheries resource, and this affects peoples' livelihoods negatively. Therefore the

researcher recommends that there should be stronger-rules and regulations governing lise of

the. resource, the procedures for licensing arid registration should he transparent. EMUs

should be wei I.empowered financially, mass awareness of the lisher folk needs to be done,

licences should be issued on a quota basis, and a saving and credit scheme among fisher folk

should be promoted.
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CHAPTE.R ONE
'. . "

INTR()lJUCTJON

1.1 Introduction

<I11is.chapter covets. the background i-g. the study, the problem sraterneut, objectives, research

questions.eignifieance of the ..study and the-conceptual frame work .

.L2 Background rothestudy

lishcries resource ·gov~rnallce according to FAO (2000) should focus <'>11 the "Integrated

process of information gathering e analysis, planning, consultation, decision making,

allocation of resources.and formulation and.implementation, with enforcement as. necessary,

of regulations or rules which govern. fisheries. activities in order to ensure tlie conrinucd

productivity oftheresource and the accomplishment ofother fisheries.objectives .." Fisheries

management draws on the science of fisheries 'in order to find ways to protect the fisheries

resources so as to ensure sustainable. exploitation .

Modern fisheries governance and managernent is often referred to as a:governmental system

of appropriate management rules based on defined. objectives and a mix of managemeru

means to implcmeru the rules, which are put in place 'by a system of monitoring ·al1dcontrol

surveillance. The interuatlonal fisheries resource is. somehow poorly 'governed. This has

reduced the bene tits from this natural resource to the livelihoods ()f the people. Better

governance of this' resource in this case would mean the sum of U1C legal, social, economic

'and political arrangements used to managethe resource.

Livelihood refers to.the peoples' "means of securing the .necessitics of life". For .instance, .£1

fisherman's.Iivelihond depends onth ..e availability and accessibility of flsli.. In soci-al sciences
(he concept of livelihood extends to include social and cultural means. i.e, "the command tin

individual, family. or dther social group has ever an income and/or bundles of resources that

C,,111he used or exchanged to satisfy its needs, This t11.Uy involve 'infonnatien. cultural

knowledge. social networks ~nd legal rights as well as tools, land and other physical.

resources. The' concept of livelihood is used in. fields such as political .ecology' to put

analytical. focus on sustainability and human 'rights, A livelihood can also be the iucans of

making a living . .It -cncompasses people's capabilities, assets, income and activities required

to .secure the necessities of'.life. A livelihood is sustainable when it enables people to cope
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