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ABSTRACT

1. Human population growth, rising incomes, and increased commercialization of marine resources promote
demand for reef fish, yet few studies in Indonesia have examined how artisanal fisheries are influenced by the
socio-cultural conditions that contribute to their exploitation. This study examined artisanal fisheries of
Karimunjawa National Park, Java, to understand how the condition of an artisanal fishery was related to
socio-cultural factors, along a gradient in fishing pressure.
2. A total of 8674 fishes landed in Karimunjawa by fishers using four artisanal fishing gears were examined to

understand how the condition of the artisanal fishery (standard and infinite fish length, trophic level and weight)
related to fishing gear use, village fishing grounds, management, human population size, human population
density and estimated fishing pressure.
3. Depletion in fish lengths and trophic structure were found at or above 46 fishing trips day-1 km-2, suggesting

that fishing pressure is a key factor driving fishery catch structure. When catch characteristics were examined in
relation to the fishing pressure estimates from each village, negative correlations were found between inshore
fishing pressure (no. trips day-1 km-2) and all four fish catch characteristics, but owing to small sample sizes
(n= 5), only the effects on trophic level were significant.
4. Fishery closures had limited impact on fish characteristics, and lack of any effect of spatial controls on fishing

also supports the notion that fishing pressure and the types of fishing gears used, most likely driven by human
population densities, are the greatest drivers of reef fish catch characteristics in the Karimunjawa fishery.
5. In the absence of support for fishery closures from local fishing communities or adequate enforcement of

fishery closures, targeted gear or species management strategies that limit impacts on large-bodied fish and aim
to conserve key species may be more effective in improving the size and trophic structure of fish populations.
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INTRODUCTION

Coral reefs and seagrass habitats of the Indo-Pacific
represent some of the most diverse marine
ecosystems in the world (Unsworth and Cullen,
2010; Burke et al., 2011). Reef fish are not only
critical in maintaining the ecological function of
coral reefs (McClanahan et al., 2011), but also
provide food security for coastal communities in
many developing countries (Donner and Potere,
2007; McClanahan, 2010; Hughes et al., 2012).
However, reef and seagrass fishery stocks are under
increasing threat from factors such as climate-
related habitat degradation, land-use practices, and
resource extraction related to human population
growth, direct consumption and increasing
connectivity between in situ fisheries and fish
markets (Fabricius, 2005; Graham et al., 2007;
Unsworth and Cullen, 2010; Cinner et al., 2013).

Structural features of reef fish populations such as
changes in biomass, length and trophic level provide
clear indicators of fishing intensity and overfishing
(Pet-Soede et al., 2001; Campbell and Pardede,
2006; Lokrantz et al., 2009). Even at low fishing
pressures, exploitation of fish populations may
occur and lead to shifts in species composition and
fish population structure and the dominance of fish
from lower trophic levels (Jennings and Polunin,
1996, 1997; McClanahan, 1997; Dulvy et al.,
2004). Fishing pressure can influence the size and
trophic levels of fish populations (Coté et al.,
2001; Dulvy et al., 2004; Lokrantz et al., 2009),
as has been demonstrated by comparing fish
community structure along a gradient of fishing
intensity (Pet-Soede et al., 2001; McClanahan
and Graham, 2005; Campbell and Pardede, 2006;
Cinner and McClanahan, 2006; Lokrantz et al.,
2009). Effects of fishing pressure on trophic
structure, especially with regard to piscivores and
planktivores (Pet-Soede et al., 2001) have been
reported, while biomass and trophic structure can
increase when controls on fishing pressure are
effective (McClanahan et al., 2007).

Human societies on the coast of Indonesia and
other Coral Triangle countries remain heavily
reliant on small-scale artisanal and subsistence
fisheries that employ a wide range of fishing
methods (Pet-Soede et al., 2001; Campbell and

Pardede, 2006; Aswani and Sabetian, 2010; Varkey
et al., 2010; Brewer et al., 2012; Ferse et al., 2013).
Overfishing is particularly serious in Indonesia,
yet few studies have examined the condition of
artisanal fisheries (Pet-Soede et al., 2001; Ferse
et al., 2013). Some studies have found that protected
areas are poorly complied with (McClanahan et al.,
2006), but there has been little research examining
fishery exploitation rates inside marine protected
areas (Clifton, 2003; Glaser et al., 2010).

To date, few studies have examined how the
condition of the artisanal fishery is related to
fishing pressure and gear use in the absence of
variations in market pressures. Here, we compare
catch data on trophic level and fish length along a
gradient of fishing intensity in Karimunjawa
Marine National Park (KNP) in Indonesia. KNP
is a medium sized (111 625 ha) marine protected
area, with mutiple no-take, fisheries utilization,
and other zoning types (Campbell et al., 2013).
It provided an excellent study site for examining
how fishing intensity influenced catch characteristics
because: (1) it is a site where a gradient in fishing
pressure among five coastal communities can be
examined; (2) fishing communities are relatively
homogenous in ethnicity and use a range of
common fishing techniques; (3) fishing grounds are
close to villages where all landing sites provide the
means to sell or barter fish for local and distant
consumption, thereby eliminating market distance
as a factor influencing fishing pressure; and (4) laws
on fishing restrictions are weakly enforced.

METHODS

Site details

Karimunjawa National Park (KNP) was first
legislated in 1988 and covers 111 625ha (Figure 1).
The Karimunjawa Islands are made up of 25
individual islands (five of which are inhabited) with
8842 people living in four villages (Karimunjawa,
Kemujan, Parang, Nyamuk) inside the park and
one community (Genting) outside the park. Each
village has a different number of sub-villages and
each village has local fishing grounds, where fishers
work and bring their daily catch to the main landing
sites on Karimunjawa Island for distribution to
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markets inside and outside the national park. Fishing
grounds included areas of nearshore coral reef to
maximum depths of 30m and areas of nearshore
mixed reef–seagrass and seagrass habitats (Campbell
et al., 2011). The surveys of fish harvested in the
present study included fish caught for market
distribution and does not include the 5–10% of catch
used for direct household consumption. The five
villages represented a gradient in fishing pressure
among fishing communities in the Karimunjawa
Islands, with relatively homogenous ethnic, social,
economic and resource governance characteristics,
and relatively homogenous reef topography and
benthic composition throughout the five fishing
grounds (Marnane et al., 2004).

Fish catch surveys (dependent variables)

Fish catch surveys were conducted at landing sites on
Karimunjawa Island. Generally fish were caught by
fishers at their local fishing grounds located in
proximity to the five village communities and then
transported to the Karimunjawa landing sites.
Therefore the surveys were able to assign the
location of fish capture from one of five village
fishing grounds. If fishers could not identify the
exact location or gears used to capture fish, or if
the catch was from more than one village’s fishing
ground, these catches were not included for anlaysis.

At the fish landing sites on Karimunjawa, 8674
fish from 895 fishing trips were examined, sampled
every 1–2months from January 2004 to December
2005. Two observers averaged 15.6 (�1.4SE) days
of sampling per month for a total of 219 days
of sampling effort on Karimunjawa Island. Fish
landings were opportunistically sampled at day and
at night time using methodology reported in Cinner
et al. (2005). Observers recorded the gear that was
used to catch the fish by asking fishers the gear
used and verifying this through direct observation.

All fish were photographed using a digital camera
(Sony TMDSCP-1, 3.3Megapixel) with a scale in all
photographs for size calibration. Digital photos were
later analysed to examine four catch characteristics.
(1) Fish lengths were measured (in mm) on digital
photographs using the UTHSCSA Image tool for
Windows 2.0 to calculate the length of a fish
measured from the tip of the snout to the posterior
end of the last vertebra, excluding the length of the
caudal fin. This way of measuring length is usually
referred to as ‘standard length (SL)’. (2) The wet
weight (in g) of each fish was determined by
applying length–weight conversion factors from
Fishbase (Froese and Pauly, 2006). (3) In order to
assess if fishing was preferentially influencing
species with large body sizes we took the infinite
length (L1 in mm) (i.e. the mean length the fish

Figure 1. Map of the study area showing locations of fishing grounds and the fish landing sites sampled in the Karimunjawa Islands, Indonesia.
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could potentially reach if it were to grow to an infinite
age), from Fishbase (Froese and Pauly, 2006) for
each species caught. (4) Trophic levels for each
species were also obtained from Fishbase. In some
cases where species were not available in Fishbase
the trophic level of closely related species from the
same genus was used. For the four different gear
types and the five fishing grounds the mean (�SE)
values of all four catch characteristics were derived
by summing all values and dividing this by the total
number of fish recorded (Pauly et al., 2001).

Independent variables

Six independent variables were examined: (1) gear,
(2) village, (3) management, (4) human population
size, (5) human population density, and (6) fishing
pressure. The first three (the gear used to capture
the fish, the village adjacent to the ground where the
fish were captured, and the respective management
zone) were recorded at the landing site, as described
above, by asking fishers which fishing grounds
they were fishing in and what gear they used.
Catches from the most commonly used gear types
(e.g. handlines, traps, nets, muroami) were measured.
Fishing by nets included all nets (e.g. purse, gill)
(Campbell and Pardede, 2006) except for muroami
net fishing which was analysed separately. For the
zoning, the marine waters included zones designated
for fishing use and zones where fishing was
prohibited by national laws. Fishing was reported
during the study from both fishing use zones and
fishery closures, within the three village fishing
grounds of Karimunjawa, Nyamuk and Parang
where both management zones were in place.

Data on human population size were derived
from village government statistics (District
of Karimunjawa, 2002). To calculate human
population density per reef area, the coral reef
area (km2) of each fishing ground was determined.

The size of fishing grounds was calculated using
Landsat TM imagery (2002) (1:30 000) and
ArcView 3.2 based on easily discernable
landmarks and sea features provided by key
informants and fishers. The areas of fishing
grounds that included seagrass, reef and sand
habitat to 30m depth were digitally traced.
Human population density as a function of fishing
ground area was determined by dividing the
human population size of each of the five villages
by the area (km2) of their fishing grounds.

To gather information on fishing pressure from
local communities in the five villages 119
household surveys were conducted from January
to March 2003, in Karimunjawa (n= 46), Parang
(n= 20), Kemujan (n= 18) and Nyamuk (n= 20)
(all inside the Park), and Genting (n= 15) (outside
the Park) (Figure 1). Maps of the communities
were created and households were systematically
sampled using methods described in Henry (1990).
The surveys targeted the head of each household;
however, in some situations, more than one
respondent may have provided information about
the household. For example, in some situations
where a female headed the household, her son
may have answered fishing-specific questions if he
was most knowledgeable about the household’s
fishing activities.

Total fishing pressure at each village (no. trips
day-1 km-2) was obtained from household survey
data on the mean number of daily fishing trips
of households, separated by gear type, based
on data on the number of fishing households
per community from local government statistics
(District of Karimunjawa, 2002). The mean
number of fishing trips per household per day in
each village was multiplied by the number of fisher
houses in each village, and then divided by the
fishing ground size (Table 1). Not all household

Table 1. Socio-cultural characteristics of the five village communities organized from left to right as the highest to lowest population size

Social and fishery characteristics K’jawa Kemujan Parang Genting Nyamuk

Number of households 1141 750 573 102 87
Population size 4137 2689 2007 365 313
Number of fisher houses 504 284 239 45 36
Size of fishing ground (km2) 31.3 10.9 23.1 5.1 9.7
Population density (people km-2 of fishing ground) 132.1 245.6 86.9 71.6 32.3
Total fishing pressure/area (trips day-1 km-2) 46 58 23 20 12
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fishing is conducted in nearshore waters where
coral reefs occur, as fishers sometimes fish in
offshore pelagic waters. From village household
responses on the number of fishing trips per
week in nearshore or pelagic waters, it was
possible to calculate the proportion of fishing
trips in nearshore waters (Karimunjawa= 76.5%,
Kemujan=31.9%, Parang=51.9%, Nynamuk=46.3%
and Genting=75.7%). For each village this value
was multiplied by total fishing pressure to derive the
mean inshore fishing pressure (no. household trips
day-1 km-2). The percentage of all household fishing
trips km-2 for each of the four gears within each
village was determined to examine the proportional
use of gear throughout the park.

Statistical treatment

All four dependent variables, standard length,
infinite length, trophic level and the weight of
fishes, were log10(x+1) transformed before analyses
to meet conditions of normality and analyses were
performed in SPSS. ANOVA analyses were used to
test for differences in mean catch characteristics
(standard length, infinite length, trophic level and
weight of fishes) among the four fishing gears
and the five village fishing grounds. Post-hoc
comparisons (LSD) were used to determine
significant (P< 0.05) mean differences among
gear and villages. Spearman rank correlation was
used to test for relationships between the three
independent variables, human population size,
human population density and fishing pressure
(no. trips day-1 km-2) at each village (n=5). All three
independent variables were significantly correlated
(r = 0.9, P< 0.05), so only relationships between
fishing pressure (no. trips day-1 km-2) and fish catch
characteristics (standard and infinite length, trophic
level, weight) at each village (n=5) were examined.

Finally, a two-way ANOVA was used to test
for differences in means of each of the four fish
catch characteristics associated with village fishing
grounds (fixed; n=3; Karimunjawa, Nyamuk,
Parang) and management zones (fixed; n=2; fishing
closure zones, fishing zones). Post-hoc comparisons
(LSD) were used to determine if mean catch
characteristics varied between management zones
and among village fishing grounds.

RESULTS

The human population differed between villages,
ranging from 313 people in Nyamuk to over 4137
people in Karimunjawa (Table 1). The size of
fishing ground also differed considerably, resulting
in an eight-fold variation in human density per
km2 of reef fishing ground among villages with
highest densities in Kemujan and Karimunjawa
and lowest in Nyamuk (Table 1). The overall
fishing pressure (no. trips day-1 km-2) was highest
in Kemujan (58 trips day-1 km-2) and lowest in
Nyamuk (12 trips day-1 km-2) (Table 1). The 100
most commonly fished species (21 families) in
the Karimunjawa fishery and the fishing gears
commonly employed to catch each species is
presented in Table 2.

Fish caught in fishing grounds adjacent to
Nyamuk and Parang had higher standard lengths
(mean= 341.9mm� 6.8SE and 332.1� 5.5SE)
than those caught at Karimunjawa, Kemujan, and
Genting (ANOVA, F4,8668 = 84.66, P< 0.001)
(Table 3). Fish caught at fishing grounds near
Nyamuk and Parang had higher infinite lengths
than those from the other three villages (ANOVA,
F4,8668 = 27.38, P< 0.001) (Table 3). The mean
trophic level of fish was higher at Nyamuk,
Parang and Genting (3.53� 0.03SE and 0.02SE
for Genting) than at Karimunjawa (3.42� 0.01SE)
(ANOVA, F4,8668 = 7.25, P< 0.001), but all these
villages did not differ in terms of mean trophic
level compared with Kemujan (Table 3). The fish
caught at fishing grounds near Parang and
Nyamuk had higher (ANOVA, F4,8668 = 99.37,
P< 0.001) mean weight than at fishing grounds at
Genting, which in turn were higher than at
Karimunjawa and Kemujan (Table 3).

When catch characteristics were examined in
relation to the fishing pressure estimates from each
village, negative correlations were found between
nearshore fishing pressure (no. trips day-1 km-2) and
standard length (r= –0.8), infinite length (r= –0.3),
trophic level (r = –0.9) and weight (r= –0.8) of fish
catches, but because of small sample sizes (n=5),
only the effects on trophic level were significant.
The results for trophic level, however, are unlikely
to have any biological significance as the mean
trophic levels among villages differed only by a
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Table 2. Common reef fish families and species of the nearshore coral reef fishery in Karimunjawa and fishing gears most commonly used to catch each
species: 1 = handline, 2 =muroami, 3 =net, 4 = trap

Reef fish Gear Reef fish Gear

Acanthuridae Lutjanidae
Acanthurus bariene 2 3 Lutjanus monostigma 2 3
Acanthurus mata 2 3 Lutjanus rivulatus 2
Acanthurus nigricauda 3 4 Lutjanus sebae 3

Balistidae Lutjanus decussatus 1 2 3 4
Balistoides viridescens 3 4 Mullidae

Caesionidae Parupeneus barberinus 2 3 4
Caesio caerulaurea 2 3 Parupeneus multifasciatus 3
Caesio cuning 2 3 4 Nemipteridae
Pterocaesio chrysozona 2 3 Nemipterus peronii 1
Pterocaesio diagramma 2 3 Pentapodus caninus 2 3
Pterocaesio lativittata 2 Scolopsis margaritifer 2 3 4
Pterocaesio pisang 2 3 Scolopsis monogramma 2 3 4
Pterocaesio tessellata 2 Pomacanthidae
Pterocaesio tile 2 Pomacanthus annularis 2 4
Scomber japonicus 2 Pomacanthus sexstriatus 2 3 4

Carangidae Pygoplites diacanthus 2
Alectis ciliaris 2 3 Pomacentridae
Atule mate 1 2 Chromis analis 2 3
Carangoides bajad 2 3 Chromis weberi 3
Carangoides caeruleopinnatus 3 Scaridae
Carangoides equula 2 3 Bolbometopon muricatum 1 2 3 4
Carangoides ferdau 2 Cetoscarus bicolor 1 2 3
Carangoides fulvoguttatus 2 Chlorurus bleekeri 2 3
Carangoides gymnostethus 2 Chlorurus bowersi 2 3
Caranx ignobilis 2 Chlorurus microrhinos 2 3
Carangoides orthogrammus 2 Chlorurus sordidus 2 3
Carangoides plagiotaenia 2 Scarus dimidiatus 2 3

Ephippidae Scarus flavipectoralis 2 3
Platax boersii 2 3 Scarus ghobban 2 3 4
Platax pinnatus 2 3 Scarus prasiognathos 2 3
Platax teira 1 2 3 Scarus rivulatus 2 3

Haemulidae Scarus schlegeli 2
Diagramma pictum 3 Scarus tricolor 2
Plectorhinchus chaetodonoides 2 3 Scombridae
Plectorhinchus flavomaculatus 2 3 4 Euthynnus affinis 1
Plectorhinchus picus 1 3 Rastrelliger kanagurta 1 3

Kyphosidae Scomberoides commersonnianus 2 3
Kyphosus biggibus 2 Thunnus tonggol 1
Kyphosus vaigiensis 3 Serranidae

Labridae Anyperodon leucogrammicus 2 3 4
Cheilinus fasciatus 2 3 4 Cephalopolis cyanostigma 1 3
Chelio inermis 2 Epinephelus areolatus 1
Choerodon anchorago 1 3 Epinephelus melanostigma 2
Choerodon monostigma 2 4 Epinephelus merra 1 2
Cirrhilabrus cyanopleura 2 Plectropomus areolatus 1 2 3 4
Epibulus insidiator 2 3 Plectropomus leopardus 2 4
Hemigymnus melapterus 2 3 Plectropomus maculatus 4

Lethrinidae Plectropomus oligacanthus 1 2 3 4
Gymnocranius euanus 2 Sphyraenidae
Lethrinus erythropterus 2 3 4 Sphyraena barracuda 1
Lethrinus harak 3 Sphyraena jello 2 3
Lethrinus lentjan 1 3 4 Siganidae
Lethrinus microdon 2 3 4 Siganus canaliculatus 2 3
Lethrinus olivaceus 2 3 Siganus corallinus 2 3
Lethrinus ornatus 1 2 4 Siganus guttatus 3

Lutjanidae Siganus virgatus 2 3 4
Lutjanus argentimaculatus 1 Siganus vulpinus 2 3
Lutjanus bohar 2 Zanclidae
Lutjanus carponotatus 2 3 4 Zanclus cornutus 2
Lutjanus fulviflammus 3
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maximum of 0.11 (Table 3), suggesting a previous
depletion of higher trophic levels among all villages.

The proportion of fishing grounds in fishery
closure zones in Nyamuk (69%), was more than
double that of areas where fishing was allowed
(31%). The proportion of fishing grounds where
fishing was prohibited in Karimunjawa (27%) and
Parang (22%) was about 3 times lower than that
of areas where fishing was permitted (73% and
78% respectively).

The characteristics of the fish catch also varied
significantly among the fishing gears used (Table 3).
Differences among fishing gears for mean standard
length (mm) (ANOVA, F3,8668= 105.1, P< 0.001)
and trophic level (ANOVA, F3,8669= 547.3,
P< 0.001) occurred in the following order;
handline> trap>muroami> net (purse seine and
gill nets) (Table 4). The mean infinite length of fish
caught by handline (mean=637.8mm� 10.3SE)
was higher (ANOVA, F3,8669= 3.89, P< 0.009)
than the mean infinite length of fish caught by
the three other fishing gears tested (Table 4). The
mean weight of fish was also higher for handline
(mean=783.1 g� 38.0SE) than the mean weights of
fish caught by muroami and trap, which in turn,
were higher than the mean weight of fish caught by
nets (ANOVA, F4,8669= 52.79, P< 0.001) (Table 4).

Management zones from which the fishes were
caught appeared to have little effect on fish sizes.

An interaction of management and village fishing
ground on infinite length (F2,7520 = 8.42, P< 0.001)
and standard length of fish (F2,7520= 29.06,
P< 0.001) was due to greater mean fish lengths in
Parang and Nyamuk compared with Karimunjawa,
for both fishery closures and fishing zones. In
Nyamuk standard and infinite lengths differed
between management zones, with larger mean fish
sizes recorded in fishing use zones than in fishery
closures (Figure 2).

The significant interaction between management
and village fishing ground (F2,7520= 28.95, P< 0.001)
on fish weights was explained by significantly higher
mean weights of fish in Karimunjawa fishery
closures than in fishing use zones, but not in the
other two villages. Mean fish weights in both Parang
and Nyamuk were higher than in Karimunjawa. For
trophic levels, the interaction of management and
village fishing ground (F2,7520= 3.38, P< 0.034) was
explained by higher trophic levels in fishing use
zones in Parang and Nyamuk than in Karimunjawa,
while in fishery closures, trophic levels were higher
in Parang than Karimunjawa (Figure 2). Mean
trophic levels did not differ between fishery closures
and fishing use zones in any of the three villages.

For all catch variables tested, the variance
explained by F ratios was higher for village fishing
grounds (weights: 77.2%, trophic level: 92.6%,
infinite lengths: 60.1%, and standard lengths: 74.2%)

Table 3. Mean (�1SE) standard and infinite lengths, trophic level and weight of fish caught in both fishing closures and fishing areas by five village
communities, organized from left to right as the highest to lowest population size. Different superscript letters denote significant differences
(P< 0.05) among villages for standard length, infinite length, trophic level and wet weight of fish catches

Fish catch characteristics Karimunjawa Kemujan Parang Genting Nyamuk

Standard length (mm) 271.6� 1.7a 278.8� 3.02a 332.1� 5.5b 297.5� 4.1c 341.9� 6.8b

Infinite length (mm) 550.5� 5.4a 586.9� 7.9b 649.1� 16.5c 569.1� 7.8ab 643.5� 15.5c

Trophic level 3.42� 0.01a 3.46� 0.01ab 3.53� 0.03b 3.53� 0.02b 3.53� 0.03b

Wet weight (g) 430.9� 12.7a 493.1� 29.2ab 788.2� 52.9c 560� 40.6b 849� 82.03c

Table 4. Differences in key catch characteristics among fishing gears. Mean (�1SE) standard and infinite length (mm), trophic level and wet weight (g)
of fish caught by each fishing gear. Different superscript letters denote significant differences (P< 0.05) among gears for standard length, infinite length,
trophic level and wet weight of fish catches

Fish catch characteristics Handline Muroami Net Trap

Standard length (mm) 336.3� 4.2a 270.8� 2.1b 258.5� 1.4c 283.9� 2.3d

Infinite length (mm) 637.8� 10.3a 555.6� 5.2b 546.8� 5.8b 562.3� 3.1b

Trophic level 3.96� 0.01a 3.33� 0.01b 3.23� 0.01c 3.39� 0.02d

Wet weight (g) 783.1� 38.0a 466.3� 24.3b 372.0� 12.7c 459.5� 17.5b
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than management zones (weights: 5.7%, trophic
level: 3.1%, infinite lengths: 25.4%, and standard
lengths:7.4%).

As catch composition may vary according to the
effort or use of different gears in different village
locations, the proportional use of gears across all
village fishing grounds was also examined to
determine any marked differences in use of gears
among fishing grounds, and therefore highlight
any potential disproportional representation of
gear use throughout the park. Fishing by handline
was proportionally the highest used gear at each
village fishing ground and varied two-fold from
34% of all fishing trips in Kemujan to 69% in
Nyamuk (Figure 3). In Kemujan and Parang
villages the use of muroami and nets exceeded 40%
and this was offset by the lowest use of handlines.
At villages where handline use was highest
(Nyamuk, Genting), in general the proportional use
of nets and/or traps was lowest.

DISCUSSION

The study found that the key catch characteristics
differed across the fishing grounds and by gear

type, but despite strong correlations, it was not
possible to demonstrate a statistically significant
relationship between this variation and fishing
pressure owing to the small sample size. The
artisanal fisheries in Karimunjawa contained
larger reef fishes compared with published studies
of other exploited reef fisheries (Dalzell and
Wright, 1990; Pet-Soede et al., 2001; McClanahan
and Mangi, 2004; Cinner and McClanahan, 2006).
Likewise, the mean trophic level of fishes in
Karimunjawa was slightly higher than fisheries
using comparable gears (e.g. handline, nets, traps)
elsewhere (McClanahan and Mangi, 2004; Cinner

Figure 2. Mean (�1SE) fish catch characteristics of all fish catches in each of three villages and two management zones.

Figure 3. Percentage total fishing pressure (% household trips km-2) in
each village, by fishing gear.
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and McClanahan, 2006). Yet the larger fish sizes in
Karimunjawa may be partially explained by some
differences in fishing gears examined. For example
in PNG, catches were reported only from gill
nets, spear guns, and line fishing (Cinner and
McClanahan, 2006; McClanahan and Cinner,
2008), while in Karimunjawa traps are capable of
catching large-bodied species.

A closer examination of the ways in which
different fishing gears in Karimunjawa selectively
target different lengths and trophic levels suggests
that some gears are more capable of affecting
fisheries than others. For example, handline and
trap fisheries tended to remove large-bodied
species, and therefore may have a greater impact
on fishery structure than muroami nets and other
nets. Although muroami and net use was above
40% at both Kemujan and Parang, the mean
length of fishes caught at Kemujan was lower than
at Parang, suggesting that overall higher fishing
pressure at Kemujan may be more influential in
reducing average lengths of fish populations than
differences in the use of fishing gears. Handline
fishing is known to reduce the infinite length of
fishes, and therefore large-bodied fishes are most
affected by this gear (Cinner and McClanahan,
2006). In Genting where fishing pressure was
comparable with Parang, fishes were overall
smaller in length. A likely explanation is that
depletions of large-bodied species occurred in
Genting before this study owing to the frequent
use of handlines. The combined proportional use
of handline and traps was highest in Nyamuk,
Genting and Karimunjwa. At Nyamuk, where
fishing pressure was 2–4-fold lower than at
Genting and Karimunjawa, the standard and
infinite lengths of fish were greater, suggesting
that when gear use is proportionally equivalent
among fishing grounds, fishing pressure may
drive changes in catch characteristics, such as
reducing the mean lengths of fishes. The higher
levels of fishing pressure in Karimunjawa and
Kemujan also coincided with lowest fish lengths,
suggesting that larger sized species may have
been removed preferentially (Pauly et al., 1998;
Pet-Soede et al., 2001), although statistical
relationships between fishing pressure and body
size were not significant.

Fishing pressure was negatively related to trophic
level in Karimunjawa, but the range of trophic level
variation was very small, suggesting an overall
depletion in the trophic structure across all villages.
In villages where fishes are generally smaller and
from lower trophic levels, management strategies
that reduce or modify fishing effort of gears that
select for large-bodied species may provide the best
option to improve fish sizes and trophic levels
(Johnson et al., 2013). Muroami catches were
also generally smaller in size and at lower trophic
levels than handlines and traps, as this activity
non-selectively catches a range of species from
different trophic groups, competing with other
fisheries and damaging coral reefs (Tomascik et al.,
1997; Campbell and Pardede, 2006). Although
muroami fishing is illegal according to national
fishing laws in Indonesia, stronger enforcement of
its prohibition by district governments and local
communities is required. Only then will damage to
coral habitats and exploitation of smaller bodied
fishes be reduced, thereby promoting recovery of
ecosystem function through protection of herbivores
(Mumby et al., 2006) and fishery sustainability by
protection of planktivores (e.g. Caesio cuning).

Information on thresholds of overall fishing
pressure, at which fishing practices start to
functionally affect fish populations, can be useful
for identifying the level of fishing effort for
individual gears that may allow sizes and trophic
levels of fisheries to be sustained or improved
(McClanahan et al., 2011). For example, the
overall mean length and trophic level of fishes was
found to be lowest at Karimunjawa and Kemujan,
where fishing pressure was equal to or greater than
46 fishing trips day-1 km-2. For trophic level, these
reductions were likely to be insignificant biologically
as they were very small. The levels of fishing
pressure in Karimunjawa are comparable with those
reported for an exploited fishery in Kenya, which
was able to support up to 30 fishers km-2 day-1

without declines in the total catch (McClanahan
et al., 2008). As human population densities in
Karimunjawa were up to 10-fold lower than in
other artisinal fisheries (Cinner and McClanahan,
2006) and maximum fishing pressures approximated
the lower range of fishing pressure in comparable
artisinal fisheries elsewhere (Lokrantz et al., 2009),
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these findings suggest that even at relatively low
fishing pressures the sizes and trophic levels of
fisheries can decline, as reported elsewhere for
lightly exploited fisheries (Dulvy et al., 2004).

Effective no-take areas as a fisheries management
tool can benefit biodiversity and improve fisheries
(Gaines et al., 2010) but effectiveness may be highly
dependent on the effect that closure of an area will
have on the user groups and the surrounding
environment (Boncoeur et al., 2002). Fisheries
closures are rarely implemented with buy-back,
incentive programmes or other measures that
would result in reduced fishing effort, and the
resultant fishing boat displacement will sometimes
lead to effort becoming concentrated in smaller
areas, causing conflict and ecological harm
(Shipp, 2003). The weak compliance with no-take
areas in all village fishing grounds of Karimunjawa
(Campbell et al., 2012) suggests that proximity to
more highly populated villages has little influence
on compliance within no-take areas. It also
suggests that fishers were unlikely to have suffered
widespread displacement from these no-take areas,
but displacement of fishing effort from areas which
received greater enforcement than others (e.g. inside
tourism zones) may have occurred. Certainly weak
compliance with no-take areas, lack of targeted
fishing gear based controls, and use of muroami
fishing which is a non-traditional form of fishing
banned by national legislation, yet permitted by
district fishery laws in Karimunjawa during the
2000s, could promote competition and conflict
among fishers and lack of equitable access to
fishery resources (Hauck and Kroese, 2006;
Campbell et al., 2012). In this study it was found
that the consequences of these factors led to largely
comparable catch characteristics among no-take
areas and fishing areas.

In recognition that existing protected area
governance has failed to deliver fishery and
conservation benefits, the Karimunjawa National
Park Authority are presently seeking to strengthen
stakeholder support and compliance for fishing
regulations by adopting co-management approaches
that meet community goals and offset fisheries
impacts on marine biodiversity (Campbell et al.,
2013). Such approaches can avoid the costs
associated with weak compliance and can involve

regulating fishing gear use, development of
alternative livelihoods (e.g. mariculture) or
compensation measures for lost rights (Agardy
et al., 2011). Incentives for fishing communities to
comply with spatial controls on fishing and adopt
gear restrictions could provide the most effective
way to improve the size and density of fish
populations (McClanahan and Cinner, 2008) and
reduce habitat damage in Karimunjawa. In 2010 in
Karimujawa, community support for muroami
bans, stronger enforcement by the national park
agency and economic drivers led to a cessation of
muroami fishing (Campbell et al., 2013). Because
muroami fishing uniquely involves a patron–client
relationship, its cessation will probably lead to
reduction in the ratio of investors to self-employed
people, and shifts to more traditional gears such as
handlines and spear guns (Campbell et al., 2012). In
2012 a subsequent recovery in reef fish biomass in
Karimunjawa was reported (Pardede et al., 2012)
and co-management approaches that view fisheries
as linked social–ecological systems (Allison et al.,
2011; Ferse et al., 2013) may have the potential to
drive even longer-term improvements in social
capital and ecological stewardship. Through
securing the livelihoods of communities depending
on them (Cinner and Aswani, 2007; Gutiérrez et al.,
2011; Cinner et al., 2012; Ferse et al., 2013), such
approaches are also more likely to find acceptance
with fishing communities than ‘top-down’ controls
that prohibit fishing altogether (Aswani et al., 2007;
Gelcich et al., 2008; Agardy et al., 2011).

CONCLUSION

By examining fisheries characteristics across a
gradient in fishing pressure it was shown that even
fisheries in a relatively small geographical area can
be shaped by gear use and possibly fishing pressure.
Village fishing grounds subject to highest fishing
pressures showed lower average fish lengths,
trophic levels and fish weights. Fishers who have
limited mobility, such as those who use handlines
and traps from non-motorized boats, may also
affect reef fisheries by catching large sized and
large-bodied species. Adoption of strategies that
restrict the use of such gears may allow recovery in
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areas where large-bodied fish are in decline and
improvement in fishery targets (e.g. piscivores) are
required. In other areas, bans on nets may be
required to promote trophic diversity which can
help maintain ecosystem function (e.g. herbivores)
and fishery sustainability (e.g. planktivores).
Spatial management controls aimed at achieving
conservation objectives and a benefit to local
fisheries had little influence on fish characteristics.
Investments in co-management organizations that
regulate sustainable gear-based fishing practices,
manage fishery allocations based on fishers
traditional rights and establish alternative income
sources, are evolving in Karimunjawa as the key
approaches to improve social well-being of
communities and alleviate fishing pressure where
human population densities are high. These fisheries
management strategies have direct relevance to
improving artisanal fisheries management in the
broader Coral Triangle region.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The work was funded by the David and Lucile
Packard Foundation and the Tiffany Foundation.
Logistical support was provided by staff of the
agency responsible for marine park management
in Karimunjawa – Balai Taman Nasional. The
activities for this study were conducted under a
Memorandum of Understanding between the
Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) and the
Indonesian Ministry of Forestry and Conservation.
Measurements were made on fish catches already
landed with the permission of local fishing
communities in Karimunjawa. No flora or fauna
were collected or manipulated during the study.
We are also extremely grateful to WCS staff
Ripanto and Joni Tribowo for assistance with
fisheries surveys and Agus Hermansah for providing
GIS expertise.

REFERENCES

Agardy T, Notarbartolo di Sciara G, Christie P. 2011. Mind
the gap: addressing the shortcomings of marine protected
areas through large scale marine spatial planning. Marine
Policy 35: 226–232.

Allison EH, Ratner BD, Åsgård B, Willmann R, Pomeroy R,
Kurien J. 2011. Rights-based fisheries governance: from
fishing rights to human rights. Fish and Fisheries 13: 14–29.

Aswani S, Sabetian A. 2010. Implications of urbanization for
artisanal parrotfish fisheries in the Western Solomon
Islands. Conservation Biology 24: 520–530.

Aswani S, Albert S, Sebetian A, Furusawa T. 2007. Customary
management as precautionary and adaptive principles for
protecting coral reefs in Oceania. Coral Reefs 26: 1009–1021.

Boncoeur J, Alban F, Guyader O, Thébaud O. 2002. Fishers,
seals and tourists: Economic consequences of creating a
marine reserve in a multi-species, multiactivity context.
Natural Resource Modeling (Special issue: Economic
Models of Marine Protected Areas) 15: 387–412.

BrewerTD,Cinner JE,FisherR,GreenA,WilsonSK. 2012.Market
access, population density, and socioeconomic development
explain diversity and functional group biomass of coral reef
fish assemblages. Global Environmental Change 22: 651–658.

Burke L, Reytar K, Spalding M, Perry A. 2011. Reefs at Risk.
World Resource Institute (WRI): Washington, DC.

Campbell SJ, Pardede ST. 2006. Reef fish structure and
cascading effects in response to artisanal fishing pressure.
Fisheries Research 79: 75–83.

Campbell SJ, Kartawijaya T, Sabarini EK. 2011. Connectivity
of reef fish assemblages between seagrass and coral reef
habitats. Aquatic Biology 13: 65–77.

Campbell SJ, Hoey AS, Maynard J, Kartawijaya T, Cinner JE,
Graham NAJ, Baird AH. 2012. Weak compliance undermines
the success of no-take zones in a large government controlled
marine protected area. PLoS One 7: e50074. DOI 10.1111/
j.1751-7176.2012.00674.x.

Campbell SJ, Kartawijaya T,Yulianto I, PrasetiaR, Clifton J. 2013.
Incentives driving marine protected area effectiveness in
KarimunjawaNational Park, Indonesia.MarinePolicy 41: 72–79.

Cinner JE, Aswani S. 2007. Integrating customary management
into the modern conservation of marine resources. Biological
Conservation 140: 201–216.

Cinner JE, McClanahan TR. 2006. Socioeconomic factors that
lead to overfishing in small-scale coral reef fisheries of Papua
New Guinea. Environmental Conservation 33: 73–80.

Cinner J, Marnane MJ, McClanahan TR, Almany GR. 2005.
Periodic closures as adaptive coral reef management in the
Indo-Pacific. Ecology and Society 11(1): 31. (online) URL:
http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol11/iss1/art31/

Cinner JE, McClanahan TR, MacNeil MA, Graham NAJ,
Daw TM, Mukminin A, Feary DA, Rabearisoa AL,
Wamukota A, Jiddaw N, et al. 2012. Comanagement of
coral reef social-ecological systems. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Science USA 109: 5219–5222.

Cinner J, GrahamNAJ, Huchery C, MacNeil MA. 2013. Global
impacts of local human population density and distance to
markets on the condition of coral reef fisheries. Conservation
Biology DOI 10.1111/j.1523-1739.2012.01933.x

Clifton J. 2003. Prospects for co-management in Indonesia’s
marine protected areas. Marine Policy 27: 389–395.

Coté IM, Mosquera I, Reynolds JD. 2001. Effects of marine
reserve characteristics on the protection of fish populations:
a meta-analysis. Journal of Fish Biology 59: 178–189.

Dalzell P, Wright A. 1990. Analysis of catch data from an
artisanal coral reef fishery in the Tigak Islands, Papua New
Guinea. Papua New Guinea Journal of Agriculture, Forestry
and Fisheries 35: 23–36.

S. J. CAMPBELL ET AL.102

Copyright # 2013 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Aquatic Conserv: Mar. Freshw. Ecosyst. 24: 92–103 (2014)

http://www.ecologyandsociety.org/vol11/iss1/art31/


District of Karimunjawa. 2002. Karimunjawa District Statistics,
Semarang, Java, Indonesia.

Donner SD, Potere D. 2007. The global inequity of the threat
to coral reefs. BioScience 57: 214–215.

Dulvy NK, Freckleton RP, Polunin VC. 2004. Coral reef
cascades and the indirect effects of predator removal by
exploitation. Ecological Letters 7: 410–416.

Fabricius KE. 2005. Effects of terrestrial runoff on the ecology
of corals and coral reefs: review and synthesis. Marine
Pollution Bulletin 50: 125–146.

Ferse SCA, Glaser M, Muhammad N, Máñez KS. 2013. To
cope or to sustain? Eroding long-term sustainability in an
Indonesian coral reef fishery. Regional Environmental
Change DOI 10.1007/s10113-012-0342-1

Froese R, Pauly DE. 2006. FishBase. Accessed 15 April 2006.
www.fishbase.org

Gaines SD, White C, Carr MH, Palumbi SR. 2010. Designing
marine reserve networks for both conservation and fisheries
management. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Science USA 107:18286–18293.

Gelcich S, Kaiser MJ, Castila JC, Edwards-Jones G. 2008.
Engagement in co-management of marine benthic resources
influences environmental perceptions of artisanal fishers.
Environmental Conservation 35: 36–45.

Glaser M, Baitoningsih W, Ferse SCA, Neil M, Deswandi R.
2010. Whose sustainability? Top–down participation and
emergent rules in marine protected area management in
Indonesia. Marine Policy 34: 1215–1225.

Graham NAJ, Wilson SK, Jennings S, Polunin NVC,
Robinson J, Bijoux JP, Daw TM. 2007. Lag effects in the
impacts of mass coral bleaching on coral reef fish, fisheries,
and ecosystems. Conservation Biology 21: 1291–1300.

Gutiérrez NL, Hilborn R, Defeo O. 2011. Leadership, social
capital and incentives promote successful fisheries. Nature
470: 386–389.

Hauck M, Kroese M. 2006. Fisheries compliance in South
Africa: a decade of challenges and reform 1994–2004.
Marine Policy 30: 74–83.

Henry GT. 1990. Practical Sampling. Sage Publications:
Newbury Park, CA.

Hughes S, Yaua A, Max L, Petrovicc N, Davenport F,
Marshall M, McClanahan TR, Allison EA, Cinner JE.
2012. A framework to assess national level vulnerability
from the perspective of food security: the case of coral reef
fisheries. Environmental Science and Policy 23: 95–108.

Jennings S, Polunin NVC. 1996. Effect of fishing effort and
catch rate upon the structure and biomass of Fijian reef fish
communities. Journal of Applied Ecology 33: 400–412.

Jennings S, Polunin NVC. 1997. Impact of predator depletion
by fishing on the biomass and diversity of non-target reef
fish communities. Coral Reefs 16: 71–82.

Johnson, AE, Cinner J, Hardt M, Jacquet J, McClanahan TR,
Sanchirico J. 2013. Trends, current understanding, and future
directions for artisanal coral reef fisheries research. Fish and
Fisheries DOI 10.1111/j.1467-2979.2012.00468.x

Lokrantz J, Nystrom M, Norström AV, Folke C, Cinner JE.
2009. Impacts of artisanal fishing on key functional groups
and the potential vulnerability of coral reefs. Environmental
Conservation 36: 327–337.

Marnane MJ, Pardede ST, Ardiwijaya RL, Herdiana Y,
Wibowo JT, Kartiwijaya T. 2004. Coral reef surveys
(2003-2004) of Karimunjawa Islands, West Java, Indonesia.

Wildlife Conservation Society, Indonesia Program, Bogor,
Java.

McClanahan TR. 1997. Primary succession of coral reef algae:
differing patterns on fished versus unfished reefs. Journal of
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 218: 77–102.

McClanahan TR. 2010. Effects of fisheries closures and gear
restrictions on fishing income in a Kenyan coral reef.
Conservation Biology 24: 1519–1528.

McClanahanTR,Cinner JE. 2008.A framework for adaptive gear
based fisheries management in Papua New Guinea. Aquatic
Conservation: Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems 18: 493–507.

McClanahan TR, Graham NAJ. 2005. Recovery trajectories of
coral reef fish assemblages within Kenyan marine protected
areas. Marine Ecology Progress Series 294: 241–248.

McClanahan TR, Mangi SC. 2004. Gear based management of
a tropical artisanal fishery based on species selectivity and
capture size. Fisheries Management and Ecology 11: 51–60.

McClanahan TR, Marnane MJ, Cinner JE, Kiene WE. 2006. A
comparison of marine protected areas and alternative
approaches to coral-reef management. Current Biology 16:
1408–1413.

McClanahan TR, Graham NAJ, Calnan JM, Mac-Neil MA.
2007. Towards pristine biomass: reef fish recovery in coral
reef marine protected areas in Kenya. Ecological
Applications 17: 1055–1067.

McClanahan TR, Hicks CC, Darling ES. 2008. Malthusian
overfishing and efforts to overcome it on Kenyan coral
reefs. Ecological Applications 18: 1516–1529.

McClanahan TR, Graham NAJ, MacNeil MA, Muthiga NA,
Cinner JE, Bruggemann JH, Wilson SK. 2011. Critical
thresholds and tangible targets for ecosystem-based
management of coral reef fisheries. Proceedings National
Academy of Science 108: 17230–17233.

Mumby PJ, Dahlgren C, Harborne A, Kappel CV, Micheli F,
Brumbaugh DR, Holmes KE, Mendes JM, Broad K,
Sanchirico JN, et al. 2006. Fishing, trophic cascades, and
the process of grazing on coral reefs. Science 311: 98–101.

Pardede ST, Prasetia R, Kartawijaya, T, Campbell SJ. 2012.
Report Card: Core Zone. Reef fish assessment in
Karimunjawa National Park in 2 phases of zoning process:
2005-2012, WCS, Bogor, Indonesia.

Pauly D, Christensen V, Dalsgaard J, Froese R, Torres F. 1998.
Fishing down marine food webs. Science 279: 860–863.

Pauly D, Palomares ML, Froese R, Sa-a P, Vakily M,
Preikshot D, Wallace S. 2001. Fishing down Canadian
aquatic food webs. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and
Aquatic Science 58: 1–12.

Pet-Soede C, Van Densen WLT, Pet JS, Machiels MAM. 2001.
Impact of Indonesian coral reef fisheries on fish community
structure and the resultant catch composition. Fisheries
Research 5: 35–51.

Shipp RL. 2003. A perspective on marine reserves as a fishery
management tool. Fisheries 28: 10–21.

Tomascik T, Mah AJ, Nontji A, Moosa MK. 1997. Fringing
reefs. In The Ecology of Indonesia Seas, Part Two. Periplus
Editions: Hong Kong; 643–699.

Unsworth RFK, Cullen LC. 2010. Recognising the necessity
for Indo-Pacific seagrass conservation. Conservation Letters
3: 63–73.

Varkey DA, Ainsworth CH, Pitcher TJ, Goram Y, Sumaila R.
2010. Illegal, unreported and unregulated fisheries catch in Raja
Ampat Regency, Eastern Indonesia.Marine Policy 34: 228–236.

FISHERY IN AN INDONESIAN MARINE PROTECTED AREA 103

Copyright # 2013 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Aquatic Conserv: Mar. Freshw. Ecosyst. 24: 92–103 (2014)

http://www.fishbase.org

