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ABSTRACT
The study was about assessing the contribution of fishery resources on' the livelihood of

communities at Victoria Nile, Narnasagali Sub- County Karnuli district. Study objectives were to

assess the socio economic .contribution -of the fishery to the: comrmrnity of Namasagali SUb-

COL1nty; to ldenti'fy the challenges faced byfishresource users at ,the Victoria Nile" Nanrasagali

sub-county; to identifvwhether OJ" netVictoria Nile fish stock is under threat ofextinction from.-. ~ ..... .. .

community perception (Naruasagali sub-county).

A,Gross sectional study was-used which involved use of questionnaires covering 40 respondents,

Data-collected was analyzed using SPSS16. Study findings indicated .that; the, socio economic

contribution of the' fishery is basically through provision of Income, food and employment. The

studyalso indicated that reduced resource' catch is.the majorchallenge which .fisheries resource

users are encountering which shows that, the, stocks ate reducing due, to poor fishing gears

accompanied with over fishing and indiscriminate fishing of fish species thus deterioration in

,sociQ economic contribution 'of fishery resources to. the livelihoods of communities hence posing

a need to address such challenges and finally, the-study indicated that. [here is a gender and

occupational imbalance. iii fisheries which mostly neglects \\10'111011 and lish traders respectively

hi Namasagali according .to'the artisan fishermen 111 the, community; declines are being realized

through the decline in t~l~fish catch per day, Iong hours offishing and perhaps a decline in its

contribution to the fishermen.

In conclusion, it clearthatthe fisheries resources contribute to the livelihoods of people through

.provision of food, Income and employment opportunities. However the. increasing demand for
the resource bas threatened fish .stocks and fish species with.extinction due ['0 .over exploitation.

The researcher recommends that, for an increase in the. socio economic contribution 'Of the

fishery, value additional activities should be encouraged for example processing of fish waste

can he collected to generate fish meal and animal feeds, fish HI1' for generating fish oil which is,

'gQQq for health improvements. These activities among others provide employment, increasing

people's income and improving livelihood of the conrmunity,
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CHAPTER .ONE"

];0 Introduction

This chapter' includes the back ground to the 'study, problem staterncnr, objectives unci research

questions qf the study, significance, and.j ustification of the study, .and fi nall y. the study scope

1J Background to the study.

The fisheries industry still remains the second major foreign exchange earner for Uganda after

. coffee, Uganda's.location orr the.equator gives itatropical climate with no seasortaliry and warm

'temperatures, The country is.l andlocked with an estimated ]65 lakes accounting for l'~% of total

country area' (SEATINI, 2008), However, Uganda has got five major inland freshwater bodies

and River Nile'thatare responsible for most ofthe wild fish catches. These lakes provide 80°/(1 of

all 'U ganda' s capture fish -prorluction. .Lake: Victoria leads the- 'production. statistics (58%) of the:

Important export species Nile perch. Much as the country has. over 365· fish species, the most

important of these for commercial and subsistence exploitation include Nile: perch, rilapia,

Sardl ne-like Ra striJle().hohlsp,Africancatfish. (Clariusgariepi nLIS) , Bagrusdocntac, haplocliromis

.and Lungfish (protopflJrussp), l~be[e -are numerous small lakes and streams plus a high. water

tablein most- locations that have made it 'possible for small scale. uquaculture, Aquaculture is

further enhanced by availability of local species that can be cultured under controlled

e.llyironments. These are Nile perch and tilapia accounting for 67% and 32% respectively in

te1111~of production statistics (FAO-Pishstat, 20(9) .. These are: the IWO main species of

commercial importance for the coLll1tr)I'(Dicksqn,. 20'] 1).

Centriburiou-offishcries to the economy; hi 2010; the 'national gross domestic product (GOP)

was $ 17.70 billion hringing per capita GDP to $ .517. The average inflation rate of Uganda Was

approximately 10.5 (lMF~ 1UlO). Uganda's economy is' supported by agriculture which

contributes ..about 2;8% of the national GDP, employs 80% of the economically active population

and accounts for 70'"", of exports (1M¥', 2010). In 2009! trade in fisheries contributed about 2.8'1;'.1

ofthe national GDP. Recent data.shows that the fishery sector i~important for poverty reduction

as it provides the: main direct .s.ource of income for over 2G~;OO() housebolds.. equivalent to
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