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Before 1914:

1914:

1918:

(1957:
1963:

1971:

1975:
1984:

—Endau was the district capital. _ _

— Endau was developed bééau'se ofa fe_r_ry"p_or_t to Pahang.

- There were only two retail shops in Mersing, |

— Most of the peoptle living in Endau and Mersing area were:
farmers. ' o |

— Traditional Malay fishermen with sailing boats were engaged in
fishing activities around Tioman Island.

— District Capllal was moved from Endau to Mersing along wzth all

govemment offices. -

. Big cargo-boats came from Smgapore to Mersing.

~ The 13-mile road leadmg to the tin mine was completed at
Mersing.

- Mcdayma got its Independence)

— Many Chinese fishermen came from the west coast, mostly from
Pulau Ketar, to Endau/Mersing areas to obtain trawler boat
license issued by the government. '

— Private jetties began to be constructed.

—The bridge to Pahang was completed at Endau.

- The ferry port in Endau was closed. '

— Mersing LKIM complex was established.

_ Endau LKIM complex was established.

Source: Field Survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish
Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

K. 3. 4 2 BB L BBENR S5 S REN

Year Landing Place Type of ~ Number of Numberof :
From _To Boat Boat Fishermen

1990-1995 Mersing  Endau C2 12 72

1990-1995 Endau A 20 40 -

Penyabong
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& 4.3 EUFIIBY BHEROT (1990~20204F)

Boat

Fishing  Crew/

1995

| 1990 2010
- Type Gear boat  Boat Crew Boat Crew Boat Crew
Class A Trawl 2. 25 50 h) 10 -
: P, Seine 4 2 8 - . .
- Others 2.5 2 5 10 25 -
Class B Trawl - 4 39 156 30 120 -
: P. Seine 107 3 30 5 30 - -
Others 3 20 60 20 60 20 60
Class C Trawl 4 78 312 60 240 70 60
P.Seine 10 10 120 10 120 25 280
Others - - - - - - S
Class C2 = Trawl 5.9 37 218 84 496 120 708
: : P. Seine 15 2 30 5 75 10 150
o Qthers s - - - - - -
Total _ 218 989 229 1,196 245 1,498
Source: Data for 1990 from Mersing DOF, 1992 '
RIM. 8. 4.4 ANy rOBRRAEELTREY 28RERBE TR
{1983~19914) . '
Year Number of Boats Number of Tourists
1983 4,766 48,438
1984 5,814 56,937
1985 5,261 51,723
1986 - 4,501 42,274
1987 . 3,940 41,531
1988 5,258 46,852
1989 7,054 81,611
1990 8,984 116,051
1991 7,587 117,359

Source: Majlis Perasmiaan Jeti Mersing, Jabatan Laut Johor, Sept. 1992

R 3. 4 5 ALY s b5 ANEREROER (19914)

Months Number of Passengers
January 1,133
February 4,263
March 9,880
April 13,864
May 16,593
June 17,378
July 11,370
August 14,807
- September - - 11,980
October 9,622
November 5,459
December 1,010

Source: Majlis.Perasmiaan Jeti Mersing, Jabatan Laut Johor, Sept. 1992
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X, 3. 4. 6  WEREOTHOAY

Number of Childen - <3 3 4 5 >5

Number of wives ' 0 4 2 6 1

Remarks : 13 families in total : : s

Source: Based on the interview with fishermen's wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

ﬁm.&4.r ﬁﬂ@%@ﬁﬁ‘

Ass_et . : YCS ‘No
Land 11 2
House 12 1
TV o 13 0
VCR 9 4
Telephone 3 5
Motorbike ‘ 9 4
Car - 3 10 -

Remarks : 13 families in total ‘ . o _
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen's wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

K. 3. 4. 8 HMEFEOTROREERFE

Education level Primary schaol | __Secondary school None*-
No. of wives 9 . 0 4 -

Remarks : 13 families in totaj. (Note: * = because of the Japanese occupation)
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen's wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

RIL 3. 4.9 MEKEOEROFICHT 51

Yes : No

Do you expect your children to be fishermen? 13 0
Do you pian to give your children higher education, . = 13 : 0

if they wish?

Remarks : 13 families in total C : :
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen’s wives during ficld survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Qct. 1992)

£ 3. 4. 10 BEFREOXFOHEIER

All were at home ' All were in the hospiral Home/hospital

1 _' 1 T

Remarks : 13 families in total _ R
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen’s wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct.-1892)
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XL 8 4, 11 MERKEOTROB, £y mrig 7 FBEFRIR

Yes No
Motorbike ' _ 3 : 10
Car R i ' 12

Remarks : 13 families in total ' : _
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen's wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Projeet for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

B 3. 4 12 HRREOLROMHIT

TV fradio Newspaper _ Gov. office

Where do you mainly get the information ébout

health, education, pelitical matter etc.? 13 4 1

. Rernarks : 13 families in total - : '

Source: Based on the interview with fishermen’s wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

KI5 4 13 MEREOTROMERS

Yes : No

3 — - 10

Remarks ; 13 families in total ] .
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen's wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1592)

M. 3. 4. 14 mt‘éiﬁmzﬁ@ﬁt%%tﬁﬁﬁ sted in Working outside the Home

Yes — No

8 . 3

Remarks : 13 families in total : o o
Source: Based on the interview with fishermen’s wives during field survey Phase 2 (The Feasibility Study
on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia, Oct. 1992)

EIL 3. 4. 15 BRI & B EAIBLOMBIK

Clerical Workers Total

R Male Female Male  Female
Coffee S - - - 3 3
-Retail shop - ' - - - 3 3
Processing plant . _

Freezing (Cuttlefish) 3 1 4 22 30
Freezing (Round scad) 3 10 13
Surimi plant 3 1 6 12 22
Dried fish plant 1 1 2 6 10
Ice ptant - 2 | 19 - 22
“Shipyard - 3 1 7 - 11
Total 12 5 41 56 114
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SCOPE OF WORK:
FOR
THE FEASIBILITY STUDY
| : ON -
THE PILOT PROJECT FOR IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING AND
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
N
MALAYSTA

AGRECD UPON
BETWECGN
THE ECONOMIC PLANNING UNIT
oF -
THE PRIME MINISTER'S OCPARTMENT
0N BEHALF OF
THE GOVERNMENT OF MALAYSIA
AND o
THE JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY

_ Kvala Lumpur
4th December. 199)

Mr. Kassim Sarbani | Me. Nobuo Takoki
for Dircctor General, - leader
Fconomic Planning Unil Preparatory Study Tcam,
Prime Minister's ODcpartment. Japan lInternational
on behalf of foopecration Agecncy

The Governmenl of Malaysia



. INTRODUCTION o
In response to the request of the Government of Malaysia, the

Government of Japan has decidéd to conduct the Feasibility Study
"on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing and
Distribution System in Malaysia (hereinafter referred to as “the

" Study”), in accordance with the relevant laws and regulations

in force in Japan.
Accordingly. the Japan International Cooperation Agency

(hereinafter referred to as ~JICA™), the official agency
responsible for the implementation of technical cobperatiod
programs of the Government of Japan, will undertake the Study
in close cooperation with the authorities concerned in the

Government of Malaysia._ _
The present document sets forth the scope of work with regard

to the Study.

. OBJECTIYE OF THE STUDY

The objective of the study is to conduct a feasibility study on
impltementation of a pilot project incorporating institutional
building and the physical plan of facilities in East Johor as a

model case for the improvement of existing fish marketing and

distribution system.in Malaysia.
. GUTLINEG GF THE STUDY

1. The Study Arca
The Study arca shall cover Easl Joher.

2. Scope of Lthe Study _ ,
The Study shall be conducted in two {2) phases.
In the firsL phasc. alternative plans for a pilol project

shall be formulaled based on background Survey and~the'daLa
anailysis. In Lhe sccond phase, feasibility study'un the
sclected plan shall bLe conducled, '

Breakdown of cach phase of Lhe study is given as fotllows.

e
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Phase |-

. Bata collection and field survey

(I} Social and cconomic background

(2)Marketing and distribution system of fisheries products

(3)Existing facilities and infrastructure for fish marketing

and distribution
(d) Fisheries production
(5)Quatity and handling methods of fisheries products
(6)0rganization .and institution ‘
(7} Socioceconomic survey on fisheries communities

(8} Survey on natural conditions on project site

2. Formulation of alternative plans for the pilot project
(1)Projection of the future fish landing and usage of the
facilities at the project site
(2)Establishment of viable institution

{3)Data collectidn for designing and costing of a fishing

port and facilities
(4)Formu!ation of alternative plans

(5)Cost estimation and evaluation of each plan
{6)Selection of the optimal plan for the pilot project

Phase 2

l. Field survey
{1)DPata collection for designing and costing of the sc
.plan
(2)0etailed study of natural condilions including
investigation .
{(3VPreliminary cavironmenlal impact assessment of the pro
(4)Supplementary study on organization aad institulional

building

2. formulalion of .physical plan

(1}Basic conccpl of physical plan

(2)Basic design of the lishing port and facililics
(3)Basic plan of Lhe organization and Lhc institulion
{4)Dperalion and management plan. ol lhe complex incl

marketing and distribution scheme

leccted
soil

ject

uding
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{8)Cost estimates
(6)Economic and financial analysis

IV STUBY SCHEDULE

-

The Study will be executed in accordance with Lhe attached

tentative work schedule.

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

REPORT

JICA sha!l prepare and submit the following reports in
English to the Government of Malaysia.

inception Report ,
Twenty-five (25) copies at the commerncement. of the fieid
survey (Phase | study). '

Progress Report .

Twenty-five (25) copies at the end of the field survey
(Phase | study).

Interim Report | _

Twenty-five (25) copies before the commencement of the
field survey (Phase 2 study)

Progress Report 11 _

Twenty-five {25) copies at the end of the [ield survey
(Phase 2 study).

Oraft Final Report _

Twenty-five (25) copies at thc end of the phase 2 study ©
(end of formulation of detailcd pian). The Government of
Malaysia is rcaquesled to provide its commenls on Lhe Drafl
Final Reporl within enc () month aflter reccipl of the
Report. a

Final Report _

Fifty (50) copics within two (2) months after rccéiving
the comments from Lhe Governmenl of Malaysia -on the Drafl

Final rcporl.

The Study Team shall casure Lhat all data,- information. maps

matertals and findings connccled wilh Ethe Study arc kept.
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(1)

(4)

(1)

remitlance as wecll

confidential and not Fevealed or disposed off to any third
party except with the prior written consent of the Government
of Méiaysia.'Such maps and aerial photographs are to be
returned to Lhe Governmment of Malaysia immediately upon
comhletidn of the Study. All reports when finalized and
submitted to the Government of Malaysia shall remain the
‘property of the Government of Halaysia.

UNDERTAKING bF THE GOVERNMENT CF MALAYSTA

To facilitate smooth conduct of the Study. the Government of

Malaysia shall take necessary measures:

To ‘inform the members of the Study Tecam of any existing
riskrih the Study area and to take any measures deemed
-netessary to sequré the safety of the Study Tean.

To ensure the necessary entry permits for the Study Team to

“econduct field surveys in Malaysia and ecxempt them from

consular fees. _ _ _
" To exémpt the memhéfs of  the Study Team from taxes and duties,
as normally accorded under the provision of Malaysian

General Circular No. | of 1979, on cquipment, machinery and
other materials brought into and aqut of Malaysia [or lhe
conduct of the Study.

To execmpt fhc members of the Study Tecam from Malaysian income
tax on their official cwmoluments in respect of their

period of asﬁignment in Malaysia in connection with the
conduct of the Study. bul the Government of Malaysia shall
retain the right Lo takc such cmoluments into accounl for
thc‘purpoéc of assessing Lhe amount to be applied to incomec
from other sovrces.

To provide necessary facilitics to the Study Team Tor:
as ublilization of Tunds introduced into

Malaysia from Japan in conneclion with the conducl of Lhe

Study.
Yo sccure permission for enkey into private properlbics or
restricted acrcas for Uthe conduct ol Lhe Studﬁ

o provide the Study Team wilh medical scrvices when aceded,

but the cxpcascs will be chargeable to the members of Lhe

];f- |
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Vit .

Vit .

Study Teanm.
(8) To provide the Study Team with avaxlable data Maps and

information necessary for the executzon of the Study
(9) To make arrangements for Lthe Study Team to take back to Japan

the data, maps and material
subject to the approval of the Covernment of Maiaysla in

" order to prepare the reports.

s connected wlth the Study

(10 To appoint counterpart personnel to the Study'Team during

the Study period.
(11) To provide the Study Tcam with suitable 0ff1ce space with

clerical service and necessary,offlce equipment in Ruala

Lumpur and Johor. . _
(12) To provide the Study Team, uxth adequate means of local

transport for official travel onlty.

(12} To indemnify any members of the Study Team in respect of

damages arising from any legal action against him in

relation to any act performed or omissions made in

undettaking the Study except whe
is guilty of gross negligence or willful

n the two Goveroments agrec

that Su§h a member
misconduct, and

{(14) To nominate the Ministry of A
the Study and the Econon:c Planning

griculture to act as the main

counterpart agency for

Unit as the main coordinating body in relatlon to other

retlevant Govcrnmental and non-GCovernmental organization.

UNDERTARING OF JiCa _
in order to conduct the Study. JICA shall take the following

measurecs |

I. To dispatch, at its-own cxpcnsc, tLhe Study Téam Lo Malaysia.

2. To pursue tcchnology Llransfer to tLhe Mhlaysidn counterparl

personncl(s) in the course ol Lhe Study.

COMSULTATION
J1CA and Lhe Government of Malaysia shall consull wilh cach
oLher in respecct of any matter that is nol agrccd"uﬁoh_in'ihis

document and which may arisc [rom or. in cenncclion with the Study.
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Minutes of Meeting of The Steering Committee
for Feasibility Study on The Pilot Project
for Improvement of Fish Marketing and

Distribution System In Malaysia

-----------------------------------------------------------------

Yenue Economic Planning Unit
Date’ : December 3, 1991
Time  :  10.00am.

ATTENDANCE

Members of the Committee who were present at the meeting are shown

in Appendix A.

INTRODUCTION

2, _' The Chairman welcomed members of.the Preliminary Study Team as well

as officials from the Embassy of Japan and JICA Malaysia Office. He then introduced

members of the Malaysian side.

3. At the invitation of the Chairman, the Leader of the Study Team expressed-
his pleasure to attend the first meeting of the Steéring Committee. The meeting was

infornted that the Study Team had visited Endau, Mersing and Kuala Sedili.

DISCUSSION

4. - The proposed Scope of Work of the Study and other related matters were

i a el H : ) ] . . .- :
discussed by the Steering Commitiee. The summarized results-of the discussion are as

follows:-



b)

Page 2

Pilot Project Site

‘The Malaysian'side requested that Endau in East Johor be
selected as the pilot project site since this area has been identified

in the Sixth Malaysia Plan. In this regard, the Japanese side was of

‘the view that in order to improve the fish marketing and

distribution system in Endau, field surveys and discussions have to
be done. The Japanese side also agreed to make alternative plans

for the pilot project at Endau.

However, the Study Team :a'nticipated that at Endau, there

would be some difficulties in developing the identified site since it

is being occupied by private jetties without permission of the
authorities, The Malaysian side gave the undertaking that LKIM

will secure the land as soon as possible.

Stﬁdy Schedﬁle |

The Malaysién side- requested.the period of the study to be

shortened b.y using data of the previous study as much as possible

-so-that LKIM can implement the project at the end of 1993.

- The Japanese side took note of this request which would be

conveyed to the Japanese authorities for consideration. With the

‘proposed shorter study period, the study team anticipated that the

Final Report of the study can be submitted to the Government of

Malaysia by March 1993,

%{’C_.—-ﬂ?



d)

Page 3

Technical Committees

TheJ apahése side requested the Ma_laysién side to establish

technical committees both ' for institutional and for - physical '

planning, so that the study will be ‘carried out smoothly. The
Malaysian side suggested that the present technical committee
chaired by the Ministry of Agriculture will function as usual. .

However, another ad-hoc teéhn_ical committee at the state level will

‘be established and also chaired by the Ministry of Agriculture,

Members of the ad-hoc technical committee will comprise of all the
relevant agencies in the state. The study team.observed that the
proposal from the Malaysian side is in line with their suggestion
and agreed with the Malaysian proposal for the creation of the ad-

hoc techmnical committee.

Transfer of Technology

The Malaysian side requested that counterpart training be
carried out in J‘aban. The Japanese side responded that training

can be carried out in Malaysia and also in Japan. However, this

request will be conveyed to the Japanese authorities for

consideration.

The Malaysian side also requested that experts be attached
to the project after completion of the construction to assist in the
operation of the management plan of the complex. The Japanese

side took note of the request.

et "l’.



Page 4

The Steering Committee meeting adjourned at 1130 a.m. with the

Chairman thanking the members for their attendance.

KUALA LUMPUR
December 4, 1991

Mr. Nobuo Takaki,

Leader, Preliminary Study Team,
On Behalf of

: Japan International

On Behalf of . Cooperation Agency.

The Government of Malaysia.

Mr. Kassim Bin Sarbani,

for Director General,
Economic Planning Unit,
Prime Minister's Department,

wTUrues ey



Attendance

Malaysian Side

o

(5]

Mr. Kassim bin Sarbani,
Director,
Agriculture Section, EPU.

Mr. Mohd. Tamin b. Mohd. Yusof,
Principal Assistant Secretary,
Ministry of Agriculture.

Mr. Abu Bakar bin Said,
Assistant Secretary,
Ministry of Agriculture.

Mr. Hj. Mohd. Idris bin Zainuddin,
Director of Marketing, ,
Fisheries Development Authority,
of Malaysia. '

Mr. Abdul Malik Zakaria,
Deputy Director of Marketing,
Fisheries Development Authority,
of Malaysia.

Mr. Abdul Rahim b, Md. Mustaffa,
Officer,

Fisheries Development Authority,
of Malaysia.

Mr, K. Thillainadarajan,
Principal Assistant Director,
Economic Planning Unit.

Ms, Kamariah binti Ramli,
Principal Assistant Director,
Economic Planning Unit.

Ms. Zunika Binti Mohamed,
Assistant Director,
Economic Planning Unit.

Chairman

Secretary

‘Appendix A



Japanese Side

1

(F8)

Mr. Nobuo Takaki, o Team Le.ader
Deputy Director, :

‘Planning Division,

Fishing Port Department,
Fisheries Agency, _
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.

Dr. Katsuji Hiroyoshi,

Professor,

Fishery Resource Management Division,
Tokyo University of Fisheries.

Mr. Akito Sato,

Office of the Overseas Fisheries Cooperation,
Fisheries Agency,

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.

Mr. Kazuo Udagawa,

Special Advisor, _

Fisheries Technical Cooperation Division,
JICA.

Mr. Shunichi Hamada,

Embassy of-Japan.

Mr. Toshiyuki Akagi,
Embassy of Japan.

Mr. Kuniaki Nagata,

Jca,
Malaysia Office.
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MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING ON
THE FEASIBILITY STUDY OF THE PHL.OT PROJECT
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING AND
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

AGREED UPON BETWEEN

THE ECONOMIC PLANNING UNIT
oF
THE PRIME MINISTER’S DEPARTMENT
ON BEHALF OF |
' THE GOVERNMENT OF MALAYSIA
| AND

THE JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY

RKUALA LUMPUR

36th March, 1992
N ( tetuie. Jbnke.
Mr, Kassim B. Sarbani, _ Mr. Nobuo Takaki -
for Director General, . Leader, Advisory Team,
Economic Planning Unit, On Behalf of

Prime Minister’s Department,
On Behalf of - .
The Government of Malaysia

Japan International
Cooperation Agency

Mr. Tateo Kusano
Leader, Study Team
On Behalf of
Japan International
Cooperation Agency
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MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING ON
'THE FEASIBILITY STUDY OF THE PILOT PROJECT
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING
AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

Date - : 30 March, 1992
Time . 10.00am
Vanue : Meeting Room "D"

Economic™ Planning Unit,
Prime Minister’s Department,
Jalan Dato’ Onn,

50502 KUALA LUMPUR.

ATTENDANCE

L. Members of the Committee who were present at the meeting are shown

in Agge'ndix A.
INTRODUCTION

2. The Chairman welcomed members of the Advisory Team and the Stucy
Team as well as officials from the Embassy of Japan and JICA Malaysia Office. He then

introduced members of the Malaysian side.

3. ‘At the invitation of the Chairman, the Leader of the Advisory Team
expressed his pleasure in attending the Steering Committee meeting. He hoped this

meeting would benefit both parties involved in the study.
GENERAL BRIEFING ON THE SCOPE OF
WORK OF THE FEASIBILITY STUDY

4. 7. .The Steering Committee was briefed by the leader of the Study Team

regarding the Inception Report which was earlier discussed in the Technical Committee
. A ' /V)
e e s
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Mezeting on the 26th. March, 1992, He informed the meeting 'that the -study will be
divided into 2 phases i.e. Phase 1 and 2. In both phases work. w'ili'b_:e done both in
Malaysia and Japan. Matters pertaining - to data collection will be mostly done in

Malaysia while the analysis of the data will be done in Japan.

5. As has been agreed in the Technical Committee Meéting SOme surveys are
not necessary to be carried out but sufficient to be based on secondary data rather than
primary data. These are information with réspect to existing conditions in fish resources,
current conditions in fish production, supply and demand balance of fish products,
Decision to use secondary data is to avoid unnecessary wastage of time since information

on such aspscts can be easily obtained from the Fisheries Department of Malaysia.

DISCUSSION ON SCOPE OF WORK

OF THE FEASIBILITY STUDY

6. The Steering Committee Meeting agreed with the. proposed .work that is
going to be undertaken during the course of the study. However the following points

need to be highlighted:-

D) Base Year

With regard to work in Japan for Phase I of the Study, the Study
Team agreed to take year 1990 instead of 1989 as base year in
projecting estimations on the size and number of ﬁshing boats, 'the

volume of fish landed etc. to year 2010 and 2020.

i) Phase II Study

For work in Japan Item 1(a) "Characterization concerning the
fishing port" needs to be elaborated incorporating the - work on
three scenarios as has been agreed at the T_echnical' Committee

Meeting. These 3 scenarios have to be based on the requirements

/Z{_’;m——g,___.w__-p L . //7,
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for the future development of the port up to year 2020.
Characteristics which could determine the size of the future port
may be influenced by boat sizes, physical and economic conditions
of study area. The Study Team agreed to consider the 3 scenarios
whether to establishe the need to have a small, medium or large

size fishing port in the study.

i)  Computerized Marketing System

Regarding the Computerised Marketing System, the Study Team

agreed to the request to develop the concept of the system.

iv) - Japanese Technical Cooperation

The Malaysian side requested that technical cooperation to this
project be formulated with the objective of implementing the
project management and operation. The Japanese side r:spcnded

that this request will be given due consideration.

7. - The meeting adjourned at 11.05 a.m. with thanks from the Cha'rman.
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Maiaysian Side

1.

Mr. Kassim Bin Sarbani | |
Director of Agriculture, EPU - -

Mr. Mohd. Tamin B. Mohd Yusof
Ministry of Agriculture

Mr. Hj. Magirin B. Haron:

Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

Mr. Abd. Rahim B. Md. Mustaffa
Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

Mr. Mohd. Sani B. Mistam
Economic Planning Unit

Ms. Kamariah Bte Ramli
Economic Planning Unit

Mr. Badaruddin Bin Mahyudin
Economic Planning Unit -

Japanese Side

L.

[

Mr. Nobuo Takaki -
eputy Birector,

Planning Division,

Fishing Port Department,

Fisheries Agency
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MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING ON
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MINUTES OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING ON
THE FEASIBILITY STUDY ON THE PILOT PROJECT
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING -
AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM

Date : 24 August, 1992

Time o 3.00 p.m.
Venue : Meeting Room "B"

Economic Planning ‘Unit,
Prime Minister’'s Department,
KUALA LUMPUR.

ATTENDANCE

L. The attendance list of the members of the Committee who were present at the

mieeting is shown in Appendix A.
INTRODUCTION

2 ~ The Chairman welcomed members of the Advisory Team and the Study Team

as well as officials from the Embassy of Japan and JICA Mataysia Office.

Introduction Remarks by the
Leader of the Advisory Team

3. The leader of the Advisory Team informed the meeting thaf t_he_Stu'dy Team

will be presenting the Interim Report for consideration.

' BRIEFING ON THE INTERIM REPORT
OF THE FEASIBILITY STUDY

4. The Steering Committee was b'rie:fc'd by the leader of the Study Team
re;.;;ar(ling the Interim Repott which had been discussed in the Technical Committee Meeting

held at 10 a.m. on 24th. August, 1992. He informed the meeting that the contents of the

i
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Interim Report is divided into three parts namely the Analysis of Current Conditions, Future

Projections and Improvement Plans.

5. . . Inthe Analysis of Current Conditlons the Study Team found that the decrease

in fish productlon was caused mainly by overfishing in the Study area and the overharves:ing

of trash fish.  With regards to price, it was found that the price at the production arca is

quite unstable compared to the prices at the consumption area. It was also concluded that

- the BPM credit system does not extend credit to the fishermen for their fishing operatinns.

~ The 'Study ‘also_. concluded that the AFAs are weak financially as well as lacking in

_management expertise. In terms of facilities there is a need to build a port and introcuce

new facilities to cater for future demand.

6. . In the Improvement Plan, some suggestions were made by the Study Team.
One of the short term measures proposed to solve the problem of fishing resources is the
introducﬂon of concrete artiticial reefs. The key suggeﬂions to improve the fishery sector
are the introduction of exclusive use of fishing rights fishing rights by AFA and the
strengthening of AFA management. The Study Team also made suggestion to build a fishing

port at site 2 of the Endau River. The Endau port will be the center of landing, wherza

-Mersing and Penyabong will serve as supporting ports for small boats.

T

Discussion on the Interim Report

1)  Fish Production Findings

7. The Steering Committee agreed with the Study’s findings that there is
overfishing in the Study area and substantial volumes of trash fish are bemng caght.
The Meeling was informed that the Department of Fisheries will provile tre Siudy

- Team with data on the types of trash fish for a detailed analysis o be cone.

3]
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ii;
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Exclusive Use of Fishing Rights by AFA

8. The proposal that AFA should be given exclusive use of ﬁshing rights

is acceptable to the Steering Committee as this ‘would ‘mean’ decentralization of

awhority over fishing areas. The Meeling was also informed that presently fishing

arcas are zoned to demarcate the type of vessels and equipments that can be used in
specific zones. Granting exclusive use of fishing tights to AFA can be regarded as
an extension of the zoning concept. However, to effect the exclusive use of fishing
ﬁghts is a long term strategy since the AFA members have'tobe educated and trained
in resource management and be made aware of their rights and the importance of
managing avaiiabie resources to optimize the benefits for a fong term. Sirice the idea
of exclusive use of fishing rights is very new to Malaysia, the Study Team agreed
with the proposal that the Team should examine ways of developing the exclusive use

of fishing rights areas so that resoufces can be sustained.

Price Fluctuations

9. It was noted in the Study that the price of fish is more stable in the
consumption area compared to the production area which suffers tore fluctuation.
The Study Team agreed to the proposal that an analysis should be done on this so that
measures can be introduced ta improve the situation which will benefit bath producers

and consumers. The analysis will be done in Phase i of the Study.
Credit System

10. - The findings that BPM does not provide loans for oper_aft'ing_ekpenditur_e
was acknowledged. From discussion with BPM, the reluctance o.f' BPM ‘to extend
credit for operations stemmed from the fact that there is more uncertainty and risk in
fishing activities compared to farming activities which are more tangible. Moreover,
the management cost to supervise these loans are high. The Study Team was
requested to look into ways of overcoming this problem so as to enable fishermen to

avail themselves to the credit facilities.

N



vi)

vil)

- Institwtional Strengthening

1L ~ After examining the AFAs in the Study area, the Study concluded that
the AFAS are weak ﬁnan(:lally as well as lacking in manawement expertise as

indicated by the decling in their earnings and membershlp The Steering Committee

agreed with the measures proposed to strengthen AFA. The need to review the AFA
membership into full menibershié .and.q'aasi membership is accepted. This could
lessen the conflict of interest between boat owners, boat crews and traders who are
presently members of AFA and having the same rights. The Study also proposed that
an AFA school be set up to train managers of AFAs. The Steering Committee was
of thé opjnibn fhat a school will b'e tod ambitious and suggested that the Study Team
look into the possibility. of introducing the training of AFA managers by LKIM in

their training center.

' Site of Fishing Port

12. Alternative site 2 proposed for the fishing port was agreed by the

~ Steering Committee. However, the Study Team was requested to calculate the

costing for planned capacity 1995 taking into account extension of basic facilities so
that the maximum size of port can be built at one time with the other facilities being

built in stages.

Presentation of Pages 146-158 of the Report

13. - The Study Team requested permission to present pages 146-158 of the

Report to the local fishing community, especially AFAs in the Study area to gauge

their reaction on the proposal of AFA economic activities. The Steering Commitiee

suggested that pages 146- 158 with the exclusion of the issue on exclusive use of

.ﬁshma ncrhts should be discussed first with LKIM officers before venturuw to discuss

with the local fishing community.

it
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viii)

X

Presentation of the Report (o

Government Agencies in the Study Area

14. The Steering Committee acreed Wi'ih" the’ proposal that the Report be
presented to Government aoenmes in the Study area to t’et thelr v1ews on the
proposals of the Report smce they will be dlrectly involved in the 1mplememat10n of

the proposals The presentatxon will be done in October at Johor Bahru

Japanese Technical Cooperation

15. | The Cha;rman brou0ht to the attenuon of the Study Team item (1v) of
paragraph 6 of the Minutes of Steering Comm1ttee held on 30 March 1997 reoardma
the despatch of a technical expert to assist in 1mplementmc and operatlonahsma the
project. JICA Representative in Malaysia rBSponded t_hat this request is outside the
scope of the project and a separate application should be forwarded to JICA by
September so that it can be considered for Japanese fiscal year -1993.. LKIM will take

the: necessary action to forward the application.

16. . The meeting adjourned at 4.4S'p.m. with words of thanks from the

Chalrman.
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Appendix A
Attendance

Malaysian Side
1. Mr. Kassim Bin Sarbani

Director, Agriculture Section,
Economic Planning Unit. - Chairman

2. Mr. Hj. Mohd. Tamin B. Mohd Yusof
Ministry of Agriculture

3. Mr. Hj. Magirin B. Haron
Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

6. Mr. Abd. Rahim B. Md. Mustaffa
Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

7. Mr. Mohd. Sani B. Mistam
: Economic Planning Unit

8. Ms. Karﬁariah_ Bte Ramli
Economic Planning Unit

9. Ms. Zunika Mohamed
Economic Planning Unit - Secretary

Japanese Side

1. Mr. Masao Kishino - Leader, Advisory Team
2. Dr. Seiki Omaki - Advisory Team Member
3; M fzisuhiro Yoshizuka . Advisory Team Member
4. Mr. Makio Shichijo - Embassy of Japan
5. =" Mr. Toshiyuki Arita - JICA Malaysia Office
6.. " Mr, ’.F z;teo Kusa.no - Leader, Study Team
7. Mr. 'li"an Eng-.GLlian | | ' - Study Team Member
8. Mr. Teruo Yabana. . Study Team Member
9. =i\/Ir'..Mikjo Tanaka - Stley Team Member
10.  Ms, Yéko Ishida‘: - Study Team Member
1. br. L Allahpicﬂay - Study Team Member
Oz ' r‘*
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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE
FOR FEASIBILITY STUDY OF THE PILOT PROJECT
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING AND
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEW IN MALAYSIA

AGREED UPON BETWEEN

THE ECONOMIC PLANNING UNIT
 oF o
THE PRIME MINISTER'S DEPARTMENT
ON BEHALF OF
THE GOVERNMENT OF MALAYSIA
AND

THE JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY

 KUALA LUMPUR

January 13, 1993
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Mif. Kassim B. Sacbani, ‘ -ivIr. Masao Kishino
for Director General, Leader, Advisory Team,
Economic Planning Unit, . . -~ On Behalf of
Prime Minister’s Department, : Japan International
On Behalf of

Cooperation Agency
The Government of Malaysia '
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On Behalf of
Japan International
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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE STEERING COMMITTEE
FOR FEASIBILITY STUDY ON THE PILOT PROJECT
. FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF FISH MARKETING
AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM IN MALAYSIA

Venue. : Bilik Gerakan,
Economic Planning Unit,
Level 2, Block K,
Pusat Bandar Damansara,
KUALA LUMPUR.

Date B January 13, 1993
Time : 9.30 a.m.
ATTENDANCE
L. - Members of the Comunittee who were present at the meeting is shown in
-g\_poéndix A.
I;\’;I_‘ROI‘)UCTION
2. The Chainnan welcomed Leader of the Advisory Team and members of the

Swdy Team as well as official from JICA Japan.

3. _ At the invitation of the Chairman, the leader of the Advisory team expressed
his pleasure in attending the Steering Commitiee and inform the meeting that the study has
come to an end and the Study Teamn had come up with several proposals  which would be

discussed in the meeting,.
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DISCUSSION

4, The Study Team Leader briefed the Stceﬁﬁg Committee members regarding the Draft
Final Report which was also discussed in the Technical Committee. Meeting held at 3.30 p.m.
on 12th January, 1993. He informed the meeting that the'c:ontents of the report are divided
;nto the Analysis of Current Conditions, Future Projections, Future Plans, Project Evaluation
and Conclusion and Recommendations. '

3. The representative of the Technical Comrﬁiitee expressed the view of the Committee
that generally the Committee agreed with thc'_D‘r‘a{ft Final Report. The Technical Committee
also requesis the ieam (o give soimne opticns'_regarding the proposed _projcct cost. The

Committee also take notes of the recommendation for implementation of fishing right and the

fisheries resources management study.

6. The Steering Committee generally agreed with the Draft Final Report, and that the
recommendations are acceptable and will try to implement all of them despite some

constraints which Malaysia faces-now. The Steering Committee request that:

(i) the Study Team come up with several alternatives regarding the reformation

of management of the preposed port in the Final Report.

(i) the Study Team should come up with several options for the construction. of
both the basic and functional facilities of the proposed port due to financial

constraints.

(i) the Final Report should also contain detail items of the proposed )

infrastructures which would be built with the port.

7. The Government of Malaysia will convey to the Study Team its comments ‘on the
Draft Final Report by February 12, 1993, Fifty (30) c’opics'o.f" the Final Report within two
(2) months after receiving the comments on the Draft Final' Repotrt will be submitted to the

Government of Malaysia, ' . ﬁ
. . 5
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8. The Steering Committee took note of the requirement of foreign technical assistance

for the implementation of the pilot project.

9. The Steering Committee Meeting adjourned at 11.50 a.m. with the Chairman thanking

the members for their participation and contributions.
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Attendance

Malaysian Side

I Mr. Kassim Bin Sarbani
Director, Agriculture Section,
Economic Planning Unit. -

2. Mr. Hj. Mohd. Tamin B. Mohd Yusof
Ministry of Agriculture
3. Mr. Hj. Magirin B. Haron

Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

4 Mr Abd. Rahim B. Md. Mustaffa
Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia

3. Mr. Abd. Bakir b. Hj. Zin,
Economic Planning Unit

6. Ms. Zunika Mohamed
Economic Planning Unit -

Japanese Side

1. Mr. Masao Kishino -

!\.)

Mr. Tateo Kusano - . -

(%)

Dr. 1. Allahpichay -
4, M'r. Takashi Morimato -
3, Mr. Mikio Tanaka -

6. Mr. Yasuhiro Yoshizuka -
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(D

: Ad_hdc meeting at Mersing (Phase 1)

Ad hoc meeting at state level in Mersing with key persons related to FMDS project in
Endau on 18 April 1992, and chaired by Mr. Tamin Yusof, MOA. The attendence s as

foilows.
Name Position Department/Agency
1 Mohd Tamin Yusof Principal Asst. Sec.  MOA, Kuala Lumpur
2 Wang Yok Han Wakil Pengarah DOF, Johor State
3 Mohd. Yatim Engineer Pejabat Pelabohan Mersing
4 Zulkefli Hasan Wakil Pengarah Wakil Pengarah JPS, Johor
5 Abdul Razal Dahalar Kej. Pantai JPS, Ibu Pejabat
6 Mohd Diah Md Saleh Account Officer LKIM Mersing
7 . Saedon Ab Majid Development Officer - LKIM Johor Baru
8 Rosli Daud Engineer JKR HQ KL'(Pon Section)
9 Hashirh _b._Shéﬁe- Manager Persatuan Nelayan, Endau
10 Rokiah Mohamad Head MARDYI, Kuala Tereng. Branch
11 Hj. Mohd Zaini b. Osman Pentadbir Tanah Mersing Dist.
12 Balasingam District Engineer Jurutera Daerah, JPS Mersing
13 Borhanudin b. Baharudin Asst. Port Officer  Marine Dept. Mersing
14 Mohd Shuhali b. Abd. Kadis Manager LKIM Complex, Kuaitan
15  ChinPeng Yong Manager FDA Mersing -
i6  Mohd Nor Haron: State Director- Pengarah LKIM, Johor
17  Abd. Rahim Md. Mustaifa Development.Officer LKIM, KL
18 AzizIsmail Credit Officer BPM, Mersing
19  Romli Ali Gen. Manager BPM, Mersing
20 Hassan Othman- Prin. Asst. Sec. State EPU
21 Mohd Jaffar Dariman Wakil Pengarah Farmers Organization
22 Ab. Halim Ahmad -Gen. Manager Area Farmer Organization
23 Hassan Long Ahmad Wakil Pengarah JKR, Johor
24  Abu. Bakar b. Said Asst. Secretary MOA, KL
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Ad hoc meeting at Johor Bahru (Phase 2)

Seminar on FMDS project in Endau was held on Octobe; 11, 1992 and chaired by Dato

Dr. Abdul Kuddus Ahmad, MOA. The attendence is as follows.

Nam_e | Depal_'t_meﬁtjAgency '
1 Dato Dr. Abdul Kudus Ahmad MOA, KL -
2 Mohd Tamin Yusof MOA, KL
3 Lim Chai Hock 'MOA,KL
4 Tambi Abu Hassan MOA, KL,
5 Chan Huan Seng MOA, KL
6  Ms.Kamariah Ramli EPU,KL
7 Hashim Ahmad DOF,KL '
§  Mohd Shaupi Derahman DOF, KL
9 Lim Chai Fong ' DOF, KL
10 Ng Fong Onn DOF, KL
11 . Y. M. Raja Mohd. Nordin Raja Omar DOF, KL
12 Magirin Haron ' LKIM, KL
13 Abdul Rahim Mustaffa LKIM, KL
14 Kevin Hiew Wan Fhang DOF, Johor Bahru
15  Abdullah Jaafar DOF, Johor Bahru
16 Rahim Sharif DOF, Johor Bahru
17 Mohd. Nor Haron LKIM Johor Baru
18  Chin Peng Yong LKIM, Mersing
19 Saedon Abd. Maajid LKIM, Johor Bahru
20 Mohammad Ismail LKIM, Johor Bahru
21 Nazarudin LKIM, Mersing -~ .+
22 Ms. Rokiah Mohammad MARDY, Terengganu
23 Hussain Taib AFA, Mersing |
24 Osman Maarof AFA, Kuala Sedili
25  Hashim Shafie AFA, Endau
26 Hassan Othman UPEN, Johor
27  Tarmedi Hj. Omar UPEN, Johor
28  Ziauddin Abdul Latif JKR, KL
29  Rosli Daud JKR, KL -
30  Yahaya Sarpan District Office, Mersing
31 Ms. Farida Mohd. Ali Land Office, Pahang
32 Mohd. Faroullah b. Zainon Hamzah Secretary, MOA




RAEH -7, R ORRE KR
Socio-economic Survey of Fishing Communities

1. Objectwe
The Ob_}CCHVGS of tlus survey were to grasp the demographic profile, the current

conditions in fish marketing/distribution, the use of fish marketmg/dlsmbunon facilities, the
activities of fishermen organizations, and the economic conditions of fishermen households

2.  Stady Approach

(1) Master list of fishermen

_Mastel_' list of fishermen by category of boats including details such as license number,
IC number, address, etc. for Mersing and Endau were obtained from DOF in KL for sampling
purposes in the village survey.

(2)  Sampling method and survey period

The sampling method and number of samples for Endau and Mersing are shown in
Table 1. The survey period covered about 16 days ihcluding the training of enumerators. The
enumerators were locally recruited, and the chief enumerator and assistant were of Chinese
origin, and they were recruited from Kuala Lumpur, The chief enumerator and assistant have
conside’rablg experience in carrying out surveys, partiéularly of fishermen communities in

peninsular Malaysia.
(3).  Interview itinerary of enumerators

Enumerators were selected in the study area (10 in Endau and 10 in Mersing) and they
were tramed by the ctuef enumerator and his assistant. The survey period was about 16 days,

mclqdmg the training, and the enumerators visited each household for the interview.
(4) " Questionnaire -

Four sets of questionnaire were prepared; covering (1) socio-economic protile, (2)
members of AFA, (3) non-members of AFA, and (4) credit condition. The questionnaires

were tested in the study area, finalized and then translated into the Malay language. Some of the

major iems in the questiormaire are hstcd below,

(A) _chi_o-et:onoxﬁié survey
1y Household characteristics
- 2) Land/house/living conditions
3) Assets and savingé;
4) Other working conditions



5) Fish production by boat owners/skipper

6) Marketing channel

7 ‘Workirig conditions of crew

8) Communication and source of information
(B) Survey of AFA members

1) Fishing status

2) Knowledge of changes in AFA mernbershlp

3) Knowledge of economic activities

4) Opinion on the introduction of Japanese AFA fish markenng funcnons
(C) Survey of members

1) F1slung status _

2) Evaluation of AFA from non—member fishermen

3) Knowledge of changes in AFA membership

3) Knowledge of economic activities

4) Opinion on the introduction of Japanese AFA fish markeung functions
(D) Financial aspect

1) Source of loan and equity for boat

2) Daily operational expense for fishing

3. Analysis

3.1  Socio-economic Aspects

The total number of fishermen households covered in the survey were 377 (Mersing,
145; and Endau, 232)(Table 1). Of the 145 samples taken in Mersing, 84 were boat owners,
i.e. about 57 percent, and the rest were crew. There were 297 reglstered boats in the Mersmg
area, and therefore about 28 percent (84 boat owners) were surveyed of the 232 surveyed in
the Endau area, 110 were boat owners, i.e. 50 percent and the rest wére crew. In Fndau there
were 222 registered boats, and therefore 50 percent were surveyed. Some of the rés_u_lt__s' of the
analysis with respect to socio—economio and financial aspects of boat owners are summarized

below.
(H Household size

The distribution of households according to different sxze class1ﬁcat10n is given in
Table 2. In the study area, about 40 percent of the households have 6- 8 persons per
household while the proportion with nine or more was about 14 percent The average size of
all households in Mersing District in 1991, according to the Populauon and Housing Census
(1991) has been estimated as 4.9 people., In the study area, about 34 percent of the households
are in the 2-5 person classification.
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(2) Educational attainment

Education is normally recorded in terms of the highest certificate obtained of those ‘vho
‘went to school. . As can be seen in the Table 3, about 12 percent of all household heads ha« no
formal education while 52 percént had only a primary education, and 36 percent had a
secondary education.” There are no household heads having a college or university education in
the samples surveyed. ‘The 52 percent in primary education implies thas there were a large
number of unqualified school leavers. '

(3 Number of income earners/working members

Income earner refers to a working member of the household. About 76 percent
indicated that there was only one working member, i.e. fisherman himself, while onlv 15
percent indicated two income earners in the family (Table 4).

(4) House ownershiip status and type of house

The house and land ownership status is shown in Table 5. About 41 percert o* the
households reported that they were living in their own houses which were built on teir Hwn
‘land. Only 27 percent reported that they were tenting their house and land. It should also be
noted that a significant percentage (21%) reported that they were staying in their own housc but
renting the Jand on which the houses were built, Another point worth noting is that about 11
percent reported that they were squatters, i.e. they owned their own house on government
Jand.

About 62 percent of the houses were of plank and zinc while only 20 percent were of
concrete and bricks. Houses of atap/bamboo represented only a negligible percentage
(2%)(Table 6). '

One of the most basic household amenities is water supply. More than 80 perce:t of
the households rec,ewe their water supply from water piped in to their houses whije those
sharmg water from a common piped water supply represemed about 6 percent. About 14
percent of the households got their water supply from wells. Electricity is th: most common
energy source for lighting, with nearly 98 percent using electricity for this purpose.

~ From the above findings, it can be summarized that the physical state of each heusehold
was satisfactory. The presence of basic amenities such as piped water and electricity rei‘ects

the good standard of living enjoyed by the people in the study area.



5 Household savings and assets

An examination of household savings provides some insight into the asset standing of
the sampled households. As can be seen in the Table 7, that about 40 percent reported having
no cash savings. About 6 percent reported savings in the post office and 38 percent with the
Pilgrimage Board (Tabung Haji). Only 15 percent reported keeping their savings at home. ‘It
was not possible to get the average cash savings per household. In addition to tartgible assets
such as fishing boats and equipment own by boat owners, about 37 percent reported having
motorcycles; 20 percent having cars; and 9 percent having vacant land.

(6)  Working conditions during the monsoon season

With regard to activities during the monsoon, about 35 percent are involved in activities
such as net repairing, agricultural labour, processing, etc. while 40 percent reported doing
nothing, indicating that unemployment rate is high durmg the monsoon season.. About 24
percent of those reported fishing in the monsoon season; almost 50 percent are in Class C/C2 _

fishing boats (Table 8).

With revard to supplementary business actlvmes about 12 percent of the suweyed
reported involvement in fish tradmg and abount 6 percent in processing, retallmg, and
transportation. About 82 percent are not involved in any supplementary busmess

@) Sﬁppiementaty business activities besides fishjng

With regard to other business activities in addition to fishing, 12 percent indicated
independent business activities and & percent in cooperation with others; while"a_bout 80 percent
indicated having no business activities. Boat owners were more involved in business than the

crew (boat owners, 20% and crew 4%) (Table 9).

With regard to the type of busmess involved, about 63 percent mdtcated fish tradmg as
their main activity, followed by processing (belachan keropok) retatl shop and transportatmn
(Table 10).

(8) Expenditure on food, clothing, etc.

With regard to monthly expenditure on food, clothing, etc., about 38 percent reported
spending less than M$350 monthly (Table 11). Those in.the category of more than M$600 per
month were about 20 percent; of which 56 sampled (72%) were boat owners. “About 53
percent reported that their income was sufficient to cover their monthly expenditures, and the
remaining 47 percent reported insufficient income. This gtohp also indicated that this
insufficiency was covered by Towkey and friends. |



(9) -~ Marketing channel of fish -

In the study area, about 52 percent of the boat owners surveyed reported that they land
their catch at the LKIM complex and 47 percent at the private jetties (Table 12). In Endau 60
percent landed their catch at private jetties and 39 percent used the LKIM complex; while in
Mersing area about 69 percent used the LKIM complex and 30 percent used private jetties
(Tables 13 & 14). The percentage of boat owners landing their catches at LKIM complexes is
rather high compared to the landing volume noted in the records of LKIM. It could be that the
respondents to this interview survey were not regularly landing their catches at LKIM, but on
an irregular basis. '

Among the reasons for using the private jetties, 63 percent cited the credit access for
diesel and oil, 14 percent for better fish price, and 9 percent cited loan ties (T'tble 15),

3.2 Credit Aspects of Boat 0wners
(1) Period of boat purchase/construction

- Of the 193 boat owners sampled in the study area, slightly more than 41 percent
reported that their boats were. purchased or constructed during 1986-1990; 25 percent during
1981-1985 and 33 percent before 1980. As shown in the Table 16, the construction of class A
boats decreased from 53 before 1980 to 19 during 1986-1990. This is in line with the fishing
policy to promote deep sea fishing while discouraging coastal fishing as measure of coastal
resource management.. In particular there was significant increase in Class C/C2 boats.

(2) Source of capital for boat construction

The source of capital to fund boat construction for 26 percent of the boat owners was -
their own savings and 55 percent indicated using a portion of their savings; 19 percent of the
boat owners utilized other sources (Table7). About 62 percent of the boat owners indicated
they are in debt from loans. With regard to the source of loans (Table 18), about 46 percent
reported loans from BPM and 38 percent from local and outside wholesalers (fish traders).
Capital from the Development Bank was only 4 percent and only 7 percent from the
SKK/SPKP. In the survey conducted in Endau/Mersing during the Nationwide FMDS study

| (1991), about 24 .percent indicated using their own savings for boat construction, and 53
percent indicated that they took loans from the BPM and 29 percent from fish traders.

(3)  Loan approval and out-of-pocket expense

About 54 percent of the boat owners surveyed indicated that it took about two months
for loan approval; 25 percent showed 3-4 months and for 10 percent it took nearly six months

(Table 19)



With regard to out-of-pocket expense for loan transactions, about 47 percent indicated
that it cost them more than M$200 and 30 percent indicated less M$50 (Table 20)

€y} Reasons for not taking a formal loan

Of the more than 90 boat owners surveyed who did not take loans from a formal
- source, about 40 percent indicated they had sufficient savings/finance, 25 percent stated they
had access to an informal source, while 17 percent indicated lack of collateral (Table 21).
About 7 percent reported fear of losing their collateral and fear of refusal by the bank as other

reasons.
(3) Repayment of loans from a formal source

Only 57 percent mdlcated they have I'epald their loans on schedule, 35 percent were
behind schedule, and 7 percent indicated repayment ahead of schedule (Table 22)

(6) Fishing operation cost

About 40 percent of the boat owners reported that their daily fishing operanon costs
were funded by fish traders, and about 58 percent from their own savings. Class C/C2 boat
owners borrowing from fish traders were 48 percent while there were 36 percent in class A/B'

boat owners (Table 23).

With regard to repayment of informal loans for fishing operat:ons “more than 90
percent of the boat owners irrespective of class of boats, indicated the payment was through-
deduction of fish sales, and the rest through cash payment (Table 24). '

(7 Savings

With regard to Sa\)'ings by boat owners (Table 25), about 65 percent indicated savings,
and the boat owners of class C/C2 (90%) were more keen in saving tha_n those in class A/B
(54%).

Savings ranged from less than M$500 for 17 percent of the boat owners to M$200- |
1000 for 18 percent (Table 26). About4 percent showed a savmgs of more thaﬂ M$10 000 .
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Fishermen's Consciousness of the AFA
AFA revolving fund loan system (for fishermen)
Utilization of AFA revolving funds

If a revolving fund is made available for fishing operations through the AFA, 95
percent of the total number of fishermen, both members and non members, responded

‘positively (Table 27) on the introduction of the new system

(Note: A through C2 indicates the size of fishing boats; A-class, below than 25 tons;
B-class, from more than 25 to 39.9 tons; C-class, from 40 to 69.9 tons and C2-class,
more-than 70 tons.}

Agreement of fishermen to allow AFA conSIgnment of their fish catch in
exchange for the right to use AFA revolving funds

Approximateiy 72 percent of boat owners agreed to AFA consignment of their fish
catch. Another 17 percent responded favorably only if it was a small portion of the catch.

Less than 1 percent answered negatively, despite the access to AFA credit (Table 28).

3)

4)

Refusal to use AFA revolving funds

There were 33 respondents who answered negatively to the use of AFA revolving

_funds (Table 29). Of this group, 15 percent said they wouid use their own capital, 58

percent had their own means of credit, and 27 percent did not like the obligation of

- consigning their fish to the AFA.

AFA retail of fish prbducts

Fishermen were asked if they were willing to sell their fish to the AFA if the price
was high, irrespective of credit obligations to either the AFA or another party. Of the

- respondeits, 47 percent answered they would always sell their fish to the AFA if the

- purchase price was high, and 38 percent answered most probably. On the whole, despite

@

loan obligations to fish traders, 85 percent of the respondents indicated that they would
sell their fish to the AFA if the purchase price was high. Therefore, the rise in the
utilization rate of AFA fish marketing activities by fishermen is dependent on price (Table
30) '

Feambmty of mtroducmg Japanese AFA fish marketmg methods

- A brief explanatmn of some of the Japanese AFA functions is given below. Fishermen

were asked to give their evaluation and opinion on the possibility of introducing such practices
to the AFA in Malaysia. '
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4)

- Due to the signing of a consignhment contract between the AFA and its members, the

majority of the fishermen sell their fish throughthe AFA,

- Therefore, wholesalers in production markets purchase fish at the auctions managed by

the AFA.

- Fishermen are paid for their fish catch by the AFA, Wthh collects the money from the

wholesalers.

- In order to receive payment for therr fish, fishermen open accounts with the AFA

where their payment is deposited. ‘Due to this practice, fishermen maintain savings
accounts with the AFA, which also enables them to obtain credit easily from the

fevolving fund.
Consensus on Japanese AFA practices

In 1esponse to the overall practlces of the Japanese AFA in the prodnctlon markets
76 percent thought the practlces excellent, 21 percent declined to glve an opinion, and 2
percent responded negatively. Overall, the consensus on Japanese AFA pracuces was
highly favorable (Table 31)

2) Fishermen participation ratio, if the practices of the Japanese AF A were inteoduced.

If the Japanese AFA form of distribution/mérkéting pfactiées was introduced, 49
percent of the respondenté said they would participate and 17 percent answered they
would like to, but would be unable to do so because of credit obligations to fish traders.
Ratio of fishermen who expressed interest in participating was 56% (127/193} and the
ratio of those who clearly expressed disinterest was a low 3 percent. It appears that the
majority of the respondents supported the introduction of the Japanese AFA form of

distribution/marketing practices (Table 32).
Feasibility of introducing Japanese AFA practices -

Of the respondents, 30 percent stated that all of the aforementioned practices could
be introduced, 42 percent answered that only some of the. practxces were possible, and
only 4 percent responded that they were completely impossible, Although some agreed
that a few of the practices could be implemented, they expressed doubt that all of the
practices could be adopted (Table 33). :

The most easily adaptable function of the Japanese market

Although only 82 respondents were anticipated to agr_ee to partiali introduc.ti(')n, there
were 116 respondents, Respondents who agreed to the opening of an account with the
AFA to receive payment for their fish catch and for savings purposes were 81 percent.
Consequently, it can be concluded that there will be no difficulties in getting members:
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3)
1)

2)

10 open accoumts with the AFA, in order to receive payment for their fish consignment.
The total ratio of respondents who would agree to consignment contracts with the AFA

and who would be willing to consign a large portion of their fish catch was 15 percent
(Table 34).

The most di_fficultlpra'clice to introduce, according to the respondents who stated it
was impossible to introduce Japanese AFA practices.

Although this question was asked of seven people who responded negatively to the
introduction of Japanese AFA practices, 21 people responded. Among the boat owners
who answered, approximatqu'Sipercent disliked the idea of signing a consignment
contract with the AFA, in order to sell their fish through the association. However, this

‘ratio is .very-l_ow and it was concluded that introduction of a fish consignment contract
_ between the fishermen and the AFA was feasible (Table 35).

Consciousness of the AFA and its activities (intefview of AFA members)
Who does the AFA belong to?

“The AFA members who responded that the dssociation belonged to the fishermen
themselves, were 43 percent (Table 36). However, 40 percent of the members replied
that the organization belonged to LKIM and other governmental agencies. Those who
responded they didn't know were 64 percent, although it included members who

‘believed that LKIM, ete, Qperated the association. This reflects the fact that the

members' awareness and understanding of the AFA are low.

Moreover, in contrast to 48 percent of the boat owners who believed the association
belonged to them, only 33 percent of the fishing boat crew members had the same
awareness. The ratio of responsible captains of boat crews who were aware that the

AFA belonged to the members, was high.

The role of the AFA in upgrading fishing operations and fishermen livelihoods
and its evaluation

Fishermen Who thought the AFA had a slight effect on their fishing operations and
livelihood were 66 percent and 24 percent felt the AFA had a strong effect.
Approximately 90 percent of the fishermen felt the AFA had a bearing on their work
and livelihood (Table 37). However, 60 percent felt the association was not fully
carrying out its role and 8 percent felt the AFA was not fulfilling any role at all.
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3)  ‘The social activity in need of the most reinforcement

Of the social activities carried out by the AFA 63 percent expressed thetr desire for
the association to provide more educational assistance for their children, followed by 19
percent who wanted more seminars on fishing technology. Compensation in the event
of accident or death was not available at the Mersing AFA; and tllérefofe,_ there were

few respondents who eXpreSsed the desire for such an AFA benefit.
4)  Comprehensive social welfare activities

Only 50 percent of the respondents felt that the social welfare activities of the AFA
were comprehenswe and 47 percent felt they were not. Therefore, it was concluded
that more comprehenswe social welfare activities were reqmred (Table 38)

(4) Knowledge of AFA membership quahﬁcatlons and structure of the orgamzatlon
(survey of AFA members) o L :

1)  If current annual AFA membership dues are high

Approximately 58% of the fishermen felt that AFA annual membership dues
(Endau: M3$2,00, Mereing M$1.00) were sufficient, while 41 percent replied they
were cheap (Table 39). In reality, the membership dues are equwalent to-one or two
cups of coffee and is not an exorbitant fee. It is ‘surmised that 58 percent of the
respondents said the dues were sufﬁc1ent because they dld not want them raised.

2)  Amenable o an increase in membershjp dues

In response 1o this issue, 54 percent of the fishermen said they were amenable to an
increase in membership dues and only § percent replied negatively. It is concluded that
41 percent of the non-respondents were apathetic about this issue (Table 40).

3)  Fairness in having the same annuat membershtp dues for both the boat owners
and ordinary crew members

Despite the differences in income, 52 percent of the respondents rephed that the
current system was fair and only 18 percent expressed unfaimess. However, the ratio
of crew members who thought it was unfair was slightly hagh_er than boat owners
(Table 41). el

4)  Pros and Cons of having fishing industry personnei other than fishermen, in the AFA

Fishermen who have given thought to this 1ssue were only 24 percent and 74

percent had never considered it (Table 42).



3)

Appropriateness of the present composition of AFA members

- Current composition of AFA members was aéceptable to 48 percent of the

- respondents and 17 percent thought is was unsuitable (Table 43). Those who supported

the present situation were 55 pércent, more than half of the respondents. In contrast,
only 9 percent expressed the need to change the situation. However, in view of the fact
that 17 percent considered the situation inappropriate, it is concluded that changing the
present membership structure would not encounter opposition.

6) Restricting AFA membership to only boat owners and Sklppers

7

8)

(3)
1y

(a boat owner cooperative)

Only 13 percent of the fishermen were in support of revising the AFA to a boat owner
cooperative and 54 percent were against it. Among the respondents who did not support
the revision, 59 percent were crew members and 50.65 percent were boat owners. The
ratio of crew members against the revision was slightly higher than the ratio of boat
owness. T herefore, '_it was concluded that to exclude crew members from the AFA would
encounter opposition (Table 44),

Restnctmg AFA membershxp to only three groups, boat owner, skipper,
and crew member -

Support of the revision in AFA membership to include only fishermen, i.e. boat
owners and crew members was 31 percent and those in opposition were only slightly
higher at 33 percent. Opposition to this revision is less than the opposition to a revision

that would exclude crew members (Table 45).
Creating an organization limited to only fishing boat crew members

Overall, only 13 percent were in agreement to creating an organization limited to
crew members and 51 percent were in opposition. Of the opposition, 33 percent were

crew members and 60 percent were boat owners (Table 46).
Consciousness of the AFA by non-members

Past membership in the AFA

Amo’rig the 141 ﬁsherfﬁen‘ who were currehtly not in the AFA, 81 percent had been
members in the past. Of this ratio, 90 gik:rcem were boat owners and 77 percent were
crew members (Table 47).
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2) The major reasons for not joining the AFA

3)

4)

5)

Of the 141 fishermen who were ot in the AFA, 44 percent replied there was no
particular reason why they had not joined, 35 percent said they did not know much
about the association, and only 11 percent stated that AFA membership held 1o merits -
for them (Table 48). - ‘

Willingness 10 join'ihe AFA

114 fishermen who had been AFA members in the past were asked if they would be
willing to rejoin the AFA {Table 49). However, only 60 out of the 114 fishermen
responded. Of the.total 141 non-members, 35 percent clearly stated their willingness to
join and 8 percent answered negatively. Of the ratio of fishermen who were willing to
join, 46 percent were boat owners and 30 percent were Crew members. Boat owners

were more willing 10 join than crew members.
Revis'ih'g annual mé'm.be'réhip dues (Mersing: M$1.00, Enti_éu: M$2.00)

Members as well as non-members were asked their opinion on current annual AFA
membershlp dues (Table 50). '

Those who felt that present annual membershlp dues were sufficient were 55
percent and those who stated it was cheap were 43 percent Of the responaents who
thought the dues were cheap, 59 percent were boat owners and 43 percent were crew
members. Despite the fact that in reality, membershlp dugs are not high for crew
members as well, fishermen are cautious when answenng questions pertaining to fees
or income and try to give their answers in minimum terms, .

Appropriateness of the M$200 compensation moncy paid by the AFA
as pan of their socnal welfare activities. (Endau AFA only)

Fishemlen who felt the_amount was appropriate were 68 percent, and those who felt

it was insufficient were 37 percent (Table 51).

6) In order to implement the system of compensatlon, it is necessary to pay armually

7

M$5.00 in insurance. The appropriateness of this amount was asked.

Fishermen who responded the amount was appropria_te were 95 percent and those
who felt it was high was about 5 percent (Tabl{a 2.3.52). . |

Increase the amount of insurance that supports corpensation payments

Fishermen who were in agreement with an increase in insurance payments were 84
percent and those who were in opposition were 17 percent (Table $3). Of the ratio of



8)

9)

10)

I1)

12)

fishermen who agreed to an increase, 94 percent were boat owners and 84 percent were
crew members. Of the ratio of those who were in dlsagreement 9 percent were boat
owners and 26 percent were crew members.

Fairness of membérship dues, despite the differences in assets
and position among members

Tho_se who responded that membership dues were fair despite such differences,

- were 26 percent, while those who stated it was unfair were 36 percent. The ratio of

those who felt it was unfair, was roughly 10 percent higher. Of the ratio of fishermen
who responded it was fair, 20 percent were boat owners and 26 percent Were Crew
members Of the ratio of fishermen who thought it was unfair, 28 percent were boat
owners and 37 percent were ctew members. As a result, crew members appeared (o
feel more strongly that membership dues were unfair (Table 2.3.54).

Implement a slight difference in membership dues based on the member's assets,
_position, and work

' Fishermen Whoroppesed implementing different membership dues based on the
above, were an ovefWhelming 52 percent in contrast to the 12 percent who were in
support of such measures (Table 55). Among the opposition, 64 percent were boat
owners and 48 percent were crew members. The opposition of boat owners was
slightly higher.

Satisfaction with the current status quo of member composition

Fishermen who were_ satisfied with the present status quo of member composition
were 27 percent, those who expressed dissatisfaction were 9 percent, and the majority
of 63 percent were undecided (Table 56).

' Restricting AFA memberships to boat owners and skippers (AFA for boat owners only)

An overwhelming 48 percent of the fishermen opposed such restrictions and only 6

percent expressed support (Table 57).
‘Restricting AFA memberships to boat owners and crew members

Fishermen who supported this restriction were 35 percent and those who opposed it
were 15 percent. Hence, it was concluded that the possibility of implement_ing this
revision was comparatively high, in contrast to the idea of restricting mernberships to
only boat owners (Table 58).



13) Separating AFA constituency into full members and Associate-members -
1. Full Members: Boat bwners,'Skipper‘s, Cre:_w members

2. Associate-Members: Processors Retallers Others B

The ratio of fishermen who supported such a class:ﬁcatton were shghtly hlgher at
28 percent and those in opposition were 23 percent. Of the supporters, 39 percent
were crew members and 15 percent were boat owners. ‘The ratio of crew members
who were in agreement with the measure was higher than the ratio for boat owners.
The ratio of boat owners who opposed the measure was twice that of the supporters
and the crew members who supported the measure was twice that of the opposition,
A clear split in opinion between the boat owners and crew members was observed
(Table 59). | | o |

14)  Suppor/Opposition of an organization restricted only to crew members

Overall support for an organization restricted to crew members was 18 percent; and
58 fishermen or 41 percent expressed opposmon (Table 60). Opposition of such an
organization was higher among the boat owners than crew members.



Table 1 Distribution of Boat Owners and Crew in the Survey by Race

Mersing Sub- Endau Sub- Mersing/Endaun
Boat Crew  Total Boat Crew Total BoatOwners Crew Total
. Owners : ‘ Owners
Bumi : 52 54 106 68 105 173 120 159 279
Non-Bumi 32 7 3 . 42 17 59 74 24 98
84 61 145 110 122 232 194 i83 377

Remaxks Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Markctmg
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 2 Distribution of Household Size

o Mersing : Endau Total
Less than 2 persons 14 (10%) 33 (14%) 47 (12%)
2 - 5 persons 42 (29%) 85 (37%) 127 (34%)
6 - 8 persons . ' 73 (50%) 78 (34%) 151 (40%)
More;ha'ngpersons 16 (11%) ' 36 (16%) 52 (14%)

' 145 (100%) . 232 (100%) 377 (100%)

' Remarks Based on Feld S‘urvey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 3 Distribution of Household by Educational Status

_ : Mersing Endau Total
No schooling : 25 (17%) 22 (9%) 47 (12%)
Primary education 88 (61%) 107 (46%) - 195 (529%)

* Lower secondary 12 (8%) 52 (22%) 64 (17%)
Higher sccondary o 20 (14%) S (22%) 71 (19%)
' 145 (100%) 232 (100%) 377 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Disribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 4 Distribution of Household by Working Persons

Mersing . Endau ' Total
One person ' 118 (83%) 168 (74%) 286 (16%)
Two persons 16 (11%) 40 (18%) 56 (15%)
Three persons 6 (4%) 16 (7%) 22 (6%)
Four persons . 2 (1%) 4 (2%) 6 (1%)
Five ’;‘;étsons' 3 (2%) 4 (2%) 7 (%)
142 (100%) 228 (100%) 377 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Fi e!d Survey Phase 1 (I‘he E/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution Sysiem in Malaysia, April/May 1992)



Table 5 Distribution of House Ownership Status

Mersing . Endau Total
Own house & land 37 (26%) 117 (50%) 154  (41%)
Own house & rented land 49 (34%) 32 (14%) 81 (21%)
Own house & squatting 13 (9%) 28 (12%) 41 (11%).
Rented house & land 46  (32%) ‘55 (24%) 101 (27%)
145 (100%) 232 (100%) 377 (100%)

“Remarks: Based on erld Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketmg .
and Distribution System in Malaysia, Apnl/May 1992) '

Table 6 Distribution of House by Type

Mersing Endau ~ Total

Coucrete/bricks/tiles 31 (21%) 45 (19%) 76 (20%)
Concrete/zine 26 (18%) 35 (15%) 61  (16%)
Plank/zinc 85  (59%) . 149 (64%) 234 (62%)
iapfbambﬁo . 3 (2%) 3 (1%) 6 Q%)
145 (100%) 232 (100%) . 377 . (100%) .

Rema:ks ‘Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Filot Project for Improvement of Fish Markehng
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/fMay 1992)

Table 7 Household Savings

Class A/B Class C/C2. Crew. Total
Post Office 10 (3%) 2 (3%) 9 (5%) 21 (6%)
Pilgrimage Board 54 (41%) 50 (81%) 41 (22%) 145 (38%)
At Home 14 (11%) 6 (10%) 35 (19%) 55 (15%)
None 54 (41%) 4 (6%) 08 (54%) 156 (41%)

132_(100%) 62 (100%) - 183 (100%) 377 (10%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase U (The F/S on the Pilot Pro;e_ct for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 8 Working Condition 'During Monsoon

" Total

Class A/B Class C/C2 Crew. .
Net repairing 15 (12%) 12 (19%). 18 (10%) 45 (12%)
Agri. labour 14 (11%) 2 (3%) 8 (4% % (6%
Processing 0 (0%) 2 (3%) 3 (2%) 5 (1%)
Other work 26 (20%) 9 (15%) 25 (14%) 60 (16%)
Fishing 18 (14%) 30 (48%) 44 (24%) 02 (U4%)
None 57 (44%) 7 {i1%) 87 (47%) 151 (40%)

130 (100%) 62 (100%) 185 (100%) 377 (100%)

Remarks: Basef‘ on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)



Table 9 Other Business Activities Besides Fishing

Boat Owners _ Crew Total

Tndividually 38 (20%) 8 (4%) 46 (12%)

Cooperation L 21 (11%) 3 (2%) 24 (6%)

None . - 134 (69%) 173 (94%) 307 (81%)
o 193 (100%) 184 (100%) 377 (100%)

Remarks Based on Ficld Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 10 Kmd of Business Activities

‘ . e Boat Owners Crew Total
Fish trading - : : 44 (72%) 0 ©%) 44 (63%)
Processing 2 (3%) 2 (22%) 4 (6%)
Retail shop : 4 (%) 1 (11%) 5 (%)
Transport . : 4 (%) 0 (©%) 4 (6%}
Others 7 (11%) 6 (67%) 13 (19%)
61 (100%) 9 (100%) 70 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992) -

Table 11 Monihly Expenditure on Food, Clothing, etc.

- Class A/B Class C/C2 Crew . Toia]_

<$350 . 38 (29%) 6 (10%) 101 (55%) 145 (33%)
$351-$400 18 (29%) 8 (13%) 33 (18%) 79 (21%)
$401-$500 26 (20%) 6 (10%) 14 8%) 46 (12%)
$501-$600 8 (6%) 6 (10%) 15 (8%) 29 (8%)

>$601 : 20 (15%) 36 (58%) 22 (12%) 78 (21%)

130 (1060%) 62 (100%) 185 (100%) 377 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Filot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution Sysiem in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 12 Landing of Fish Catch (Mersing/Endau)

O : Class A/B Class C/C2 Total
- Private Jeity . 44  (34%) 47 (716%) 9N @i
LKIM Complex 85 (65%) 15 (24%) 100 (52%)
Beaching L : 2 (%) 0 0%) 2 (19}

131 {100%) 62 (100%) 193 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Fleld Survey Phase 1 ('I'he F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Dlsmbunon System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)
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Table 13 Landing of Fish Catch (Endau)

. Class A/B Class C/C2 - Total
Private Jelty © 31 @5%) 36 (84%) 67 (60%)
LKIM Complex : 37 (54%) 1 (16%) 44 (39%)
Beaching o 1 %) 0 (0% 10 (1%)

69 (100%) 43 (100%) 112" (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survcy Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvemem of Fish Marketmg
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992) -

Table 14 Landing of Fish Catch (Meising)

Class A/B Class C/C2 Total

Private Jetiy _ 13 (21%) . 11 (58%) . 24 (30%)
LKIM Complex _ 48 (77%) 8 (42%) 56 (69%)
Beaching : 1 % . 0 (0% 1 (1%)

62 (100%) 19 (100%) 81 (100%)-

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 15 Reasons Fof La'n'd'ing of Fish at Private Tetty

Class A/B Class CfC2 Total
Jetty Owner's Boat 5 (1% 8 (18%) 13 (14%) .
Price is better o (20%) 4 (9% @ 13 (14%)
Credit tie . 6 (13%) 2. (4%) 8 (&%)
Dieselfice credit . : 26 (57%) © 31 (69%) 57 (63%) .

46 (10{)%) 45 (100%) 91 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The /S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distrjbution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 16 Period of Boat Purchzise/Construction

Class AfB . Class-C/C2 Total

Before 1980 63 (43%) 1 (2%) 64 (33%)
1981-1985 32 (24%) 17 (21%) 49 (25%)
_1986-1990 36 (27%) 44 (M%) . 80 @1%)

' 131 (100%) 62 (100%) 193 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Markenng
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 17 Source of Capital for Boat Purchase/Construction

‘Mersing = Endaz - . Towl.

From Own Saving 25 (30%) 26 3%y - 51 (26%)
Partly from Own Saving 39 (48%) 67 (60%) 106 (55%)
Other Source 18 (22%) 18 (16%) .36 (19%)

82 (100%) 111 (100%) . 193 (100%)

"Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase | (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)
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Table 18 Main Source of Loan

o Class A/B Class-CfC2 Total
BPM 43 (57%) 8 - (2%) 51 (46%)
SKK/SPKP 1 (19%) 7 (199%) 8 (7%)
Development Bank - 3 (4%) 1 3% 4 - (4%)
Local Wholesaler . : 16 (21%) 3 (8%) 19 (17%)
Qutside Wholesaler 2 (3%) 1 (3%) 3 (3%
Singapore Wholesaler ' 7 (9%) 13 (36%) 20 (18%)
Processor 1 (1%) 1 (3%) 2 (%)
Other 2 (3%) 2 (6%) 4 (4%)
~T5 (180%) 36 (100%) 111 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution Systemn in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 19 Time Taken for Loan Approval

e Class A/B ' Class-C/C2 Total
0-2 months 39 (50%) 28 (61%) 67 (54%)
-4-4 months 23 (29%) 9 (20%) 32 (26%)
5-6 months ‘ g (10%) 4 (9%) 12 (10%)
> 6 months : 8 (10%) 5 (11%) 13 (10%)
78 (100%) 46 (100%) 124 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on'the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 20 Expenditure by Loanee for Loan Transaction

Class AfB Class-CfC2 Total
<$50 _ 21 (27%) 15 (33%) 36 (29%)
$51-$100 14 (18%) 4 (9%) 18 (14%)
$101-$200 10 (13%) 3 (%) 13 (10%)
>3200 : 34 (43%) 24 (52%) 58 (46%)

' 79 (100%) 46 (100%) 125 (160%)

Remarks Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for improvement of Fish Markeung
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 21 Reasons for Not Taking Loan

_ _ Class A/B Class-C/C2 Taotal
Have sufficient finance 28 (41%) 10 (42%) 38 (41%)
Afraid of losing coltateral : 3 (4%) - 0 (0%) 3 (3%)
Afraid of refusal by bank _ S 2 (3%) 2 (8%) 4 (4%)
Lack of collateral 15 (22%) I (4%) 16 {17%)
Have access to informal credit 14 (21%) 9 (38%) 23 (25%)
Otherreasons _ 6 (9% 2 (8%) 8 (9%)
- 68 (100%) 24 (100%) 92 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)



Table 22 Repayment of Loan 3.3.22

Class A/B _ Class-C/C2 - Total -

. Ahead of Schedule 6 (8%) : : 3 (6%) 9 (%)
On Schedule 46 (59%} 25 (53%}) 71 (57%)
'Behind Schedule 25 (32%) : 19 (40%) . 44 {35%)

Loan not paid : 1 {1%) : '_ 0 (%) U (%)
78 (100%) 47 (100%) 125 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Markenng
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 23 Source of Fishing Operation Cost .

= Class A/B Class-ClC2 " Total

Bank 1 (1%) 3 (5%) 4 (%)
Fish trader 47 (36%) 30 (48%) S T7 (40%)
AFA 1 (1%) 0 (0%) 1 (%)
Own L 81 (62%) 29 @I% . 110 (571%)
' 130 (100%) 62 (100%) 192 (100%) =

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 {The F/8 on the Pilot Project for Improvemem of Fish Markering
: and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 24 Repayment of Fishing Operation Cost

_ Class A/B. Class-CfC2 ) Total
Deduct from fish sales 48 (92%) L2392 T (92%)
By cash 4 (8%) 2 (8%) 6 (8%)
* 52 (W00%) . . . 25 {(100%). 1T (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/5 on the Pilot Project for Improvemem of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Mataysia, April/May 1992)

Table 25 Saving Accounts

Class A/B Class-CfC2 Total

Yes ' 70 (54%) 56 (90%) 126 (65%)
No 60 (46%) T 6-(10%). ¢ 66 (35%)
' 130 (100%) 62 (100%)y 192 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvement of Fish Marketing
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)

Table 26 Saving Amount

Ciass A/B Class-CiC2 - Towl ¢

<$500 26 (20%) 7 (12%) 33 (17%)
$500-1000 24 (18%) 11 (18%) : 35 (18%)
$1000-3000 14 (11%) 4 I%) _ 18- (9%)
$3000-5000 7 (5%) _ 9 (15%) - : 16 (8%)
$5000-10,000 1 (1%) 16 (21%) 17 (9%) -
>10,000 0 ©O%) . 7 (12%) 7 @%
None 60 (45%) = 6 (10%) . .66 (34%m) -
132 (100%) 60 (100%) 192 (100%)

Remarks: Based on Field Survey Phase 1 (The F/S on the Pilot Project for Improvemem of Fish M&rkeung
and Distribution System in Malaysia, April/May 1992)



Table 27 Use of AFA Revolving Fund

Non-Member

AFA Member
' Sub- _ Sub-
A B C C2toual % A B C (2 towt % Total %o
No resanse : 0 L0 0 1 069 0 0 0 0 0 000 1 0.55
Will always use 5 17 9 9 90 6250 5 2 7 5 19 5135 109 6022
Wil probably use 18 11 11 7 47 32.64 2 3 9 3 17 4595 64 3536
Will not use 302 1 0 6 417 0 0 1 0 1 270 17 3.87
Total _76 31 21 .16 144 100.00 7 5 17 8 37 10000 18t 100.00
Table 28 Fish Consignment in Exchange'fﬁr Credits
AFA Member Non-Member
' Sub- ' Sub-
. A B C C2 wal % A B C C2 toal % Total %
No responise . 303 1 0 7 455 0 1 0 2 513 9 466
Will always consign most 43 13 3 8 67 4351 4 1 2 1 8 2051 75 3886
Perhaps consign most 24 11 9 4 48 3117 3 03 6 4 16 4103 64 3316
Only a small volume &8 4 7 4 23 1494 0 1 7 1 9 2308 32 1658
Will not consign 2 0 0 0 2 130 6 0o 0 0o 0 0060 2 1M
Do not know 6 0 1 0 7 4.55 1 G 1.2 4 1026 11 5.70.
Total 86 31 21 16 154 10000 8¢ 5 17 8 39 10000 193 100.00
Table 29 Non-Acceptance of AFA Credit o
 AFA Member Non-Member
' Sub- ‘ Sub-
A B C C2 ol % A B C C2 total % Total Yo
Use own capital 3 0 -0 4 1739 1 0 0 0 i 10.00 5 1515
Use another source 2 4 5 1 12 35217 0 1 6 0 7 7000 19 57.58
Dislike AFA ) 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0.00
Don't like obligationofconsi 3 2 0 2 7 3043 1 0 0 1 2 2000 9 2727
Total 8§ 7 .5 3 23 10000 2 1 6 1 10 100.00 33 100.00°
Table 30 AFA Purchase of Fish Catch
o AFA Member Non-Member
. ' Sub- Sub-
A B C C2wonl % A B C C2uwoml % Toul %
No response 0 1t 0 0 1 065 0 0 0 0 0 000 I 052
Will atways sell 38 16 7 12 73 4740 4 1 8 5 18 465 91 47145
Perhaps will sell 30 13 11 4 38 37.66 4 4 6 2 16 4103 74 3834
Want to, but cannot § 0 1 0 9 584 10 2 1 4 1026 3 674
Will not sell o 1 2 0 13 844 o 0o 1 o 1 256 14 7325
Total : 86 3121 16 154 1060.00 g 5 17 8 39 10000 193 100.00




“Table 31 _On Japanese AFA Practices

AFA Member Non-Member o
Sub- : Sub- 3
A B C C2total % A B C C2total "% Total %
No respose 0 0 1 0 0 1 06 0 o 0 0 0 000 1 052
Excellent 14 23 3 1 -4 31 20)3 6 0 2 .1 9 2308 40 2073
Good - 30 48 17 13 7 .85 5519 5 124 22 5641 147 5544
Not good 1 1 1 t 6 3 195 0o 0o . 0 1 i 2.56 4 207
Don't know 12 14 9 6 5 34 2208 _ 2 0 3 2 7 1_7.95 41 2124
Totak 57-8% 31 21 16 154 10000 - 9 5 178 39 10000 193 100.00
‘fable 32 Pajﬁcipatioh Ratio in AFA with Introduction of Japanese AFA Practices
' AFA Member Non-Member
. Sub- Sub- _
A B C C2total %o A B.C C2om % Total - . %
No response 1 1 0 0 2 130 0 0 0 0 0 000 2 104
Will join 45 14 8 10 77 5000 4 4 72 17 4359 94 4870
Cannot join I8 3 2 1 24 1558 2 0 3 4.9 208 33 1710
Ton't wamn 10 join I 0 0 3 1.95 1 00 1 2 513 .5 259
Fon't know 21 1 11 5 48 3L17 2 i 7 1. 11 2821 59 - 3057 -
Total §6 31 2t 16 154 10000 9 5 17 & 39 10000 193 100.00
‘Table 33 Feasibility of Japanese AFA Practices .
AFA Member " Non-Member
Sub- Sub- :
A B C 2wl % A B C C2toal % Toral %
No response 0 2 0 0 2 13 0 0 0 0 0 000 2 104
All feasible 3 1 3 4 44 2857 5 3 3 2 13 3333 57 129353
Some feasible . 31 19 9 6 65 .4221. "2 1 11 317 43589 8 4249
All unfeasible 12 1 0 4 280 1 0 0 2 3 760 7 363
Don't know 18 7 8 6 39 253 1" 1. 3 1 & 1538 45 2332
ol . 8 31 321 16 154 100.00 9 5 178 39 10000 193 10000
Table 34 Most Adaprable fapanese Activity
 AFA Member Non-Member -
Sub- Sub-
A B € C2wmal % A B C C2ial % Toal %
WFA&ConsignContract 8 0 0 0 8 1081 O 0 0 © 0 000 '3 842
AFA & Panial Contract 70 2 1 1w 1351 0 ¢ .0 0 0 000 10 1053
Traders purchase from AF; 2 L 1 0 4 541 0 0 0 0 0 000 4 421
Payment thru AFA 9 200 7 5 5 6'8.(fl 2 1.1 S 21 1000 72 7S
AFA accounts & savings i 0 ¢ 0 1] 1.35 g6 0 0 0 0 000 1 1.05
Toul 37 21 10 674 10000 . 2 1 13 5 21 10000 95 10000 . -
Table 35 Most Unfeasible Japanese Practice -
AFA Member Non-Member
Sub- _ Sub-
A B C C2 ol A~ B . CC2onl Toial G
AFA&ConsignComtract 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 1-1 2 4 1905
AFA & Pastial Contract t L1t 2 s 6 0 0 1 1 6 2857
Traders purchase from AF; 2 2 0 0 4. 1 0 "1 0 2 6 2857
Payment thru AFA 30 1 t 5 p 86 0 0 0 5 2381
AFA accounts & savings 0 0 ¢ 0 ¢ g0 0 0 .0 0. 000
Total 77472516 i o 2 2 5 2110000
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Table 36 Who Does AFA Belong To?

Boat Owner Sub- Sub-

Owner Skipper (otal % Captain ~ Crew  total %  Total %
No respdn_s,e 0 0 0 000 0 4 4 488 4 169
Fishermen Organization 24 50 74 4805 i4 13 27 3293 101 . 42.80
Govt, organization 26 33 59 3831 T 29 36 43.90 95  40.25
Don't know 9 12 21 1364 3 12 15 1829 36 1525
Total 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00
Table 37 AFA Role in Upgrading Operations & Livelihood

Boat Owner  Sub- Sub-

Owner - Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Total %
Noresponse 1 1 2 130 0 3 30366 5 212
Noeffect -4 13 17 1104 0 1 1 1.22 18 763
Slight effect 46 56 102 66.23 15 38 53 6463 155 6568
Good effect ‘ 8 25 33 2143 9 16 25 30.49 58  24.58
Total : 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00
Table 38 .Social Activity In Need of Most Reinforcement

Boat Owner Sub- Sub-

Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Toial %
No response St 6 17 1104 0 3 3 3.66 20 3.47
Educationat aid 35 61 96 6234 16 36 52 63.41 148  62.71
Death disaster compen. 4 14 18 1169 2 3 5 610 23 975
Fishing lectures 9 14 23 1494 6 16 22 2683 45  19.07
Total 59 95 154 100.00. 24 58 82 100,00 236 100.60
Table 3% Social Welfare Activities

Beat  Owner Sub- Sub-

Owner Skipper lotal % Captain  Crew  total %  Toial %
No'response 2 1 3195 0 2 2 244 5 212
Very satisfactory -~ 0 6 6 390 0 1 R ) 7297
Satisfactory 20 50 70 4545 13 30 43 5244 i13  47.88
Not good 37 38 .75 4870 i1 25 36 43.90 111 47.03
Total 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 B2 16000 236 1G0.00
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Table 40 Membership Dues

Boat Owner Sub- . - Sub-

Owner Skipper total % Captain ~Crew  total %  Toal %
No response 0 0 0 000 0 2 2 2.44__' "2 0385
High .0 1 i 065 0 0 0 000 1042
Suitable 40 sl 91  59.09 8 38 46. 5610 137 5805
Cheap _ 19 43 62 4026 . 16 18 34 4146 96  40.68
Total 59 95 154 100.00 2458 82 10000 236 100.00
Table 41 Increase in Dues

Boai  Owner Sub- Sub-

Owner  Skipper toial % Captain  Crew total ~ %  Total %
No response 28 36 64  41.56 5 27 - 32 39.02 96 40.68-
For 30 52 82 5325 19 27 46  56.10 128 54.24
Against i 7 3 519 0 4 4 4.88 2 5.08
“Total 50 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00
Table 42 Faimess of Dues

) Boat Owner Sub o Sub-

Owner  Skipper total - % . "Captain  Crew ‘total- % Towd %
No response 20 27 47 3052 6 18 24 2927 71 3008
Fair 32 55 87 5649 15 21 36 4390 123 52.12
Unfair 7 3 200 1299 3 19 22. 2683 - 42 .17.80:
Total 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00
Table 43 Pros/Cons of Having members Other than Fishermen

Boat  Owner Sub- Sub- _

Owner Skipper tol % Captain  Crew total % Towl %
Noresponse t 0 1 065 0 3 37366 4 169
For 12 28 40 2597 T 11 . 18 2195 58 2458
Against 46 67 113 7338 17 44 61 7439 174 7373
Total 59 95 154 10000 24 S8 82 10000 236 10000




‘Table 44 Composition of Members

Owher Sub-

Boat Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain ~ Crew toial %  Total %
No response o0 0 . 0 0.00 (i) 2 2 2.44 2 085
Good - : 3z 42 74 48,05 16 23 39 47.56 113 4788
Unsuitable But Kecp 6 i3 19 1234 1 7 8 9.76 27 1r44
Unsuitable/Revise 1 7 8 519 0 10 100 1220 18 763
Bad/Revise 1 _ 2 3 1.95 0 0 0 0.00 3 1.27
Don't know 10 i6 26 16.88 0 10 10 1220 - 36 1525
Noldea 9 15 24 15,58 7 6 13 1585 37 1568
Total 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 100.00 236 100.00
Table 45 Restricted Memb’er’éhip-Boat Owners/Skippers
Boat Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew total %  Total %
- Noresponse 0 Y 0 000 0 2 2 244 2 085
For 5 20 25 1623 0 5 5 6.10 30 127
Against 30 48 78 50.65 - 19 29 48 5854 126 5339
Don't know 12 14 26 16.88 2 14 16 19.51 42 1780
No Idea o 13 25 16.23 3 8 11 1341 36 1525
Toial 59 95 154 16000 24 58 82 10000 236 10000
Table 46 Resiricied Membership-Boat Owiers/Skippers/Crew
Boat ~ Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain . Crew  total %  Total %
No response 0 0 o 000 0 2 2 244 2 085
For . 15 30 45 2922 5 24 29 3537 74 3136
_ Against’ o2t 34 55 3571 1t 13 24 2927 79 3347
Don't know 14 16 30 1948 6 13 19 2317 49 20,76
No Idea 9 15 24 1558 2 6 g 9.76 32 1356
Total 59 95 154 10000 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00
-Table 47 Organization Only For Crew Members
Boat  Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner  Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Total %
No response 0 2 2 L30 0 2 2 244 4 L69
For . 5 12 17 114 1 13 14 1707 31 1314
Against ﬁ 459 93 60.39 12 15 27 3293 120 5085
Pon't know 8 9 17 1,04 4 21 25 3049 42 1780
Noldea 12 13 25 16.23 7 7 14 1707 39 1653
Total 59 95 154 100.00 24 58 82 10000 236 100.00




4
Table 48 Past AFA Membership

) NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Boat  Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain ~Crew  total % Towml %
No response 0 0 0 000 0 2 2 196 2 142
Yes 17 18 35 89.74 4 75 79 7745 114 8085
No 2 2 4 1026 8 13 21 2050 25 1173
Total 19 20 39 10000 1290 102 10000 141 100,00
Table 49 Reasons For Not Joining AFA
NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Boat  Owner Sub- . Sub- _
QOwner  Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Total %
No response 3 4 7 1795 0 6 6 58 13 922
No merits 3 1 4 1026 0 12 121176 16 1135
Against AFA manag, 0 0 0 000 0 1 0.98 1 071
Can't pay dues 0 1 12356 0 0 0 000 1 on
‘Don't know about AFA 3 4 71795 10 31 41  40.20 48 344
Political reasons 0 -0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0060 0 0.00
Noreason 10 10 20 5128 2 40 42 4118 62 4397
Total 9 20 39 100.00 1290 102 10000 141 100.00
Table SO Willingress To Join AFA
NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Beat  Qwner Sub- _ Sub- _ :
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Total %
No response IS 19 4872 1 51 . 62 6098 81 5745
Yes 7T 1 18 4615 0 3 31 3039 49 3475
No 1 1 2 513 1 8 9 88 11 7.80
Total 19 20 39 100.00 12 90 102 -100.00 141 100.00
60 Respondents _
Yes 7 1 18 90.060 0 31 31 7750 49  81.67
No 1 1 2 1000 i 8 9 2250 11 _718.33
Total g 12 20 100.00 i 39 40 100.00 60 100.00




Table 51 Opinion On Dues

NON AFA MEMBER

NON AFA MEMBER
Boat  QOwner Sub Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Créw  toial %  Total %
0 G 0 0.00 0 i 1 0398 1 0.71
0 0 0 0.00 0 i i 0.98 1 0.71
8 8 16 41.03 4 58 62 60.78 78 5532
11 12 23 5897 8 30 38 37.23 61 4326
Total _ 19 20 39 100.00 12 90 - 102 10000 141 100.00
Table 52 Opinion On Compensation
NON AFA MEMBER NOM AFA MEMBER
Boat Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew tofal %  Total %
No response 0 0 0 000 0 0 0 000 ¢ 000
High 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0.00 ¢ 0.00
Suitable 8 6 14 41.18 4 47 51 7391 65 63.11
Not enough 9 11 20 58.82 1 17 18 26.09 38  36.89
Total _ 17 17 34 100.00 S 64 69 10000 103 100.00
Table 53 Annual Insurance Dues
NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Boat 'Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain Crew total %  Total %
No response 0 O 0 000 0 0 ¢ 000 0 00
High 0 0 0 6.00 0 4 4 5.80 4  3.88
Suitable o 17 17 34 100.00 5 59 64 9275 98 9513
Very high 0 0 0 0.00 0 ! 1 1.45 i 0.97
Total 17 17 34 100.00 5 &4 69 100.00 103 100.00
Table 54 Increase Insurance Dues
NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Boat - - Owner Sub- Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Total %o
No response 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 000 ¢ 000
Support small increase . 4. 5 9 2647 0 21 21 3043 30 293
Support ingrease compe 13 9 22 6471 5 29 34 4928 56 5437
Impossible - 0 3 3 882 0 14 142029 17 1650
Toal 717 34 100.00 5 64 69 10000 103 100.00




Table 55 Faimess of Membership Dues

NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER

Boat  Owner Sub- - Sub-

Owner  Skipper total % Captain.  Crew  total %  Total %
No response o 0 o 000 o 0 0 000 o 000
Fair 6 2 8 20.51 1 27 28 2172 36 2571
Unfair H 11 12 30.77. 6 32 38 3062 50 351
Don't know 12 ¥ 19 ~48.72 5 30 35 3465 54 3857
Total 19 20 39 100,00 12 89 ~101. 100.00 140 160.060
Table 36 Different Dues

NON AFA MEMB‘ER " MON AFA MEMBER

Boat Owner ~ Sub- - Sub-

Owner _Skipper total % Caprain Crew " total %  Toal %
No response 0 0 0 000 0 2 2 196 X 142
For 2 2 4 1026 i 12 13 1275 17 1206
Against 14 17 25 6410 8 41 49 43,04 74 0 5248
Don't know 3 7 10 25.64 3 35 38 37.25 43 3404
Total 19 20 39 100,00 12 90 102 10000 141 100.00
Table 57 Satifaction with Status Quo
- " NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER

Boat  Owner Sub- ] Sub-

Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew total % Total %
No response 0] 0 0 000 o 1 ' 1_' 0.98 1 071
Suitable 7 8 15 3846 1 22. 23 2255 38 2695
Unsuitable 2 0 2 513 4 7 11 10.78 13 922
Don’t know 10 12 22 5641 7 60 67 65.69 ‘89 6312
Total 19 2 39 100.00 1290 10210000 141 100.00
Table 58 AFA For Boat Owners

NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER

Boat  Qwner Sub- Sub-

Owner  Skipper total % Captain Créw ~total =~ %  Total %
No response 0 0 0 000 R 1 098 1071
For 0 0 0 000 i 8 9 88 9 638
Against 9 12 21 53.85 7 40 47 4608 - - 068 48.23'_
Don't know 10 8 18 46.15 4 41 45 4412 63 4468
Total 19 20 39 100.00 12 90 102 10000 141 10000




Tabte 59 AFA for Boat ()'wners/Crew

NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER

Boat  Owner Sub- Sub-

Owner  Skipper total %o Captain  Crew  total % Total %
No responsc 0 0 0 000 0 1 1098 1 o7
For 3 6 9 2308 7 33 40 - 359.22 49 3475
Against 2 4 6 1538 { 15 16 1569 22 1560

~Don't know 14 10 24 61.54 4 41 45 4412 69 4894

 Toral 19 20 39 100.00 1290 102 10000 141 100.00
Table 60 Fuily Quasi Members

NON AFA MEMBER - NON AFA MEMBER
Boat  Owner Sub- ' Sub-
Owner  Skipper total % Captain  Crew  total %  Towl %

Noresponse 0 ] 0 00 0 I 1 098 1 071
For 3 3 _ 6 15.38 1 32 33 3235 3¢ 27.66
Against 7 1 14 35350 1 17 18 1765 IO2200

. Don't know 9 l_(} 19 48.72 10 40 50 4902 69  48.94

' Tota) 19 2 19 160.00 129 10210000 141 100.00
Tab]e 61 AFA For Crew Members Only

NON AFA MEMBER NON AFA MEMBER
Boat Owner  Sub- - -Sub-
Owner Skipper total % Captain  Crew  otal %  Total %

" No response 0 0 6 000 0 1 1 098 1071
For : 0 4 4 1026 0 21 21 2059 25 1773
Against 9 9 18 46,15 7 33 40 3922 58 4113
Don't know 10 7 17 43.5% 5 35 40 3822 57 4043
Fotal 19 20 39 100.00 12 90 102 100.00 141 100.00
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Daily and monthly records of fish landed at the complex and fish
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34
35
36

37
38

39

40
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42
43

consigned to various destinations
Annual reports of LKiM

Distribution of Fresh Chilled Fish Imported ihrough BKH Complex

Source

Quantity of Fish Landed in IB Wholesale Market {Tampoi)
Quantity and Value of Fish in JB Retail Market

Quantity and Value of Export/lmport of Figh through Tambak-

The Second Outline Perspective Plan (1991-2000)

Sixth Malaysia Plan (1991-1995)
Economic Report Volume 20

Preliminary Count Report - Population & Housing Census of Malaysia DOS
Kelulusan Mengikut Jenis Pinjaman 1970-1991 (loans made-number  BPM

of borrowers and amount)
Agricultural Credit Survey, Malaysia

Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Rome

Study on Fish Marketing and Distribution System in Malaysia
Measures of Schemes for the Improvement of Agricultural Financing

for Small Farmers

Rethinking Artisanat Fisheries Development: Western Concepts,
Sociocultural Aspects of Developing Small-Scale Fisheries: Delivering World Bank

Services to the Poor

No. of tegistered boats in Mersing district
No. of registered boats in Johor state
Laporan Penyata Kewangan,

Laporan Penyata Kewangan

Laporan Tahunan

Laporan Tahunan

Laporan Tahpnan

Laporan Tahunan

Laporan Prestasi Projek PNK Bagi Tahunan
Laporan Penyata Kewangan

L.aporan Tahunan

Laporan Tahunan

Laporan Penyata Kewangan

Laporan Tahunan PNK..

Laws of Malaysia Act.44

Laws of Malaysia Acl.A694

Laws of Malaysia Act.A201

Laws of Malaysia Act.A261

Weather Records at Mersing

Monthly Summary of Marine Meteorological Observation

Malaysian Tide Tables 1992

Marine Chart, Offshore East Coast

Malaysia National Coastal Erosion Study, Final Report, Volame 1,
Malaysia National Coastal Erosion Study, Phase II Feasibility
Topographic Map, Endau, Malaysia Nationwide Rivermouth Study

State t_)f Pghagg_ Bi)ad Mag -

Year

LKIM( Endau, Mersing  April/May 1992

& K. Sedili) ‘
LKIM, KL 19871988
LKIM, KI. 1988-90
LKIM, JB ~1989-1990
LKIM, JB 1989-1990
LKIM, 1B~ 1989-1991
GOM 1991
GOM 1991
MOF 1991492
1991
1991
FAO 1986
FAO N
JICA March, 1991
BPM Aprit 11-17,
' : 1988
World Bank ‘October, 1980

Qctober, 1981

DOF Mersing 1990
POF Mersing 1990
PNK . Kuala Sedili 199041991
PNK.‘Mersing ' 1990/1991
PNK.Endau 1989/1990/1991
‘PNK Kuala Sedili 1990/1991
PNK . Mersing 1990/1991
PNK. Endas 1990/1991
LKIM 199071991
PENAJA 1991
PENAJA 1991
NEKMAT 1990
PNE.Kuantan 1991

PNK Kuantan 1991
GOM 1971
GOM 1972
GOM 1973
GOM: 1974
Malaysian Meteo. 1992
Service _
JKR _ 1985-89
Motion Smith Marine 1592
House '

Motion Smith Marine 1986, 1989
House .

JPS HQ Library 1985

JPS HQ Library Jan. 1989
JICA 1975

JKR Kuantan 1990




44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52

53

55
. 56
57
58

59

60
61
62
63

64
65

6o

67
68

69

70
71
.
73
74
75

76
77

78

79
80

g1

Stabilization of Riven‘-ﬁﬁtﬁlﬂ;s‘,,-i‘he Pengkalan Datu Seaworks
Report on the Federation's Dredging, The Ports of Kota Baru, etc,
Hydraulic Study of Approach Channel, Kuala Besut Fishing Port,
Endan Ferry Jetty Plan Drawings

Endau Bridge Construction Site Profile (Drawing)

Endan Ferry Jetty Site Soil Profile

Endau Fishing Port Planning Site Water Supply Tronk Line Map
Endau Fishing Port Planning Site Electricity Supply Trunk Line Map
Land Registered Map Endau (Fishing Port Planning Site) .

Comparison of Soundings Allgnment Mersing, May 1980 and April

1982

Records of Rainfail Along the Endau River

Request to Dredge in Bndau Mouth, Jan. 27,1992

Kuantan Fishing Port Drawing

Advance in food research III,

Production and acceptablhly testmg of fish crackers (Keropok)
prepared by extrusion method

The application of technology to the processing of dry-salted fish in
peninsular Malaysia: Comparison of sun-dried and oven-dried fish,
Intermediate technotogy for fish cracker (Keropok) production
Perusahaan memproses keropok '

Kursus technologi memproses makanan

Laporan Prestasi Tahunan Pelabuhian Perikanan Chendering

Laporan Prestasi Komplex Perikanan LKIM Pulau Kambing

Layout drawing of existing electric supply line neighboring the
proposed site and information of eléctric supply system in Mersing

Title Source Year
JPS’,'Mersing ) 1990 B
JPS, Mersing 1960
JPS, Mersing 1979
JKR Apr-92
JKR Apr-92
JKR Apr-92
JKR _ Apr-92
FDA. Mersing Apr-92
Land Office, Mersing ~ Apr-92
JICA Apr-92
JPS, Mersing Apr-92
JPS, Mersing Apr-92
JKR, KL Apr-92

UPM Nov. 1990
UPM 1981
UPM 1982

- UPM 1981
MARDI 1983
MARDI 1992
LKIM Chendering 1991
LKIM P.Kambing 1991
NEB 30-Apr-92

22-Apr92

Layout drawing of existing water supply line neighboring the proposed Disirict office, Mersing

site and information of water supply system in Mersing District
State of Johor Road Map
Consumer Price Index for Malaysia,

Building Cost Index by category of Building and Region

Special Release 1 for Civil Engineering Works,

Nama dan Alamat Pembekal Pengeluar Bahan Bahan Binaan

Kos purata semeter persegi bagi kerja-kerja pembinaan bangunan
Purata kadar kadar harga yang ditawarkan

Jadual kadar harga untuk kerja kerja kecil and memperbaiki

Data on Membina dan menyiapkan Kompleks Perikanan di Kampong
Peramu, Kuantan, Pahang Darul Makmur

Data on Projek Pembinaan Jeti Perikanan di Kukup, Pomlan Johor
Data on Membina Jeti dan Tambatan Bot di Kompleks Perikanan
Kampung Peramu Kuantan, Pahang Darul Makmur

Data on Pembinaan Struktur Pendaratan Pengkalan Feri Johor -
Singapura di Tanjung Belungkor, Johor Darul Takzim

Data on Pembinaan Pengkalan Marin Polis di Kemaman, Terengganu
Data on Pembinaan Jeti Kargo dan Kerja kerja Berkaitan di

Data on Membina dan menyiapkan kemudahan pendaratan bot bagi
ILPM di Chendering, Kuala Trengganu, Trengganu Darul Iman

JKR HQ
DOS

DOS

DOS

JKR, KL
JKR,K.L
JER, K.L.
JKR,K.L
JKR, KL

JKR, KL
JKR, KL

JKR, K.L

JKR, K.L

. JKR,K.L

JKR,K.L

Dec 1991,Jnf &
Aug 1992

Jan 1980 - Apr
1892

Apr& Aug
1992

Jan - Jun 1992
1989

1992

1988

1992
1991

1992
1992
1091

A—60



82
83

34

86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96

97
08
99

100

101

102
103
104
105
i06
107
108
109
110
11
112

Title

Source

Year

JKR Schedule of Rams (f‘ox )t use in lump surm contracts)

Practical Guide to Customs Duties Order, All amendments up to l‘ith

April 1992 including 1992 Budget
Scale of Fees’

Cadangan Rangkaian / Perhubungan Komputer LKIM
Konfigurasi Sistem Yang Sedia Ada

Introduction of Telita Systern “Telita ... a closer !ook"
LKIM Instruction for Fish Market Information System
Panduan Menentukan Saiz Ikan

LKIM Fish Market Information System

Khidmat Sokongan Pemasaran

Teleksikan

Tnfofish International, No, 4/92

Infofish Trade News, No. 11/92

Standard forms for data collection

State of the Marine Envirenment in the East Asian beas Region,
UNEP Regional Seas Reports and Studies No. 126

River Input to Southeast Asian Seas, United Nauons Educatlonal
Scientific, and Cultural Organization, Paris '

Strategies and Enforcement of Industrial Waste Water Conirol in
Malaysia (A Case Study)

A Brief on the Provision of Water and Control of the Disposal of
Wastes as Prerequisites to the Development of the Human ‘

Environment Quality Act 1974, Environmental Quality (Sewage and

Industrial Effluents) Regulations

Freguency of Fishing Boats Coming into Kuantan Fishing Pori 1992 -

Proposed construction site and land map of the surrounding aréa
Table on drinking water tests of the Endau District

Dynamic frunk line and the uoil cost for constriction of the substation

A Handbook of Environmental Impacl Assesqment Guldelmes
Map of District of Mersing

Pelan Jalan Bandar Mersing

Town Map of Endau

Area Map around the Mersing LKIM Complex

Population of Town of Mersing/Endau

Majlis Perasmian Jeti Mersing

A Study on Socio-economic Profile of Fisherrhen in Selected Areas

Publishied byMDC o

Sdn.Bhd .

‘Board of Engineers,

Malaysia
LKIM -
LKIM
LKIM

LKIM: .

LKIM

LKIM

LKIM
LKIM
Infofish_
Infofish
LKIM
UNEP

UNESCO

- DOE

DOE
I_){)_E

LKIM Kuantan
Meéréing land Offtce

Water Dept. Mersing

JKR

POE :
Survey Dept. Johor
Survey Dept. Johor
Survey Dept, Johor

© Mersing LKIM

Mersing Tovin Office

- Jabatan Laut Johor

LKIM

1985
1992

1982

P

Sept... 1992

‘Sépt., 1992

Sept., 1992
Sept.; 1992
Sept., 1992

April, 1992
Sept., 1992

June, 1992
Juy Aug, 1992
16-Jun-92

Sept., 1992
1990

Nov-S(}

' Sép-SZ
 AugT7

1979

Sep-92

- Sep-92

Sep-92

Oct. 1989
1992
1992

1992

Sept., 1992
Sept. 1992
Sept. 1992
Jun-86
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