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ABSTRACT

The study identified socio economic factors influencing fish Janning .in Soroti district .. Multistage II;
.sampling technique was used in'selection of 60 fish in the district. The findings indicate that; Education

(~ =5)49,df-i=2), occupation (x2 = 17.00, df=2), experience in fish farming (X2 =6~742~ df=Z), I
household size (x2 ;::;11.-605,dF,2) and land (x2 ::;8.0·98, df:.2) at }.O%.confidencelevel (P<O.l) were the. I
social factors that had statistical influence on.fish farming .. The sex of the respondent (P=O.116), age of I
the respondent (P::;;0.365), marital status (P:;;;;O.212);;Fish farmers association (P~.114-), Family type I
(P=O.'346) were· not. significant .at 10% confidence level. the main species. culture was Clarias

gariepinus (83.3%) mainly under semi intensive production. level (63.7%). Fish .farmers preferred

monoculture (8$.7%) to polyculture AU the farmers used earth-en ·.ponds·of mainly ro meters by 20

meters .{80%), a majority 50% owned .only one fish. pond, Majority (71.7%) of .t~e.fish farmers obtain

their fish seed from commercial hatcheries Based on culturing ..period {production of table size), more

than half of the respondents (56.7%) cultured their fish for a period of 7-9·months, The water sourced

from the streams/rivers (71.7%). The feeding regime showed, 4p.7% fed their fish twice a day mainly on

locally made feeds. The farmers fertilized their fish ponds using Poultry manure' (65%). The following

-economic factors: had a significant association on fish farming; Annual Household Income, types of

records kept and Credit sources available (P<O.l) at. 10% confidence Ievek.The market channels were

not signi ficant(P=<U 62) at. 10% confidence level. The study concluded that 'education. level, occupation,

household size experience: in fish farming, .and Iandholdings in acres , household .income per annual.

types -ofrecords kept; and credit services were the socio-economic factors that influenced fish farming in

Soroti district, Fish farmers in Soroti should be encouraged and mobilized to form cooperative grQUPS,

Government should .improve on incentives.for fish farmers and local governments, the fanners .should be

trained on financial management and record keeping; and modern fish fanning methods.
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Fish is ranked the fifth most important agricultural commodity and accounts for 1:5 percent of total I
. !

world' foodproduction with about 1 billion people in developing countries dependingon fish productsas i
.' I

.the primary source of animal protem (FAO, 2006). According to Adekoya and Miller (200.4)" fish and I
fish products. constitute ..more than 60% of the total protein intake in adults especially in rural areas. !

)

Nevertheless, aquaculture. production is dominated by Asian Countries contributing 85% of total output 1
and China alone. accounting for about. 70%; in 2004, Sub-Saharan, Africa contributed only L6:-percent I

. I
(93500t6niles) of'the total fish production (LVFO, 20(8) i

!
Uganda's fisheries sector has recently been recognized for its vital. contribution to· .the food and' !
nutritional security of over 3.0 'million people and for providing income for millions 0$ households. I

. !

engaged -in fish production, 'processing and trade. (MAAIF~ 2004). The' sector is comprised of both I
capture- and culture (aquaculture) fisheries with, the: former contributing most of the total production t. . . !
(FAO;201l). I
Fish farming develcpment.is credited with stimulating the development ofrural communities in which I
they are located. It is recognized for the. provision of important livelihood opportunities for the rural :

poor by improving 'the local household food security and livelihoods (Kundu, 2010) ..Fish farming has

CHAPTERQNE

INTRODUCTION

the potential to significantlycontribute to .poverty alleviation through income generation s- creation of

jobs, and enhanced food security (FAO 2006)

However; most fish farmers in. 'Uganda are poor 'people in villages who -practice aquaculture fo!

subsistence with ponds of usually less than 500 'm2 constructed using family labor 0 Isyagi, 2007.), wit'

low or no. input production systems. The rising fish. prices and domestic and regional. demand, alon

with reports of dwindling fish stock in Lake Victoria and Lake Kyoga (Uganda's main source of captu

fisheries), adoption of improved fish farming methods has, increased and farmers are. beginning to bu

more and larger ponds of 1,000 m2, and using higberstocking densities (Bahiigwa et al., 2003; F'~

1010).

Ridler & Hishamunda (2001) have 'identified several economic factors that are important in fish.farn

development .. They include availability and. affordability of fingerlings and feeds, availability of
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