The Fishing Party information to Public Meeting on Sanctuary Zones and TFP Election Agenda

I am Robert Smith (or Bob) chairman and founder of The Fishing Party. A Political Party trying to attract the everyday Australian and the fishing community vote as a balance and bargaining tool, the same as what the GREENS offer a government. A big job I know but under the current climate not impossible. I will add further to this agenda at the end of my presentation.  

My first job here tonight is to offer support to the local fishing community and the ECOfishers group in the lock out agenda that has developed into a Labor/Greens marriage. In other words Marine Parks and Sanctuary zones that are being implemented for really NO SCIENCE OF SUBSTANCE or factual reason and which simply reek of political deals. Sanctuary Zones are the green emotional rhetoric as the only way to save the planet, in other words National Parks of our waterways. Sanctuary zones deny our heritage, recreation, food source and deny our sporting opportunities because of this green marriage. There are many things that I will environmentally stand up for, I promote environmental responsibility but on a sensible basis. 

My research into this Marine Park and lock-up agenda has taken a lot of reading and understanding. Dr’s Walter Starck, Bill Ballantine, Gladstone and Americans Robert Shipp and Hilborn and our own CSIRO and Professor Leon Zann have many research papers available to study. It will send you blind and probably divorced if you decide to go into all this available research. To me the jury is still out and I need to be convinced more clearly on the sanctuary idea as the way to go. The common denominator is that marine resources and the 2006 word of the year Biodiversity need to be fairly over-exploited and decimated to realize the effects Sanctuary Zones offer. Australia is in the top four biodiversity hotspots of the world. As far as I am aware there is NO RECREATIONAL SPECIE under any imminent threat of extinction or past the biomass sustainable stock quantity in Australia and especially NSW.

Because of dynamiting and the poisoning of reefs in underdeveloped nations, sanctuaries ARE needed there but it does not suit the extremist’s agenda to differentiate between Australia and those areas. 

The Marine Park Act has three objectives: -

(1) to conserve marine biological diversity and marine habitats by declaring and providing for the management of a comprehensive system of marine parks. 

(2) To maintain ecological processes in Marine Parks

(3) In being consistent with (1) and (2) :- The Act says,

(a) to provide for ecologically sustainable use of fish (including commercial and recreational fishing) and marine vegetation in marine parks.

(b) provide opportunities for public appreciation, understanding and enjoyment of marine parks

Lets just take a quick look at those objects and compare them to actually what has happened in the previous four declared Marine Parks that have gazetted restrictions. Sanctuary zones have been the priority - But the Marine Park Authority says categorically that it’s not about the fish and that the spillover affect is not relevant. Even the Minister for Fisheries has stated that Marine Parks are not for fishery management. A scientist like Dr Robert Shipp agrees in his research. So then what are the reason for Sanctuary zones IN AUSTRALIA. NOTHING ELSE BUT POLITICS. 

Where does the process and science of conserving biodiversity come in. My findings from the research by these top scientific studies point to sewage, chemical and land runoffs, destruction of fish nurseries, destruction of sea-grasses and kelp beds, siltation and erosion, blue green algae and diseases and viruses. The entire NSW coastline and most estuary and river/inlets have had these as headlines, especially sewage resulting in swimming closures. Sanctuary Zones don’t stop fish kills, which get reported somewhere each week, with some being extremely vast and large. Prof Leon Zann has publicly stated that as much as 50% of our coastal stocks may have been decimated by this environmental damage. I ask you “Does this attract the extremists headline attention” Of course not, yet the extremists continue to promote fishing or the over-fishing process as top priority, which must be stopped by sanctuaries. We have QX, Perkinsus, Red-Spot, Endocrine problems, and no fresh sea-water interchanges occurring in some systems. Water piracy and shallowing systems and coral poisoning promote this downturn.  Where is the science to address these massive problems that will be still prominent when Sanctuary Zones are implemented. Also the research that I have read and studied actually promotes the disturbance of sea-grasses as beneficial to bio-diversity (like mowing your lawn). The beginning of the food chain with micro-organisms at the very food-chain bottom begins with the breakdown of sea-grasses and kelp, which has only been disturbed (not killed off or entirely poisoned) and is either washed ashore on beaches or rock shelves or into tidal pools and estuaries. The nature of tides, wind, storms and waves as well as temperature creates this ONGOING process. Nature soon restores it all and the process is continued and we witness it all the time. We as the fishing community are only a small part and parcel of this disturbance so what’s the problem. If the creation of Marine Parks and Sanctuary Zones is because of ‘Our Disturbance is NOT conserving biodiversity’ then why is there not a major effort by bureaucracy to combat those OTHER PERMANENT bio-diversity destroyers as a priority.

The target areas for 20% Sanctuaries are the best fishing spots. WHY. For two hundred odd years these BEST fishing spots (supposedly flogged, abused and over-fished have proven to be stable. I would say that those credentials are enough to continue fishing there wouldn’t you. The extremists, the bureaucracy, the anti-fishing agendas and “us” the users, need to address the poor fishing areas (that’s the 80% they leave us), which obviously must mean poor bio-diversity by the MPA and Ministers explanations and expectations. This is the area that we don’t use so who stuffed the biodiversity. I ask you “Would that be the case or should we pursue that case to be the alternate fix to having sanctuary zones”

The sustainable use of fish doesn’t have to be governed by the Marine Park Act. As researched by Dr Robert Shipp from the Alabama University Marine Science department unless the stock is excessively over-fished or there is larvae spillover enhancement resulting from Sanctuary No Take Zones then Fisheries Management under The Fisheries Management Act of size and bag limits will deliver a better result. (I have a Copy of Shipps report here if anybody would like to have a read or it’s on The Fishing Party website.

Further the creation of Marine Parks is promoted to stop Mining and Exploration. It says so in the Act. BUT!!!! Research shows there is $1 Trillion worth of Oil and Gas present in those coastal zones. The Act also states all it takes is an ACT OF PARLIAMENT to access it. A majority Senate with a majority House of Reps would and could gazette it. Examples of this can be seen with the Port Phillip Bay dredging fiasco. Marine Parks and sanctuary zones and now they are going to destroy the biodiversity by dredging and blasting shipping channel from the RIP to the Yarra River.

 > Creating no-take zones is a funny way to provide public appreciation or enjoyment for the fishing community. If businesses suffer a downturn from sanctuary zones there is not much enjoyment either and no signs of any compensation. I have been informed that tackle, bait and general stores have suffered a 40-60% downturn over these preceding holidays in Byron Bay. A lot of it can be attributed to the no-fishing zones and local green council controlled regulations, fees and charges. Creating Marine Park boundaries surely is an empire building legal exercise to guarantee the Government bargaining control of collecting more fees and taxes. Australia has a mere 20 mil people with 20% of those having an interest in fishing including a large freshwater patronage, either once or regularly in a given year, contributing $3 billion to the economy. Some do go every day or weekly but the majority are small users such as annual holidays etc. NSW collects approx 28% of the resulting GST equating to approx $84 million per year. And you all know about the Fishing License as an extra tax, but I won’t start on that long argument unless somebody asks the question. Reports have NSW anglers extracting 13 million finfish annually. The extremists make this sound enormous, and gasp, moan and promote it as over fishing. With 1 million anglers supposedly taking these fish the single average is approx 1.1 fish per month per angler. As we know, this is laughable as a statistic but the extremists use it to justify sanctuary zones along with the GNS debate. The NSW Coast line is as big as many countries have with 200 million people, with many of those depending on the seas and oceans for survival. Even the USA has a reported 50 million people accessing their marine resource with half Australia’s coastline area. (Incidentally Dr Robert Shipps research was carried out using those sizable numbers in the US). Research here has one mature Black spawning Bream producing 300,000 to 3 million fertilized eggs into estuary sea-grass habitats. Imagine 1,000 black bream doing that and imagine having 1,000 species of fish doing the same thing. Extracting the 13 million finfish by recreational fishing methods really doesn’t call for many sanctuaries does it. With a comparison amount from commercial fishing our stocks aren’t really that bad off.

So, there are many reasons to oppose Sanctuary zones. I guess the real question is are they for Science or are they for Politics. We think the latter, which leads to what are we, or you, going to do about it. If you haven’t heard about The Fishing Party then maybe I can enlighten you. 

The party thinks that unless there is a threat to the green marriage by some other political vote collecting structure to match by opposing the extreme green agenda of anti-fishing, then governments don’t care what you want. Letters, Lobby groups, protests and blockades certainly get media attention and create political interest, BUT unless those activities advantage political agendas they fail or usually a few promises here and there have those activists silenced. I would again harp on the introduction of Fishing Licenses as an issue that suited political agendas and was pushed. I might also add that TFP has argued and still does about this and in doing so upset a few people even though we have displayed an alternate financial commitment to the resource plan. I say now that those results of being hoodwinked by that government suited legislation didn’t stop your favorite fishing spots from being no-go sanctuary zones and it really is just starting. Ongoing reviews will see increased no-go zones if there is not an effort to stop it happening now. They have been caught out with back flips on Lake Macquarie having an Aquatic Reserve listed for that Fishing Haven in the Hawkesbury Shelf Assessment. Notice quite clearly that no MP’s with vast sanctuary zones have been created in a Labor held Electorate. The MP declaration at Port Stephens now has that Labor electorate raging. The general theory there is that the Labor sitting member is on the nose and was doubtful to be re-elected, so the Labor Party is seeking the support of the greens in a desperate attempt to starve off defeat. Unless there are a lot of greens there we believe that will backfire and Labor will lose (with TFP help of course) I have members of the community there who have been shown by Fisheries where the closed areas will be and that was back in November before public submissions and consultation was started. The deal has been done is the community belief as is here. The new $80,000 boat and staff were organized many months ago. It has arrived before even the end of the submissions date if that tells you something.

It’s all about votes, votes and votes. That IS the only thing that interests governments. Being elected or re-elected is what counts. 

So you are now asking “What the bloody hell is The Fishing Party doing about it”. Firstly we are going to target Coastal held Labor seats in the 2007 State Election. We have 6 candidates so far > Tweed, Port Stephens, Wallsend, Kiama, Sydney(Port Jackson) and Swansea. Others we are seeking candidates for are Maitland, Newcastle, Lake Macquarie, Charlestown, Wyong, The Entrance, Terrigal, Keira, Wollongong, and Monaro. And any other Labor seats if we can get candidates. In saying that we are targeting Labor seats the Opposition need not think we are helping them just yet. They will have to earn our support and meetings have been arranged to sort that out.

Sorry to ramble on but votes is what it is all about. The Fishing Party intends to follow through and there are no threats, this is for real.

Thank you for listening and I am available for any further information regarding TFP and the coming Elections and strategies.

Robert Smith

TFP Chairman

Supporting ECOfishers

