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Sentiment of Coastal Villagers about the Coastal Fisheries Right System
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Abstract

The coastal fisheries right system (CFRS) in Japan derived from exclusive usufruct (legal right of use) of coastal communi-
ties is a typical community-based fisheries management system associated with local fisheries cooperative associations
(FCAs). While community-based management in Japan has been viewed as a success, the system in Japan has recently faced
challenges as the private sector seeks fisheries rights that have been preferentially granted to FCAs.  After the Tsunami-disaster
on March 11th, 2011, the Miyagi prefecture governor proposed creating a special zone for reconstruction that would allow com-
panies to have fisheries rights, but many FCAs, including Tsunami affected prefectures opposed this plan.  Regardless if they are
fishers or non-fishers, people’s sentiment about the CFRS of coastal communities as a whole is important when considering the
CFRS in light of current policy conflict between FCAs and groups seeking reform of the CFRS, because institutional derivation
of current CFRS lies in historical usufruct of coastal communities. In this connection, research on sentiment of coastal villagers
about the CFRS was conducted in two different types of villages in Shiriuchi town, Hokkaido, in November 2011.  The results
show that among both fishers and non-fishers, most people in both villages support the existing CFRS, and even non-fishers in
both villages share general sentiment about importance of the CFRS for local fishers. However, less than of the people support

allowing special arrangements of the CFRS to meet reconstruction needs for fisheries damaged by the Tsunami.
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Samples : 6,455
(FromJune 24th to July 1st, 2011)
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Fig. 1. Polls by internet investigation on an idea about the Special
Zone for Reconstruction for Fisheries to address the Great
East Japan Earthquake (by Yahoo)
Source : http:/polls.dailynews.yahoo.co.jp/quiz/quizre-
sults.php?wv=1&poll_id=6826&typeFlag=1
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Fig. 2. Town of Shiriuchi
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Table 3. Employment Structure in Shiriuchi Town

(Population Ratio)
Agriculture 15.9%
Forestry 0.9
Fisheries 6.8
Construction 18.5
Manufacture 152
Mining 0.6
Service 20.3
Retail 8.4
Communication/ Transportation 4.7
Public service 42
Electricity/Gas 3.1
Finance 0.9
Other 0.1

Source : Shiriuchi Town Government
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Fig. 7. Perceptions of problem with the sea off the village
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Fig. 8. Awareness of the fisheries right system (Common fisher-
ies right, Demarcated fisheries right and Set-net fisheries

right)
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Fig. 10. Reasons to accept existing system exclusively entitled to
fisheries cooperative associations (plural answers)
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Fig. 11. Reasons for being unsatisfied with the existing system
exclusively entitled to fisheries cooperative associations
(plural answers)
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Fig. 12.  Approval or disapproval for the idea of the Special Zone
for Reconstruction for Fisheries
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Fig. 13. Reasons to support the idea of the Special Zone for
Reconstruction for Fisheries (plural answers)
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Fig. 14. Reasons to oppose the idea of the Special Zone for
Reconstruction for Fisheries (plural answers)
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Fig. 15. To whom other than fisheries cooperative associations
should the fisheries right be entitled in case of the Special

Zone for Reconstruction for Fisheries ?
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Fig. 16.  What marine area should the fisheries right be allowed in
case of the Special Zone when the fisheries right is enti-
tled to other than fisheries cooperative associations ?
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Fig. 17. To what extent should the fisheries cooperative associa-
tion be involved in fishing ground management when the
fisheries right is entitled to other than the fisheries coop-
erative association ? (Gradient of primary involve-
ment; 1 and 5 respectively mean the fisheries
cooperative association and fisheries right holders other
than the fisheries cooperative association.)
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Fig. 18. Priority order of entitlement to the specific demarcated fisheries right (aquaculture fisheries right) under the law of Special
Zone for Reconstruction in response to the Great East Japan Earthquake
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