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Abstract. Entrepreneurial culture is the individual or group behavior, attitudes,
knowledge, and skills that enable business success and growth. Social capital can
create a positive value and environment to bring an entrepreneurial culture within
the fishery community and constituted by six elements. The purpose of this paper
is to analyse the relationship of one element of social capital namely Social Co-
hesion and Inclusion towards Entrepreneurial Culture and its barriers among
coastal fishermen in Kuala Perlis, Malaysia. This study focused on Social Cohe-
sion and Inclusion due to the low mean score of this element, which was at 2.4377
compared to other elements, besides its low correlation with entrepreneurial cul-
ture at 0.044. Then, this study applied the barriers index as a measurement tool
to measure the barriers level of Social Cohesion and Inclusion. From the scatter
plot, the result showed that most fishermen have a medium entrepreneurial cul-
ture as well as low social cohesion and inclusion. This study proposed that the
level of social capital barriers especially Social Cohesion and Inclusion can be
enhanced by establishing cultural policies and programs at the community level,
focusing on social cohesion and inclusion, entrepreneurial culture, overcoming
barriers, and supporting fishermen.

Keywords: Barriers, Entrepreneurial Culture, Fishermen, Social Cohesion and
Inclusion.

1 Introduction
1.1  Background

Fishermen are among the most commonly associated groups with poverty
[91129][301[32][35][36]. Poverty among coastal fishermen has been widely studied by
many previous researchers. Coastal fishermen are the traditional fishermen who operate
within 5 nautical miles of the coast and use a fishing boat (engine) license A [21]. These
groups are synonymous with a lower standard of living and education. They have very
limited access to the facilities such as schools, health centres, and main roads. This have
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contributed to the ongoing poverty alleviation of these groups [18]. Most coastal fish-
ermen rely heavily on the sea as their main income.

According to the Fisheries Development Authority of Malaysia Report [22], only
27% of fishermen in all over Malaysia have a part time job with an average income of
RM 250 per month. This means that about 73% of the main source of income for the
fishermen come from the sea. This situation is further exacerbated by the increase in
cost of fishing inputs as well as cost of living due to rising daily commodity prices.
This is offset by the lack of ownership of livelihood assets such as human assets, phys-
ical assets, financial assets, natural assets and social assets among fisherman house-
holds. This situation would result in the fishermen community being trapped in a pov-
erty vicious circle leading to negative social externalities [18].

Many efforts have been conducted by the government including various grants for
fishermen such as providing seaport infrastructure, boats, ships, engines and the latest
technology fishing equipment, fuel subsidies, as well as the establishment of fisher-
men's associations at the branch, state and national levels. They are also encouraged to
involve in entrepreneurial activity. Many of them are incompetent to cultivate entrepre-
neurship and engage in business especially in the fishery sector. Being a fisherman does
not promise a good income if they depend only on the outdated skills and human en-
ergy. It will continue to be faced by fishermen due to the scarcity of capital and ad-
vanced fishing equipment as they are still living in poverty. The benefits of being a
fisherman are ambiguous because of the difficulties to enter the entrepreneurship activ-
ities, which would extend the fisherman's advantage from the sea to the production
activity of seafood-based products.

Entrepreneurial culture is very important in fishery activity as it is the pattern of
behavior of an individual or group of people who deal with issues related to attitudes,
knowledge and skills of business importance. In this situation, entrepreneurial culture
is very important for themselves, family, relatives and the entire fishermen community.
The elements of entrepreneurship such as hard work, patience and responsibility should
be educated from childhood. The application of entrepreneurship values should be ap-
plied to fishermen. These values can benefit them and at the same time move them from
the trap of "dependency" to more self-reliance. Thus, social capital can be strengthened
by the values of cooperation, social cohesion, accountability and competition. Social
capital is a concept that emphasizes the importance of positive values that build a soci-
ety. These values create and provide an environment that will shape, cultivate and cre-
ate the identity of members in the community so that they are united, responsible, self-
empowered, self-confident, informative, cooperative, trustworthy and able to build mu-
tual networks among community members. The importance of building society has
been emphasized by scholars such as Putnam [26], Coleman [4] and Fukuyama [11]. It
is very important to explore the studies on community development in entrepreneurial
culture since it is a beneficial asset to the society.

The values embodied in the concepts of social capital such as group and network
formation, trust and solidarity, collective and collective action, informal and public
communication, social cohesion and inclusion, as well as empowerment and political
action are excellent for society. A society with social capital values is an asset that can
build on the community's identity in an entrepreneurial culture. This culture can lift the
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socioeconomic status of fishermen to a higher level. Also, the barriers to fishermen
entering the field of entrepreneurship include the lack of cooperation between organi-
sations in developing fishermen. Thus, entrepreneurship orientation programs need to
be implemented with a focus on stimulating entrepreneurship and the growth of local-
owned companies [18].

Ibrahim and Chik discussed the relationship between Entrepreneurial Culture and
Social capital among fishermen in Kuala Perlis, Malaysia [19]. They found that the
mean score of social cohesion and inclusion was low at 2.4377 compared to other ele-
ments. In addition, its relationship with entrepreneurial culture was also very low at
0.044. Thus, it is apparent that social cohesion and inclusion is the most significant
barrier in shaping society among fishermen in Kuala Perlis. This element is very im-
portant as it focuses more on the resilience of social bonds and their dual potential to
include or exclude members of society. Unity and participation can be demonstrated
through community events such as social gatherings or through activities that enhance
unity, strengthen social cohesion, enhance communication, provide learning for coor-
dinated activities, promote civic thinking and altruistic behaviour, as well as develop a
collective sense of awareness [7].

The purpose of this paper is to analyse the relationship between one element of social
capital namely Social Cohesion and Inclusion as well as entrepreneurial culture and its
barriers among coastal fishermen in Kuala Perlis, Malaysia. This study is organized as
follows; Section 1 explains the introduction of this study. Section 2 reviews some em-
pirical studies. Section 3 explains the methodology. Meanwhile, Section 4 presents the
results and findings. Some concluding remarks and suggestion are made in the final
section as a conclusion in Section 5.

2 Literature Review

According to Yusoff, social capital is the bond of communication among humans,
encompassing information and norms that enhance individual functioning [37]. It is
often seen as an indicator of a community's skills. This is because a healthy community
has been found to be capable of carrying out the full function of social capital. Avis's
study found that social capital can serve as a tool that can regenerate the economy and
ability to compete as well as a channel for social cohesion and social engagement [2].
This assertion is supported by research by Sheng et al., which highlights the vital role
of social capital in fostering economic resilience and community engagement [31]. In-
dividuals with social capital can better realize their goals and people will invest in social
capital to achieve their goals [10].

Social capital also functions in crime reduction and poverty eradication, as well as
facilitating human achievement [37]. It is a very important aspect of addressing com-
munity issues such as economic issues involving poverty, economic recession and food
problems; social issues such as the problems of young adults, youth or youth and
wrongdoings; and political issues including turmoil and conflict [23][37]. This is be-
cause sharing, working together and an open attitude to the latest knowledge can be
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generated through the dimension of social capital. However, its invisible nature makes
it difficult for humans to identify social capital as a source [17].

The results from the study of Mohd Nasir showed that social capital affects the level
of income of individuals [24]. This is supported by a study conducted in Indonesia
where the aspects of capital, labor and fisheries have a significant and positive relation-
ship to fishermen's income [8]. Monirul Islam studied the level of income earned by the
fishermen and found that the fishing activities do not promise good income; however,
the community was unable to move to other sectors due to lack of capital and limited
skills [20]. Tri Joko Sri Haryono emphasized that the fishermen community should
maintain its survival by doing side work [15]. According to previous research, fisher-
men entrepreneurs are those who engage in business by managing, leading, diversifying
their income through fisheries or other business activities; they do not only rely on
fishing activities, but are also involved in processing marine produce.

In West Sumatra, Stanford et al. found that fishermen's wives were also involved in
various economic activities, particularly seafood-based production [33]. In addition, in
Mayungu and Vanga, Kenya, the frequent economic activities that are carried out es-
pecially by the wives and family members of the fishermen include the business of
establishing a grocery store [12].

In Bangladesh, barriers of fishermen were fishing equipment and lack of good skills
in using modern equipment due to low education levels [20]. The same situation oc-
curred in coastal fishermen in Vanuatu where the most fishermen still use traditional
fishing methods as well as low-powered fishing boats, thus hindering them from ob-
taining better catch [34]. This is because traditional methods make it difficult to move
further. Such difficulties are often a problem among coastal fishermen in having high
scale catch [5].

Sulaiman et al. found a positive effect between household income and social capital
at high and medium levels [34]. Meanwhile, Zaimah et al. suggested that the govern-
ment should revise the social and economic programs in terms of design and imple-
mentation besides emphasizing on increasing social capital to stimulate economic com-
petition among the poor and improve their economic status. Zala et al. studied the rela-
tionship of indigenous people with society and found that the relationships between
indigenous people and society were positively viewed as contributing to their economic
resources, thus achieving economic empowerment [38].

The challenges in achieving entrepreneurial development are diverse, complex and
often changing until the new generation, which require skills and mastery of technical
and entrepreneurial knowledge. Entrepreneurship culture should start at the primary,
secondary and higher levels of education. Entrepreneurship is in line with Islamic
teachings that encourage people to get involved in entrepreneurship. Chin analyzed the
psychological and cultural changes of Chinese entrepreneurs during structural changes
in the economic, political and social life of Malaysian society from the 1960s to the
1990s [3].

There are also studies on fishermen in Malaysia studying religious life among fish-
ermen communities in Selangor. The findings showed that the majority of fishermen
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carry out their duties as Muslims despite being at sea [14]. Religious life is also empha-
sized by fishermen in their families and communities. However, the surveyed fishing
community still use shaman services to get help despite being religious.

In the study of Zaimah et al. (2015), it was found that both coastal and deep-sea
fishermen have high well-being. Mohd Anwar Ibrahim (2007) conducted a study on the
perception of the coastal fishermen community in Kuala Dungun Terengganu on fish-
ing activities to increase their income and discovered that their fishing activity was still
low. Haider studied fishermen's perception of the deep-sea fishery in Mersing, Johor
and found that fishermen's perception towards deep-sea fishery career was encouraging
[13].

Sa’at et al. demonstrated a wide range of businesses conducted by the fishermen
community around their home. Some of their businesses include food, beverages, ma-
rine-based products and F class contractors [28]. They can enjoy a variety of living
needs, but their life is still uncomfortable. This was due to the lack of 'economic power',
which is one of the contributors to the coastal communities living in poverty.

Ibrahim & Anuar suggested that the Malaysia Co-operative Societies Commission
of Malaysia (SKM) could provide the infrastructure, facilities and leadership manage-
ment training to build the capabilities of the company [18]. These efforts need to focus
more on activities that leverage the advantages and uniqueness of their cultures such as
handicrafts, forest-based products, eco-tourism and family lodging. Youth in the fish-
ermen's settlement are also encouraged to participate in special programs to attract local
community involvement. Besides, government-linked companies (GLCs) also need to
work with local, regional and regional related authorities to develop capabilities and
provide business opportunities.

Besides, there were barriers to fishermen entering the field of entrepreneurship due
to the lack of cooperation between organizations in developing fishermen. Thus, entre-
preneurship orientation programs need to be implemented with a focus on stimulating
entrepreneurship and the growth of local-owned companies [18]. These programs are
important in creating employment opportunities and enhancing the value of the rural
economy while maintaining limited resources among the local community. In the long
run, the culture of entrepreneurship can be nurtured among the rural community.

On the networking side, social capital relations among the fishing community are
seen as strong with each other as they are often seen gathering together and discussing
issues related to their communities particularly on support, knowledge, guide, mentor-
ing and financial assistance [25]. This social capital entrepreneurship feature will em-
power the fishing community itself. Social capital networks are also important in which
the fishing community can expand its relationships for business purposes. For example,
before running their own fishing company, the fishermen can conduct transactions with
the outside communities including middlemen [25].

Society that has better access to social capital is more profitable due to lower crime
rates, better health, higher educational attainment and better economic growth [14].
Otherwise, social capital can also have a negative impact on economic and environ-
mental outcomes by widening the gap and lack of tolerance among societies [14][27].
The social capital index as a composite index consists of groups and networks, trust
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and solidarity, collective action and cooperation, information and communication, so-
cial cohesion and inclusion, as well as empowerment and political activities. Helliwell
& Wang showed that an increase in trust has a similar effect on life satisfaction with a
two-third increase in household income [16]. Positive relationships between well-being
and overall social cohesion have been also established [6]. Mc Leigh et al. examined
social cohesion in child abuse in poor South Carolina neighborhoods and found that
efforts to improve neighborhood social cohesion may be effective in reducing child
abuse rate due to mutual trust and shared expectations among neighbors [23].

3 Methodology

This study focuses on analyzing the social capital barriers to entrepreneurship cul-
ture among fishermen in Kuala Perlis, Malaysia, inspired by research conducted by
Ibrahim and Chik [19]. Their findings revealed that "Social Cohesion and Inclusion"
had the lowest mean score among six social capital elements, indicating that it poses
significant barriers to entrepreneurial culture. The study employs descriptive statistics
to establish regression analysis illustrated in a scatter plot. The entrepreneurial culture
was classified as Y variable (dependent) while Social Cohesion and Inclusion as X var-
iable (independent). The scatter plot was divided into nine quadrants. Every quadrant
has its own level as below:

Quadrant I Low, High

Quadrant I Medium, High
Quadrant IIT High, High
Quadrant IV Low, Medium
Quadrant V. Medium, Medium
Quadrant VI High, Medium
Quadrant VII Low, Low
Quadrant VIII Medium, Low
Quadrant IX High, Low

Instead of using descriptive analysis, this study also applies Microsoft Excel to cal-
culate the barriers index and develop a bar chart in section results and findings. In order
to measure the barriers index, this study applied the formula as below: The Barriers
Index (BI) formula derived from the respondents ’disagree feedback on the Likert scale.
The Likert scale is divided into five scales namely (1) strongly disagree, (2) disagree,
(3) uncertain, (4)agree, and (5) strongly agree. The Barriers Index (8) formula only
takes into account Likert scales of less than 3 and considered a disagree level of re-
spondents or number of respondents answering disagree (). Then () has been divided
into two parts namely the number of low-level respondents who answered disagree (Br),
and the number of high-level respondents answered disagree (Pu). This means that if
the answer of the respondent is 1 on the Likert scale, it is equal to P but if the answer
of the respondent is 2 on the Likert scale, it is equal to Pu. In this study, disagree are
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considered as the barriers to Social Cohesion and Inclusion. Therefore, the formula will
be derived as follows:

. Number of respondents answering disagree
Barriers Index (6) = S resp 92529 O, (N

Total of respondents ()

however, the method was used to calculate the Barriers Index (6):
Barriers Index (6) = —*+L Equation (1)
Where,

Bu—= The number of high-level respondents answered disagree

Br = The number of low-level respondents answered disagree
Tt = The number of respondents who answered disagree.

This formula is based on the source of https://dokumen.tips/documents/indeks-kesu-
karan-dan-indeks-diskriminasi.html. This study uses this formula because it is suitable
to measure index barriers in Social Cohesion and Inclusion and Entrepreneurial Culture
among fishermen. However, the barriers index has been modified from the original to
three levels as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Barriers Index

Barriers Index (BI) Item Interpretation
0-0.3 Low Barriers Level
03-0.6 Moderate Barriers Level
0.6-1.0 High Barriers Level

Reference: https://dokumen.tips/documents/indeks-kesukaran-dan-indeks-diskriminasi.html

The application of the barriers index can identify the level of barriers experienced
by coastal fishermen in Kuala Perlis in enhancing entrepreneurial culture.

4 Results and Findings

4.1 Mean Score for the Social Capital element for Fishermen in Kuala Perlis

The six elements of social capital are shown in Table 2. These elements were Groups
and Networks, Trust and Solidarity, Collective Action and Cooperation, Information
and Communication, Social Cohesion and Inclusion and Empowerment and Political
Action with their mean scores. The highest mean score was obtained by Collective Ac-
tion and Cooperation of 3.9725 while the lowest mean value was seen on Social Cohe-
sion and Inclusion at 2.4377 with low level.
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Table 2. Mean scores for the Social Capital elements and Entrepreneurial Culture

Social Capital Elements Mean Level

1 Groups and Networks 3.6053 Moderate
2 Trust and Solidarity 3.7917 Moderate
3 Collective Action and Cooperation 3.9725 Moderate
4 Information and Communication 3.4316 Moderate
5 Social Cohesion and Inclusion 2.4377 Low

6 Empowerment and Political Action 3.6253 Moderate
7 Entrepreneurial Culture 3.8243 Moderate

Source: Ibrahim & Chik (2019)

This study focused on the lowest mean value of Social Cohesion and Inclusion as a
barrier in fishing activity in Kuala Perlis, so that improvements can be made to the
social capital of fishermen in the study area.

4.2  Relationship between Social Cohesion and Inclusion and Entrepreneurial
Culture

The scatter plot shows the respondents’ feedback on Social Cohesion and Inclusion
survey as well as the relation between Social Cohesion and Inclusion, and Entrepre-
neurial Culture as shown in Figure 1. The scatter plot was divided into nine quadrants.
Every quadrant has its own level as below:

Quadrant I Low in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, High in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant 11 Medium in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, High Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant I1I High in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, High in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant IV Low in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Medium in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant V Medium Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Medium in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant VI High Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Medium in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant VII Low Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Low in Entrepreneurial Culture
Quadrant VIII Medium Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Low in Entrepreneurial Culture

Quadrant IX High in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, Low in Entrepreneurial Culture
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Fig. 1. Relationship between Social Cohesion and Inclusion and Entrepreneurial Culture

Most of respondents’ feedback laid on Quadrant IV. This confirmed that fishermen
have a low level of Social Cohesion and Inclusion, but a medium level of Entrepreneur-
ial Culture. It is better if the feedback lay on Quadrant III since it shows that the fish-
ermen have a good enough level in Social Cohesion and Inclusion, as well as Entrepre-
neurial Culture.

4.3  Average Barrier Index of Social Cohesion and Inclusion among Kuala

Perlis fishermen

Table 3 shows the average barrier index of Social Cohesion and Inclusion faced by
fishermen in Kuala Perlis. This barrier had caused the fishermen in Kuala Perlis to be
incompetent to increase their entrepreneurial culture. Overall, according to Table 4, the
average barrier was at a high level of 0.665.



Navigating The Barriers: Social Cohesion and Inclusion 233

Table 3. Average of Barriers Index of Social Cohesion and Inclusion among Kuala Perlis fisher-
men.

Item of Questionnaire Barriers Level
Index
Average of Barriers Index 0.665 High

In detailed, Figure 2 shows the barrier index for all items in Social Cohesion and Inclu-
sion compared to average barrier index of 0.665. Item 3, Item 4, Item 5, Item 6, Item 7,
Item 8, Item 10, Item 12, item 13 and item 14 have been seen more than the average
level. It shows that all these items have to be considered due to their high barrier index.
Comparing Item 9 and Item 15, it was shown that the medium barrier index from Item
1, Item 2 and Item 16 was considered as low barrier index. The details on Item 1 until
Item 16 can be found at Appendix 1.

1.2
Average
1 of
Barriers

Index
0.665

Barriers Index
= = =
e [« ca

=
b

Item 9 I
Item 15 I

Item 1 1
Item?2 W
Item 3
Item 4
Item 5
Item 6
Item 7
Item 8
Item 10
Item 11
Item 12
Item 13
Item 14
Item 16 1

Questionire Item

Figure 2: Barriers Index by Item.

44  Respondents’ Feedback on Social Cohesion and Inclusion element

Based on the survey conducted, Table 4 shows the results of the disagreement given by
the respondents from the highest to the lowest order. About 96.8% of respondents
showed their disagreement that the fishermen village had access to educational and
health facilities on Item (6) and Item (7). The respondents disagreed that race/ethnicity
and religious beliefs did not cause problems to the villagers by 91.2% and 90.5%. About
90.2% of respondents disagreed that they have easy access to transportation services in
their village. Meanwhile, between 70% and 82% of respondents disagreed that villagers
will meet or visit relatives of different religious, racial/ethnic, social as well as eco-
nomic status from Item (11), Item (12), Item (13) and Item (14), respectively. Further,
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80% of respondents disagreed that their village had easy access to water resources,

while 67% of them disagreed that political differences did not cause them problems.
About 58.9% of respondents answered they did not get enough justice.

Table 4. Result of Respondents’ Disagree on the Social Cohesion and Inclusion Survey

Disagree Percent-
Item of Questionnaire (No. Respondent) (&:)%3
6 S.{ou have an _easy access to educa- 276 96.8
tion/school services.
You have an easy access to health /clinics
7 services. 276 96.8
Racial and ethnic differences never give
5 you and the villagers any problems. 260 91.2
4 Rehglous differences never give you and 258 905
the villagers any problems.
10 You have an easy access to transportation 257 902
services.
Most of the people you meet or visit are
11 from different ethnic/racial groups. 234 82.1
Most of the people you meet or visit are
13 from different social status groups. 232 81.4
Most of the people you meet or visit are
12 . . 231 81.1
from different economic groups.
3 You.have an easy access to water resources 229 30.4
services.
14 Most Qf the people. you meet or visit are 216 758
from different religious groups.
Political differences never give you and the
3 0. 191 67
villagers any problems.
9 You have an easy access to justice. 168 58.9

Referring to Item (1) in Table 5, the relationship of the fishermen villagers to each
other was very close, which was not a burden to them as its barrier index was 0.021.
Similarly, Item (2) showed no significant difference among the villagers in terms of
wealth, income, social status, ethnic and religious background from the 0.035 index.
Meanwhile, Item (16) has a low barrier index of 0.011. This shows that villagers often
participate in various activities such as weddings, deaths and festivals according to their
race and ethnicity rather than by ethnicity.
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Table 5. Low Level of Social Cohesion and Inclusion Barriers Index among Kuala Perlis Fish-

ermen
Item of Questionnaire Barriers Level
Index

1 Your relationship with the villagers is not so 0021 Low
close.
There is no significant difference between you
and the villagers in terms of wealth, income, so-

2 cial status, ethnic background, religion, politics, 0.035 Low
age and gender.
You often participate in various activities such as

16 weddings, deaths, festivals based on your 0.011 Low

race/ethnicity.

Table 6 shows the results of the moderate barriers index from Item (9) where the
villagers do not have the right to justice of 0.589. Lack of recreation and recreation was
also seen as a hindrance to the villagers since the barrier index was at the 0.435 (Item
15).

Table 6. Moderate Level of Social Cohesion and Inclusion Barriers Index among Kuala Perlis
Fishermen.

Barriers In-

Item of Questionnaire dex Level
9 You have easy access to justice. Moderate
0.589
You often join a sport or recreate with other Moderate
15
people. 0.435

Table 7 shows a high index of barriers faced by fishermen. The highest barrier index
for fishermen to Social Cohesion and Inclusion was that they do not have easy access
to health services such as clinics and hospitals (Item 7) by 0.968. They also have barri-
ers to access educational services such as schools and tuition centers for children in
Item (6) as their villages are very far from main cities such as Arau and Kangar with a
barrier index of 0.968. Transportation services are very important in any area whether
urban or rural; thus, transportation services are also a barrier to the villagers (Item 10)
with a barrier index of 0.902. Racial and ethnic differences also posed a high barrier to
the villagers at 0.912 in Item (5). Religious and cultural differences were high with
0.905 index to the villagers in Item (4). Political differences were seen as a high barrier
to villagers as in Item (3) at 0.881. Meanwhile, water supply service was also observed
as a barrier to the villagers at 0.804. Following Item (13), most residents prefer visiting
or meeting relatives of the same social status at 0.814 while in Item (11), most residents
prefer visiting or meeting relatives of their own ethnic or ethnic group at 0.8221 and in
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Item (12), most residents prefer visiting or meeting relatives of the same economic sta-

tus at 0.811. Meanwhile in Item (14), most residents prefer visiting or meeting relatives
of the same religious and cultural beliefs at 0.758.

Table 7. High Level of Social Cohesion and Inclusion Barriers Index among Kuala Perlis Fish-

ermen.
Item of Questionnaire Barriers Level
Index
3 Political differences never give you and the villagers any Hich
problems. 0.881 '€
Religious differences never give you and the villagers High
4
any problems. 0.905
5 Racial and ethnic differences never give you and the vil- High
lagers any problems. 0912
6  You have an easy access to education/school services. 0.968 High
7  You have an easy access to health services/clinics. 0.968 High
8  You have an easy access to water resources service 0.804 High
10 You have an easy access to transportation. 0.902 High
Most of the people you meet or visit are from different High
11 . .
ethnic / racial groups. 0.821
12 Most of the people you meet or visit are from different High
economic groups. 0.811
Most of the people you meet or visit are from different High
13 .
social status groups. 0.814
14 Most of the people you meet or visit are from different High
religious groups. 0.758
Most of the people you meet or visit are from different High
11 . .
ethnic / racial groups. 0.821

5 Conclusions

This study had found high-level barriers among the villagers who lacked health and
education while the low-level barriers were found among villagers who did not have
the right to justice and those who often participate in various racial and ethnic activities,
respectively. This study concluded that social capital among the same race or ethnicity
is a barrier in shaping racial unity, especially in the elements of Social Cohesion and
Inclusion. This element is the barrier for fishermen to unite for the sake of promoting
entrepreneurship culture. One of the reasons for these barriers is that race or ethnicity
in Malaysia has been broken down by ethnicity during the colonial era through the
concept of Divide and Rule. The community isolation in Malaya by the respective lo-
calities of economic activity has resulted in the problem of racial unity. The second
problem was that the British were turning traditional economies into capitalist econo-
mies in the form of profit oriented.
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Fishermen among the Malays are the victims of the most significant colonial era.
Fishermen has been seen as a job that is synonymous with poverty, especially the Ma-
lays. The dignity of fishermen is often underestimated by stakeholders with the lack of
justice. Fishermen are not given the opportunity and space to develop themselves in
entrepreneurship activities, while some took advantage of their weaknesses. To be
noted, fisherman is a noble occupation since this job requires him to find sea products
to bring them ashore to meet the people’s needs. However, most fishermen in Malaysia
are left to survive depending on the capitalist system. This caused them to remain in
poverty while the other party remain and continue to earn a wealth from the fisherman's
yield. Regardless of the community, fishermen have to leave their families to live on
the open ocean in hopes of bringing home sustenance for the family and marine product
for the society.

The effects of colonialism can be improved by the fact that there is a consensus in
the same community that recognizes the serious effects of colonialism on entrepreneur-
ship. The government's efforts have been visible from the New Economic Policy, the
National Development Policy, Vision 2020 and TN50, but the culture of entrepreneur-
ship among Malay fishermen are still lagging. Social capital is a resource that can re-
vive the entrepreneurial culture that has been excluded from society. To create entre-
preneurial culture among fishermen, it is imperative that groups with common goals as
well as knowledge, belief, morals, law, customs and other skills to be built on the same
basis.

Suggestions that can be made from this study are that all parties especially the gov-
ernment and the public should be responsible for educating fishermen through educa-
tion as well as health so that they are no longer exploited by certain people without
compassion. Fishermen cannot be individually aware but they need to be made aware
in groups. If the entrepreneurial culture is encouraged and applied among fishermen,
they will be more exposed to the changing economic system of free market and their
population in the country will no longer be seen in the background of economic status
and social class. They need to be rebuilt from their background in education and then
look for strengths and work together to solve future problems. This study also suggested
that the level of barriers could be reduced by establishing cultural policies and programs
at the community level and to fishermen in particularly.
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