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ABSTRACT
The study examined the perceived impacts of the-tragedy of the commons on the fisheries resource, the case- study

of Nama sagali Sub-County

The fisheries resourceofthe sub-county Is from Victoria Nile which has its ·way through Namasagali sub-county

and frern which fishing activity takes place In a number of landing sites/fishing villages including: Kalama,

Kakindu, Kadungu, Kasanga, Namasagali and Malugulialanding-sites

The study used qualitative approach to collect data.analyze and present it. The methods of datacollection.used were

interviews, questionnaires and field observations, The. data wail collected from.a sample of-eighty-one respondents,

which include 70 males and 11 females. Data was analyzed using' Excel al1g.SPSS 16, which facilitated the drawing

of pie' charts, bar graphs and' tables used to analyze the relationships between different variables,

Findings from.the.study indicate that-men dominate the fi~hing activityshown'by 8~.A%;comparedto 1:t6% fer tile

women.fishing was found to be main occupation and major income source here.

The' finding-from the study indicated that most people have been in the ·fishing activity from 1.~5years and most of

the believe that theiractivity is being regulated shown be 93% and these-regulations have been found to be having

some problems such lower catch, conflict, .steallng oflegal gears.

The study has ·also shown that there is general reduction in the. fish stock manifested by reduction. in the current

harvest for instance in the previous 5 years-majority of'the peoplewere harvesting over LOkgs unlike now days where

majority is harvesting between O-Skgs only

Basing on 'these results; it is noticed that fishing activities' such fishing, smoking, boat landing, transporting and

selling fish and fish products poses dangers .00. "theenvironment and they include: deforestation, coastal modifioation,

species facing lbreat. of extinction and -others and the known measures to .address these' problems includes

afforestation; re-afferestation, catting mature trees on Iy .among'others.

In conclusion the lowrestriction on the .entry·and exploitation of tlre fish resources has resulted into massive reduction

in the fish stock reveal by the high reduction in the current harvest compared to the harvest iii the previous 5 years

This also confirms the. fact that when the fish resources: are openly accessed it causes what is called the 'tragedy of

commons and its effects as each fishermen aims at maximizing his. personal catch and this brlngs 'about (he use of

bad fishirig methods of fishing such as: using- kokota, casts netting.' WhicQ catches even the immature fish that then

result: into low catch by all the fishermen.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTODUCTION

1.0 Introduction
This chapter provides information on theback ground of this study, 'the.problem statement, main objective and

specific objectivesof this study, It also encompasses the 'abstract ofthis research report and the conceptual frame ..

work.

1.1 Background of the: study

The. term Tragedy of the Commons was first described by Garret Hardin in 1968 who affirmed that lithe inherent

'Iogic of the commons remorselessly generates tragedy", This tragedy isa dilemma arising from thesituation in which

indtvlduals.driven independently by the power of'theirown self-interests, ultimately deplete a shared limited resource

without considering future .sustainability of the same resource (Dietz et ai., 2003). In faet, they even forget that their

livelihood depends on the sustainability of' the resources In question and this fuels more: tragedy, The-word tragedy

.refers to the d~pl etion of the 'limited' resources whi Ie commons stands for lriclusive, ownership suggestingthe absente

Of private ownership and property rights oftheresource.in question (Hillman, 2QOi).(O!;ello; Obiero, & Munguti,

2013)

The-fisheries sectorin.Uganda is one of'the sectors that coristitutethe Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Industry and:. .

Fisheries [MAAIFJ and it comprises of lake fishery and aquaculture sub-sectors. According to [MM.!1=' 2003]. .. . .

Fishery is an entity engaged .in raising or harvesting flsh Which is determined by some authority to be a fishery.

According to-the FAO, a fishery Is typically defined in terms of the "people involved, species or type offish, area of

water or seabed, method of fishing, class ofboats, and purpose.of the activities or a combinationof the foregoing

features".

Uganda has 20 percent of'tts surface.areas as water. This comprises five major lakes (Victoria, Albert; Kyoga, Edward

and.Geerge.and.about I &0 minor lakes; rivers and wetlands), These water-bodies, ifwell managed, have. an estimated

product jon 'potential' of over &0.0",0.0.0.tons of fish.although .the current catch is estimated at 430,OOOtClnes(MAAIF):

Although Uganda has more than 350.fish species, the NHe perch (tates nilotlcus) and tjlapia"(OrechF~mis nilq,tiGZls)

remain. the most important, making up 46% ana 3,8% of the total respectively. The sector depends on.naturalwater

bodies which account for about 18% of Uganda's total surface area', 1n 20.0.7the total amount of fish catch was.

374,30.0 :metrlc tons; an increase from 3~7)200 metric tons in 2009. Lake Victoria - the largest tropical 'lake and

'second largest freshwater lake in the world contributed 60% of the annual fish catch {221,390 metric tons} while

other lakessuch.as Kyoga.andAlbert contributel{i% (6.0,O,OO·MT) and 1'.5% (56,50.0.MT) respectively, (MAAIF)

1
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