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ABSTRACT

This .study was carried out to assess the current status of the social-economic conditions of the

P!!Op'Jcin the fishing sector in Narnasagali Sub, County. The ..study was done to assess the distribution

ofeconomic benefits from the fisheries, 'using selected indicators like finding' outthe income levels"

the impact of the family size 'and impact of education. level on economic development. It used both

qualitativeand quantitativeresearch design and data-was collected from a SUn1pJC Qf"s,Orespondents.

The methods of data collection used were .observarion and interviews which were held with many

actors like traders, fishermen 'and other participants in the fishing sector. The data was cross

.secrional and. was analyzed using descriptive analysis and bivariate analysis,

The 'study reveals disparities -in tile benefits atthe regional as well as at the locallevels, with more

benefits accruing to the upper levels of the fish marketing chain. The disparities. are. attributed to

UlwqQal distribution in-production assets such as capital, 'skills and credit facilities, free-market price

determinacion mechanisms, 'inadequate 'aC{:ess to, the market and other useful information; Iimited

investment horizon and. opportunities among fishers; inadequate policies to deal with. disparities in,

distribution and insufficient (lata for, distribution analysis to feed into the policy process. Also, it

reveals that there is a negative relationship between the, 'social economic development ~rid family

size and also education was revealed to have a positive. impact. In order to streamline distribution,

the study proposes. among other things; establishing' suitable .savings al:fd credit schemes.

'empewcring BNlUs, to or~al1i.z,e fishers for marketing, improving market inforrnation flow,

improving policies and improving data availability.

Key words: Economic benefits, Disparities, Distribution, Equity.
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CHAPTEl~ ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.0 Background ofthe study

Global fish catch.hasbeen estimated to be 93;? million tons captured by commercial fishing in wild

·fish~rie~,..plusA.8.l million tons produced byfish farmsIwikipedia, 2012). In addnlqn),'1.3 million

'tons of aquatic plants (seaweed etc,.)' Were captured in wild, fisheries and 14.$ million tons were

produced by aquat~lltUl'e excluding an estimated 0:97-2.7 trillion per year that is caught in the Wild.

Howeverthis trend 11'1$ been declining thatis the wild fish catch per person has 'dropped more

-dramatioally, from .J7 kilograms ,per' person at its height in 19-88't.q t3'l5,ilogram,s, in :~QJ 2: which is a

37 year low (Roney, 2012). Wh(lc wild fish harvests have flattened' 011t during this time, the output

from fish farming' has soared lrom 24 million tons in the; lIiid-1990s to a projected 67 million tons in

2012. Over the .last several decades, as demand for fish and shellfish for food, feed, and other

products rose dramatically, fishing operations .have .used llicre'lsin~lJ:' sophisticarcd techuolcgles=-

such as on-vessel refrigeration and processing facilities, spotter planes, and aFS satellites so ~IS to

meet the' increasing demands. Industrial fishing fleets initially targeted the northern hemisphere's

coastal fish stocks, then a~ stocks were depleted they' expanded progressively southward on average

close to .one degree of latitude annually since 1950. As' of 2009, some, 5T,perteht ofthe oceanic fish

'stocks evaluated by (PAC); 20(9) are; "fully exploitedwhile Some 30 percent of stocks arc

"overexploircd't-e-they have been fished beyond MSY and require strong.management jntervcntion

'in order 10 rebuild whichleaves just 13 percent 'Of oceanic fish stocks in the "non-tully exploited"

category, 'OOWll 'from 40, percent 'in ,1,974. Unfortunately, these remaining stocks (end 16 have very

Iimited potential Ior safely increasing the catch.

However at country and regional level fisheries have' to be handled different) y (rosenberg, 2001 ) <is

long as global volumes 'are rising 'or stable, il seems. reasonable to conclude: that. the exhaustion .of

local fishing grounds has' been balanced by the openingofnew grounds farther afield which is not

usually the case, If the global catch is declining, -dcspiie the unprecedented effort being made to

'maintain production, stocks must, be. in decline too. What can be done" Some Iook to fish falThirlg,

91' .aquaculture, as Ii way .of mairuaiuing production. In the snort. term, thts may work. But most

farmed fish are led 'il, diet consisting mainly 'of fish taken' om oftlie ocean. So 'al though aquaculture
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