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A study on Self- fisheries management of costal fisheries

So00- Hyun Kim
Depar trent of Fisheries Business Admnistration, Gaduate School,

Pukyong National Uhiversity

Abstract

Fisheries self-managenent is defined as a nanagenent that is conducted by
fishernen thensel ves. Self- fisheries nanagenent is |eaded to by fisherman done,
and nade decision in fisheries managenent

Fisheries sel f-managenent is ained to inprove the effectiveness of fisheries
resource conservation and utilization, to give fishernen a sense of stewardship
with the resource they use, and to increase the degree of fishernen’s
i ndependence.

Fi sheries sel f-managenent has two inportant characteristics. They are the main
body of nanagenent and the boundary of fishing grounds.

If a fishernen”s organization becone the nmain nanagenent body of a fishing
ground, it wll be nmore difficult to inprove the effect of nanagenent and to
maintain a sustainable nanagenent conpared with fisheries adninistration
conducted by the governnent . This is because fisheries sel f-nanagenent is usually
based on the internal autononous rules, the force of which is, in general, weaker
than that of governnental regul ations.

Therefore, the efficiency and effectiveness of nanagenent is hard to be
inproved if the weakness of sel f-nanagenent cannot be renoved.

To inprove the effectiveness of fisheries self-nmanagenent, the followng



conditions are necessary. First, the managenent body nust be given the fishing
rights and enpowered wth nanagenent authority. Second, the regulatory
organization nust be institutional ized and nanagenent function enhanced. Third,
the nanagenent body nust be able to sustainable inplenent its rules. Fourth, it
nust have the ability to adjust and control its nenbers in utilizing fishing
grounds under its authority.

If the fishing ground under the control of a self-nanagenent body were too
small, it would be easy for it to manage but difficult to gain profit and
naintain the economic viability. Oh the other hand, if the fishing ground were
too large, it would be difficult for it to nanage sustainable and for its nenbers
to reach a consensus in relation to resource nanagenent and utilization.

Therefore, an appropriate size of fishing ground should be decided, which
should be related to the technological level and econonmic status of the
sel f - nanagenent organi zation as well as the natural settings where the fishing
ground i s | ocated.

The experienced gained froma case study conducted in Chuja Island suggests
that fisheries self-nmanagenent is a better way to inprove the conservation and
exploitation of fisheries resources and to increase fishernens incone.

For the successful inplenentation of fisheries self-nanagenent, fishernen
shoul d understand the inportance of community-based fisheries and the fishernen’s

organi zation shoul d be establ i shed and enpover ed.

Therefore, it will be possible to establish the sel f- fisheries nanagenent .
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