Here are 6 questions (8 including double-barrelled ones) that the Angler's Action Group posed to Labor, Liberal, Australian Democrats, The Greens, Christian Democrats, and the Nationals in NSW.  Interestingly, only the Greens and the Libs/Nats bothered to reply, as did one independent in Hawkesbury electorate.

I would like the Fishing Party and the Shooters party to post up your responses as a guide for voters:

1.  What is your vision for recreational fishing in NSW?

TFP

  Firstly, NSW recreational fishing must be based on sustainability and presently our evidence suggests that most rec target species are under no threat, are sustainable and in fact in some cases are more prevalent than recent times. It would be fair to say that Freshwater and Saltwater remain separate management issues with differing circumstances.

  TFP promotes a fair, sensible and equitable share/access of the resource for rec fishing, whether that be for food, sport or just an avenue for family outings or sanity. TFP recognises that angling in public waters is the common law right of every person and is not owned by any individual and as such governments should have no legal or moral control to impose license restrictions on the general population to take wild stock unless for a commercial purpose.

TFP recognises and promotes that sustainable fishing is not just about taking the fish but the marine management needs to be a 'Whole of Government' agenda over and above the present direction of making anglers the scapegoat of so-called biodiversity precautionary principal protection.  

2.  If elected, what one thing will your party do during its first term to improve recreational fishing for future generations?

TFP

If by chance TFP gets an elected representative (s) in the Upper House then we have promised the first action is to create a stakeholder group/committee/advisers to determine an agenda for TFP to pursue in the parliamentary system. Legislation/regulations/bills/current topics along with future benefits of a well managed fishery and its supporting entities are planned to be a regular topic in Macquarie Street if we are there. TFP will continually campaign to get funding allocated from your already paid taxes put back into the resource management and quash the greedy RFL system if that occurs.

TFP would push to disband the Marine Park Authority and utilise/improve existing legislation and regulations (after all that is what they were created for), in doing this we wouldn't mind creating in its place a Coastal Lakes and Estuary Commission (with our representatives as part) given all the power and funding to enforce such legislation and regulations.(Whole of Government)

TFP wants to get away from the existing control that governments arrogantly have of Ministerial appointed so-called advisers blatantly passed off as community representatives or peak bodies. 

3.  What do you believe is the best structure to represent the interests of the recreational fishers in NSW?  Do you believe recreational fishing licence fees should be used to fund the interests of recreational fishers?

TFP

   No recreation license should be required at all if a sensible amount of funding is returned. There is no reason that advisory representative authority (chosen/elected/nominated by stakeholders), cannot be implemented in having a say in the management process or allocation of funds under any government. After all, the better the resource is managed, improved or made more attractive the more economic gain for the NSW government, but under the present system of angler financing improvements the government keeps collecting a better bank balance with no moral responsibility. A government who commits freely for this to happen will win TFP support.

   TFP also refuses to accept that a government Ministerial appointed advisory committee is recognized as a “Peak Representative Stakeholder Group”. TFP will recognize the need to have publicly advertised stakeholder interaction, promoting science based transparent decision making. Under the present system it is secret society stuff and as has been described by me (Bob Smith) as “jobs for the boys”.
   As can be seen with the latest allegations of fudging figures with the grey nurse shark fiasco to achieve the hidden goal, it can also be finger pointed at the license expenditure under the guise of authentic recreational fishing true expenditure instead of showing how much governments really reap in on-costs. Some argue that that is nonsense but have a look back at expenses headings and see if you can get an actual audit rather than pie charts or misleading sub-headings. It would be nice to compare the expenditure against departmental budget cuts/redundancies since anglers were hoodwinked with the RFL.
4.  How would you reduce the apparent conflict between the interests of commercial and recreational fishers in NSW?  How would you reduce the apparent conflict between the interests of Commonwealth commercial fishers (eg bait gathering) and recreational fishers in NSW?

TFP

TFP recognizes the importance of commercial fishing and will not be part of any plan to deny the NSW public access to Australian seafood caught by any sustainable means in conjunction with an equitable access of recreational fishing. The marine resource is not owned by rec fishers and TFP will not campaign in that way. Commercial fisher numbers have been reduced by enormous amounts in the last 10 years but to some rec fishers it wouldn’t matter how many remained because of the conflict and no compromise would be good enough. That is greedy and unnecessary. TFP has identified a problem which exists within the RFL acceptance by those seeing the demise of commercial fishers. That problem being that rec fishers had the license forced upon them by stealth and backdoor deals from “arselickers” resulting in a good reduction in commercial fishers with fists full of rec dollars but now we have a situation where 1,000 commercial fishers catch 2,000 tonne of seafood instead of 2,000 commercial fishers catching the same 2,000 tonne. Where is the green dividend from that and the government is laughing because they didn’t have to do it. Our plan was to have the GOVERNMENT offer ALL the commercial fishers a chance to get out and then place appropriate TAC’s on who remained. To our way of thinking that and maybe some financial incentives in offering closed periods might have reduced conflict between the recs and the commercial guys.
5.  How would you improve the use of recreational license fees so they would offer greater benefit to recreational fishers in NSW?

TFP

TFP opposes the RFL because we want a more fairer funding system (TFP does want to see all who benefit from a well managed resource pay their proportional usage or benefactor contribution and that can only come from the $84 mil plus rec GST in consolidated revenue, just as how the compliance revenue goes into after you have paid for its collection).  So we would work for the disbandment of the RFL “AFTER” the appropriate funding was secured from already paid rec-fishing associated taxes. (equivalent % of GST we would be looking for). In any case TFP would pursue a more transparent audit of exactly who received the rec funds and we would make the Department budget more public transparent. TFP opposition to any RFL is not based on amount of fees, as it is immaterial of being $2.00 or $200.00 but rather the unequal user or benefits discrimination. Another fraudulent RFL forced expense is the payment of commercial license compensation and the payment of INTEREST on money borrowed from Treasury which needs investigating or exposed.
6.  What is the single biggest environmental issue facing NSW that your party feels it could directly influence and what will you do about it?
TFP

TFP has continually campaigned on water quality and quantity and we have always seen this as the biggest threat to the marine resource. We continually call for the whole of government approach to manage the marine resource. It is totally inappropriate to ban recreational, commercial or indigenous fishing in the guise to protect biodiversity when major fish kills, disease and viruses, siltation, erosion, blue green toxic algae, excessive nutrients, SEWAGE and toxic runoff are destroying the resource with little action or priority attention being given. I am yet to see any sort of concerned attempt to address the problems for the future. That is why TFP wants a Coastal Lakes and Estuary Commission developed.  TFP has visited many degraded waterways along our coast and spoken to oyster farmers, rec and commercial fishers in obtaining the waterway status, with some of past fishery fame being disgraceful and unfishable. We have offered solutions to remove the sand build-ups to get better intertidal water interchange but fell on deaf ears because we have no power from being out of the political system.

The other problem is that fishing remains at the bottom of government priorities and TFP if elected will endeavor to change that.

This information is supplied by Bob Smith and all of it can be verified as previous statements from our website > www.thefishingparty.info and from many arguments I have had on most Australian Fishing chat sites with mostly unidentified post (ers)  

