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NEWS

 

Recreational Fishing to be taken out of Primary Industries Portfolio.

 

The Fishing Party (NSW) today announces a different direction in the party campaign to represent the fishing community in Australian Politics.

 

Members at the recent party NSW AGM held on the 23rd October 2005 in Newcastle decided and voted for a mandate to develop strategies that will see Recreational Fishing separated from Primary Industries portfolios. To have the same Minister and Department controlling Commercial Fisheries and Recreational Fisheries causes conflict in budget expenditure, resource allocation and decision-making and access.

 

Recreational Fishing is an outstanding popular sport as well as a recreation/tourism attraction and as a keenly sought food source where families can spend time together outdoors. Dedicated anglers access the resource to test their skills and knowledge just like any sportsperson in their chosen fields. The Fishing Party will seek public input of ideas and any research to have Recreational Fishing included in the Sport and Recreation/Tourism Portfolios of Federal and State Government where proper funding and access can be secured through legislation, instead of this ad-hoc extra taxing and lockout regimes of State Governments. The party will be holding a Federal AGM in the first half of 2006 where this change of direction and ideas will be discussed with the other States and Organisation representatives in attendance.

 

Robert Smith, the party Chairman said that ongoing research has shown quite clearly that the powers to be here in NSW have copied some of the agendas of both the USA and the United Kingdom who far outshine our fisheries political agenda and political representation, but avoid and decoy the funding, access and responsibility part. The USA has many Acts of Congress and Senate Bills that support and recognize recreational fishing separate from commercial fishing that make our politicians look less than uninterested.  

US Presidents publicly support recreational fishing and fishing Appropriation Bills get their backing before Congress. Our leaders wouldn’t know a bream from a flathead and Bob Carr publicly stated that he despised fishing. Australia needs some fishing politicians.  Australia has the luxury of twice the length of coastline that the mainland USA has with their population of 285 million and 13 million saltwater fishers. We have a total of less than 5 million anglers for both Freshwater and Salt where agendas are afoot to lock up 20% and more. WHY??? 

 

 

 

The 1950 Dingell-Johnson Act updated, reauthorized and amended many times recognizes that our recreational fishing generates much economical benefit for Governments so warrants funding:

 

FEDERAL AID IN SPORT FISH RESTORATION ACT (DINGELL-JOHNSON ACT) 
16 U.S.C. §§ 777-777l, August 9, 1950, as amended 1956, 1959, 1960, 1970, 1976, 1980, 1984, 1986, 1988, 1990 and 1992. 

Overview. This Act, commonly called the Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration Act, authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to provide financial assistance for state fish restoration and management plans and projects. 

Selected Definitions. Coastal state:  Alabama, Alaska, California, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mississippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia, Washington, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. Fish restoration and management projects:  projects designed for the restoration and management of all species of fish which have material value in connection with sport or recreation in the marine and/or fresh waters of the U.S., including research into fish management and culture; the necessity and effects of fishing regulation; plans for restocking food and game fishes; and the acquisition, restoration, rehabilitation and improvement of land and water for fish hatching, feeding, resting or breeding. §§ 777 and 777a. 

Federal-State Relationships. The Act directs the Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) to cooperate with state fish and game departments in fish restoration and management projects. No money apportioned under the Act to a state can be expended until its legislature assents to the provisions of the Act and passes laws for the conservation of fish, including a prohibition against the diversion of fishing license fees for purposes other than administration of the state fish and game department. According to the Wallop-Breaux amendments passed in 1984, coastal states must allocate amounts apportioned to them under the Act between marine and freshwater fish projects in the same proportion as the estimated number of resident marine and freshwater anglers. § 777. 

Sport Fish Restoration Account. The provisions of this Act are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration Account, which is part of the Aquatic Resources Trust Fund created by the Wallop-Breaux amendments in 1984 and described in 26 U.S.C. § 9504. As explained in 26 U.S.C. §§ 9504 and 4161, the Account consists of sales tax on sport fishing equipment (including fishing rods, reels, lines, hooks; artificial lures, baits and flies; and fishing supplies and accessories), electric outboard motors and sonar fish-finding devices, and import duties on fishing tackle and yachts and pleasure craft. Congress authorized the amounts received by the Sport Fish Restoration Account to be appropriated for carrying out the Act. § 777b. 

Apportionment of Funds Among States. The Secretary must distribute 18 percent of each annual appropriation in the manner provided in the 1990 Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act. Of the remaining balance, the Act requires that $10,000,000 for fiscal year 1993, $15,000,000 for each fiscal year 1994 and 1995, and $20,000,000 for each fiscal year 1996 and 1997 be used as follows: one-half must be transferred to the Secretary of Transportation for state recreational boating safety programs; one-half must be available for two years for obligation under the Clean Vessel Act of 1992 for project grants made by the Secretary (see the Editor's Note below). Amounts unobligated after two years must be transferred to the Secretary of Transportation for state recreational boating safety programs. In fiscal year 1998, $20,000,000 must be transferred to the Secretary of Transportation for these programs. The Secretary may use six percent of the remaining appropriated funds for administering the Act. 

After these distributions the funds must be apportioned among the states as follows: 40 percent in the ratio which the area of each state, including coastal and Great Lakes waters, bears to the total area of all the states; 60 percent in the ratio which the number of persons holding paid licenses to fish for sport or recreation in the state bears to the number of license holders in all the states. Sums unexpended or unobligated at the end of the succeeding fiscal year may be spent by the Secretary for the Fish and Wildlife Service's research program on fish of material value for sport or recreation. § 777c. 

Fish Restoration Plans and Projects. To receive funding under the Act, states must submit to the Secretary either a five-year comprehensive fish and wildlife resource management plan that perpetuates these resources for the economic, scientific and recreational enrichment of the people or proposed fish restoration and management projects. The Secretary may finance out of a state's apportioned funds up to 75 percent of the cost of implementing plans or projects, and 75 percent of the initial costs of land acquisition and construction. Any construction work and labor must be performed under the direct supervision of the state fish and game department, subject to inspection and approval of the Secretary and in accordance with the Act's regulations. 

States are required to maintain fish restoration and management projects established under the Act. Title to real or personal property or improvements acquired by a state with funds paid under the Act belongs to the state. States may use contributions of funds, real property and services in lieu of payment of the state share of the project costs. §§ 777e, 777f and 777l. 

Use of Apportioned Funds. The Act requires states to allocate 12-1/2 percent of their apportioned funds for the payment of up to 75 percent of the costs of acquiring, developing, renovating or improving facilities for public access to U.S. waters for recreational boating purposes. States within a Fish and Wildlife Service Administrative Region may allocate more or less in a fiscal year, provided that the total regional allocation averages 12-1/2 percent over a five-year period. Additionally, states may use 10 percent of apportioned funds to pay up to 75 percent of the costs of an aquatic resource education and outreach program to increase public understanding of the nation's water resources and associated aquatic life forms. Apportioned funds also may be used to pay up to 75 percent of the costs of constructing, renovating, operating or maintaining pumpout stations and waste reception facilities. § 777g. 

Payments of Funds to and Cooperation with U.S. Territories. The Secretary is authorized to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture of Puerto Rico, the Mayor of the District of Columbia, and the Governors of Guam, American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands in the conduct of fish restoration and management projects. The Act also authorizes the Secretary to apportion out of each year's apportioned funds up to one percent for Puerto Rico, and one-third of one percent each for the District of Columbia, Guam, 

American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands. Cooperating agencies are not required to pay more than 25 percent of the cost of a project. § 777k. 

New England Fishery Resources. The Act contains the text of the New England Fishery Resources Restoration Act of 1990, 16 U.S.C. § 777e-1, which is summarized separately in this Handbook. 

Editor's Note. The Clean Vessel Act of 1992, 33 U.S.C. § 1322 note, authorizes funds to states for the construction, renovation, operation and maintenance of pumpout stations and waste reception facilities, to reduce the sewage discharged by recreational vessels. The Act requires coastal states to survey the number and location of pumpout stations and waste reception facilities within their coastal zone, along with the number of recreational vessels with on-board toilets, and develop a plan to construct or renovate stations and facilities to meet the needs of these vessels. The Secretary of the Interior may make grants for up to 75 percent of costs, using the funds designated under the Federal Aid in Sport Fish Restoration Act, to:   coastal states for conducting the survey, developing the plan, constructing and renovating pumpout stations and waste reception facilities, and educating recreational boaters about waste discharge; inland states with a demonstrated need for educating recreational boaters and constructing and renovating pumpout stations and waste reception facilities. 

Further

 US Presidents recognize the importance of angling so back most fishing Appropriation Bills to Congress and the Senate. Funding and support is no problem so why is the Australian and State governments lacking here.

 

 The National Oceanic and Atmosphere Administration  (NOAA) administer the US saltwater fishery. There is the Lacey Act controlling illegally taken fish, then there is the Magnuson-Stevens Fishing Conservation and Management Act but best of all Republican Jim Saxton has introduced a beauty “The Freedom To Fish Act” which incorporates the following:

 

30. H.R.2890 : To protect the public's ability to fish for sport, and for other purposes.
Sponsor: Rep Saxton, Jim [NJ-3] (introduced 7/24/2003)      Cosponsors (19) 
Committees: House Resources 
Latest Major Action: 7/27/2003 House committee/subcommittee actions. Status: Executive Comment Requested from Commerce.

 

HR 2890 IH 

108th CONGRESS

1st Session

H. R. 2890

To protect the public's ability to fish for sport, and for other purposes. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

July 24, 2003

Mr. SAXTON introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on Resources 



A BILL

To protect the public's ability to fish for sport, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the `Freedom to Fish Act'.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Recreational fishing is traditionally one of the most popular outdoor sports with more than 50,000,000 participants of all ages, in all regions of the country.

(2) Recreational fishing makes a substantial contribution to the local, State, and national economies. According to the most recent economic figures, recreational fishing infuses $116,000,000,000 annually into the national economy. Nationally, over 1,200,000 jobs are related to recreational fishing; this represents approximately 1 percent of the nation's entire civilian work force. For those communities and small businesses that rely on seasonal tourism, the expenditures of recreational anglers result in substantial benefits to the local economies.

(3) Recreational anglers have long demonstrated a conservation ethic through their support of reasonable fisheries management laws and regulations including minimum size requirements, possession limits, and seasonal closures, as well as through their voluntary practice of catch-and-release fishing when appropriate.

(4) In addition to payment of Federal excise taxes on fishing equipment, motorboats, and fuel, as well as license fees, recreational anglers contribute over $500,000,000 annually to State fisheries conservation management programs and projects.

(5) It is a long standing policy of the Federal Government to allow public access to public lands and waters for recreational purposes consistent with sound conservation. This policy is reflected in the National Forest Management Act of 1976, the National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966, the Wilderness Act, the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and the National Parks and Recreation Act of 1978.

(6) In most instances, recreational fishery resources can be maintained through a variety of management measures including minimum size requirements, possession limits, and seasonal closures, without restricting public access to places to fish.

(7) Comprehensive standards must be established to demonstrate to the public that recreational fishing can be managed effectively without unnecessarily closing marine waters and to direct the implementation, use, and monitoring of marine protected areas.

SEC. 3. POLICY.

Consistent with sound marine conservation, it is the policy of the Congress in this Act--

(1) to create standards to direct the implementation, use, and monitoring of marine protected areas;

(2) to ensure that all Federal regulations promote open access for recreational fishing to the maximum extent practicable;

(3) to ensure that recreational anglers will be actively involved in any regulatory procedures that contemplate restrictions on their access to places to fish; and

(4) to ensure that whenever access to fishing places is restricted, the restricted areas are as small as scientifically necessary to provide for the conservation of the fishery resource.

SEC. 4. MAGNUSON-STEVENS FISHERY CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Section 303(a) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1853(a)) is amended--

(1) by striking `and' after the semicolon in paragraph (13);

(2) by striking `fishery.' in paragraph (14) and inserting `fishery; and;'; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

`(15) not establish areas closed to recreational fishing unless--

`(A) there is a clear indication that recreational fishermen are the cause of a specific conservation problem and that less severe conservation measures, including minimum size requirements, possession limits, seasonal closures, or gear restrictions, will not adequately provide for conservation and management of the affected stocks of fish as determined by the appropriate Regional Fishery Management Council;

`(B) the closed area regulation includes specific measurable criteria to determine the conservation benefit of the closed area on the affected stocks of fish and provides a timetable for periodic review of the continued need for the closed area at least once every 3 years;

`(C) the closed area is no larger than that which is supported by the best available scientific information; and

`(D) provisions are made to reopen the closed area to recreational fishing whenever the basis of the closure no longer exists.'.

END
 

 

 

 

 

 

S 2244 IS 

108th CONGRESS

2d Session

S. 2244

To protect the public's ability to fish for sport, and for other purposes. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

March 26, 2004

Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and Mr. BREAUX) introduced the following bill; which was read twice and referred to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 



A BILL

To protect the public's ability to fish for sport, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This bill may be cited as the `Freedom to Fish Act'.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Recreational fishing is traditionally the most popular outdoor sport with more than 50,000,000 participants of all ages, in all regions of the country.

(2) Recreational anglers makes a substantial contribution to local, State, and national economies and infuse $116,000,000,000 annually into the national economy.

(3) In the United States, more than 1,200,000 jobs are related to recreational fishing, a number that is approximately 1 percent of the entire civilian workforce in the United States. In communities that rely on seasonal tourism, the expenditures of recreational anglers result in substantial benefits to the local economies and small businesses in those communities.

(4) Recreational anglers have long demonstrated a conservation ethic. In addition to payment of Federal excise taxes on fishing equipment, motorboats and fuel, as well as license fees, recreational anglers contribute more than $500,000,000 annually to State fisheries conservation management programs and projects.

(5) It is a long standing policy of the Federal Government to allow public access to public lands and waters for recreational purposes in a manner that is consistent with principals of sound conservation. This policy is reflected in the National Forest Management Act of 1976, the Wilderness Act, the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and the National Parks and Recreation Act of 1978.

(6) In most instances, recreational fishery resources can be maintained without restricting public access to fishing areas through a variety of management measures including take limits, minimum size requirements, catch and release requirements, gear adaptations, and closed seasons.

(7) A clear policy is required to demonstrate to recreational anglers that recreational fishing can be managed without unnecessarily prohibiting such fishing.

(8) A comprehensive policy on the implementation, use, and monitoring of marine protected areas is required to maintain the optimum balance between recreational fishing and sustaining recreational fishery resources.

SEC. 3. POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States to promote sound conservation of fishery resources by ensuring that--

(1) Federal regulations promote access to fishing areas by recreational anglers to the maximum extent practicable;

(2) recreational anglers are actively involved in the formulation of any regulatory procedure that contemplates imposing restrictions on access to a fishing area; and

(3) limitations on access to fishing areas by recreational anglers are not imposed unless such limitations are scientifically necessary to provide for the conservation of a fishery resource.

SEC. 4. MAGNUSON-STEVENS FISHERY CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT ACT AMENDMENTS.

(a) LIMITATION ON CLOSURES- Section 303(a) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1853(a)) is amended by adding at the end the following:

`(15) not establish geographic areas where recreational fishing is prohibited unless--

`(A) clear indication exists that recreational fishing in such area is the cause of a specific conservation problem in the fishery;

`(B) no alternative conservation measures related to recreational fishing, such as gear restrictions, quotas, or closed seasons will adequately provide for conservation and management of the fishery;

`(C) the management plan--

`(i) provides for specific measurable criteria to assess whether the prohibition provides conservation benefits to the fishery; and 

`(ii) requires a periodic review to assess the continued need for the prohibition not less than once every 3 years;

`(D) the best available scientific information supports the need to close the area to recreational fishing; and

`(E) the prohibition is terminated as soon as the condition in subparagraph (A) that was the basis of the prohibition no longer exists.'.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS- Such section is further amended--

(1) in paragraph (13), by striking `and' after the semicolon; and

(2) in paragraph (14), by striking `fishery.' and inserting `fishery; and'.

SEC. 5. NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARIES ACT AMENDMENT.

Section 304(a)(5) of the National Marine Sanctuaries Act (16 U.S.C. 1434(a)(5)) is amended to read as follows:

`(5) FISHING REGULATIONS-

`(A) IN GENERAL- The Secretary shall provide the appropriate Regional Fishery Management Council with the opportunity to prepare, and to revise from time to time, draft regulations for fishing within the exclusive economic zone as the Council may deem necessary to implement the proposed designation.

`(B) RELATIONSHIP TO MAGNUSON- Draft regulations prepared by the Council under subparagraph (A) shall be made in accordance with the standards and procedures of the Magnuson Act.

`(C) REGULATION WITHIN A STATE- Such regulations may regulate a fishery within the boundaries of a State (other than the State's internal waters) if--

`(i) the Governor of the State approves such regulation; or

`(ii) the Secretary determines, after notice and an opportunity for a hearing in accordance with section 554 of title 5, United States Code, that the State has taken any action, or omitted to take any action, the results of which will substantially and adversely affect the fulfillment of the purposes and policies of this Act and the goals and objectives of the proposed designation.

`(D) NOTIFICATION AND HEARING- If the Secretary makes a determination under subparagraph (C)(ii) to regulate a fishery within the boundaries of such State (other than State's internal waters)--

`(i) the Secretary shall promptly notify the State and the appropriate Council of such determination;

`(ii) the State may request that a hearing be held pursuant to section 554 of title 5, United States Code; and

`(iii) the Secretary shall conduct a hearing requested under clause (ii) prior to taking any action to regulate a fishery within the boundaries of such State (other than the State's internal waters) under subparagraph (C)(ii).

`(E) TERMINATION OF REGULATION WITHIN A STATE- If the Secretary, pursuant to a determination under subparagraph (C)(ii), assumes responsibility for the regulation of any fishery, the State involved may at any time thereafter apply to the Secretary for reinstatement of its authority over such fishery. If the Secretary finds that the reasons for which the Secretary assumed such regulation no longer prevail, the Secretary shall promptly terminate such regulation.'.

END

Some information not generally distributed but a table of interesting facts from the US Sporting Goods Manufacturing Association shows the following:

Participation in recreational fishing
	Type of Fishing
	1987
	1990
	1993
	1998
	2000
	2002
	2003
	2004
	Change last year
	Change last 6 years
	Change last 17 years

	Fly                      
	11,359
	8,039
	6,598
	7,269
	6,581
	6,034
	6,033
	4,623
	-23.40%
	-36.40%
	-59.30%

	Freshwater-Other
	50,500
	53,207
	50,198
	45,807
	44,050
	42,605
	43,819
	39,433
	-10.00%
	-13.90%
	-21.90%

	Saltwater
	19,646
	19,087
	18,490
	15,671
	14,710
	14,874
	15,221
	13,453
	-11.60%
	-14.20%
	-31.50%


 
The decline in saltwater recreational angling of over 31% that the Sporting Goods Manufacturers Association measured in the last seventeen years is pretty dramatic. (And note that, counter to the NMFS press release cited above, the SGMA data show a decline in participation of 17% from 1993 to 2003.)
When this decline is considered relative to the total U.S. population it becomes even more so. In 1987 approximately one in twelve, or 8.1%, of us fished in salt water. In 2004 that participation had fallen to less than one in twenty, or 4.7% (based on a population of 242 million in 1987 and 285 million in 2004). This is a decline in the popularity of saltwater angling, as measured by the percentage of the total population that participates, of almost 60%.
And this isn’t a phenomena that is restricted to the United States. Recreational fishing in Queensland, Australia declined from 24.6% to 20.6% from 2001 to 2004. According to Queensland’s Commissioner of Primary Industries and Fisheries, Henry Palaszczuk, “the decrease in fishing participation in Queensland reflects trends in other countries that show fewer people are fishing recreationally” (Survey shows fewer fishers but smarter fishing, http://www.mysunshinecoast.com.au/local_community_news_display.php?id=1370 

 

The Bills and documents refer to Recreational Fishing Licenses (RFL) but just as here in Australia there is resistance and committees against this extra taxing. Saltwater fisheries are controlled by the National Oceanic Atmosphere Administration (fisheries division) and Atlantic States north of Virginia and Hawaii are Saltwater license free.

The Fishing Party has always argued against the way anglers are forced to purchase one here in NSW because of the unfairness of the system and argues not that anglers should contribute to the management of the resource but an all benefactor system of paying is more fairer. I.E from fishing related GST where everybody who benefits from an enhanced fishery contributes to its management, and the more you use or benefit from the resource the bigger your contribution is. This way everybody wins because when the governments collect more of your tax because you use an enhanced fishery more then the percentage returned to further enhancement increases also. This principal should be encouraged even in tertiary education whereby having education and training relatively free to get more people onto a higher income future then the investor (government) will ultimately recoup outlays many times over for long periods through collecting more amounts of tax, whether income or GST. 

 

The British look after their recreational anglers but again target the users with a ‘Rod Tax”. Saltwater anglers are not taxed with a license but Freshwater anglers over the age of 12 yrs need to have a rod license. Unfortunately the greed is evident in the UK as well because 25% of the rod licenses are for ‘Juniors’.  The UK Marine Saltwater Angler comes under the Department of Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA)

Well most of the UK political party’s have developed recreational angling policies looking to attract that vote (5.8 Million anglers were determined over a two yr period) av 2.9 mil annually and it seems that the Labour Party leads the way with their Angling Charter. Notice the attention they give to water quality and fishing as a sport. Here is a shorter extract of that charter led by Minister Ben Bradshaw and Martin Salter:

Shortened extract 

 

From the UK Labour Party Angling Charter

 

Ben Bradshaw MP . Minister for Nature Conservation and Fisheries 
 

 

In my time as a Minister for Nature Conservation and Fisheries I have been impressed 

with the passion and commitment that anglers have showed towards the environment. 
 

Working  with  our  angling  spokesman  Martin  Salter,  my  ministerial  colleagues  in 

government  and  backbench  Labour  MPs,  I  am  determined  to  do  all  I  can  to  support 

angling and to see our fisheries improve. 

 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

 

Extracts from the charter

 

Labour  was  the  first  political  party  to  formally  recognise  the  unique  contribution  that 

angling  makes  to  the  .sporting  economic  and  social  life  of  our  country.  with  the 

publication of our Angler.s Charter in 1996.
 

We have appointed the first ever Parliamentary Spokesman for Angling and Shooting 

 

The nature of freshwater angling has changed considerably in recent years with 

a greater emphasis on carp fishing and commercial still water day-ticket fisheries.  
The membership of many angling clubs has fallen, particularly those who offer mainly river or 

canal  fishing
 

Both freshwater and sea-angling make a significant contribution to the economy, tourism 

and  employment.    Freshwater  angling  alone  is  worth  around  £3.5  billion  a  year  and 

directly employs 20,000 people. The 200 largest commercial fisheries have a combined 

annual  turnover of £30 million with another thousand plus smaller fisheries generating 

valuable  income  for  farmers,  tackle  and  bait  shops  and  local  guesthouses,  pubs  and 

hotels.  Angling tourism is vital to many regions of the country.  In Wales it is central to a 

£10 million investment package supported by the European Union.  Similar projects are 

planned in Cornwall and in other regions.  

A recent study of the sea fishing industry in England and Wales showed that recreational 

angling is worth £538 million a year (nearly as much as the commercial fleet at £600m).  

Further studies by the Prime Minister.s Strategy Unit (P.M.S.U.) indicated that Britain.s 

1.1 million sea anglers contribute £1.3 billion to the economy every year.  This prompted 

the government to state:- 
Angling  in  Britain  is responsible  for  over  30,000  jobs with many  more  benefiting  from  the  angling  related .revenues..    It also generates nearly £5  billion annually  for  the  economy and makes  a major  contribution  to tourism  in  the UK.  There are huge social benefits to be derived from  angling.    Any  healthy,  outdoor  pursuit  has  its  advantages  in  relieving stress and helping people relax and unwind. 

Angling is a sport, which can claim to be truly classless and meritocratic

 

 

 

3. ANGLING AND THE LAW  

Angling is a well-regulated, lawful and responsible pastime, which delivers huge benefits 

to society as a whole.    It  enjoys according to recent E.A. surveys, the support of over 

75%  of  the  UK  population  with  only  5%  considering  angling  to  be  an  unacceptable 

activity. However, it is important that anglers and angling receive proper legal protection 

from those who seek to disrupt or destroy their sport.  

The greatest threat to angling is from the destruction of the aquatic environment through 

loss of habitat, pollution or excessive abstraction or water.  However, there does exist a 

tiny minority of animal rights extremists who have on occasions sought to disrupt angling 

events  and  competitions.    Their  threat  to  angling  has  been  grossly  overstated  by  the 

supporters  of  hunting  in  particular,  who  clearly  wish  to  enlist  the  help  of  anglers  in 

seeking to overturn the ban on hunting passed by Parliament last year.  
 

Labour  will take  whatever legal steps are necessary  to  protect  angling  and  

anglers from those extremists who seek to disrupt the sport or intimidate people 

from going fishing.  
Labour  has  taken  action  through  the  Serious  Organised Crime  and  Police  Bill  to give 

protection  to  .companies,  universities  and  other  organisations  against  the  activities  of 

animal rights extremists..  Two new offences punishable by a period of up to 5 years in 

prison have been created.  

Labour has through the Crime and Disorder Act introduced Anti-Social Behaviour Orders 

which  can  be  used  against  known  individuals  who  engage  in  disruptive  behaviors.  

Whilst  ASBOs have  not  been  used  as  yet against  anti-angling  protestors  the  existing 

legislation has been designed to have a broad and flexible application.  

Labour has introduced the Countryside and Rights of Way (CROW) in such a way so as 

to ensure that there is a little or no impact on angling.  The Act gives a right of access, in 

defined  circumstances  to  walk  over mountain,  moor  land  or heath.    Voluntary access 

agreements  have  been  negotiated  with  landowners  following  a  national  mapping 

exercise.    Activities  such  as  cycling,  fishing,  and  horse  riding,  camping  or  driving  a 

vehicle are not permitted under the terms of the CROW Act.  Private or club fisheries are 

therefore  not  at  risk  from  unauthorised  fishing  nor  is  permitted  angling  likely  to  be 

disrupted by the operation of the CROW Act.  

Labour has taken action to exempt .commercial fishing and angling. from the provisions 

of the Animal Welfare Bill.  Farmed and ornamental fish have not been excluded.  The 

government has always maintained that the Bill was not intended to interfere with fishing 

in any way but  following  representations  from angling  organisations,  supported  by  the 

Environment,  Food  and  Rural  Affairs  Select  Committee,  the  specific  exemption  was 

introduced to avoid any doubt or misinterpretation.  
 

5. ANGLING GOVERNANCE 

We believe that as Britain.s biggest participatory sport angling should have a far greater 

influence that has been the case in the past.  There have been problems with the largely 

artificial  distinctions  between  coarse,  sea  and  game  angling  and  the  absence  of  a 

strong,  unified  body  to  speak  for  angling  as  a  whole. 

 

 

7. PARTICIPATION STRATEGIES  

Labour is committed to encouraging more people to take up angling and to experience 

the social recreational and environmental benefits that the sport has to offer.  We have 

gone  far  beyond  our  pledge  .not  to  place  restrictions  on  the  sports  of  fishing  and 

shooting..    In 2003 the government  issues statutory guidance clarifying the role of the 

Environment Agency in respect of angling:-  
 

 

9. ISSUES FOR ANGLING  

Angling and Fisheries Management 

Although  closely  linked,  these  are  two  separate  issues  that  require  equal  attention by 

government.    The  term  fisheries  covers  the  management,  improvement  and 

conservation of rivers, canals and still-waters - the resource, overseen by DEFRA and 

the EA- whilst angling is a sport which relies upon that resource for  its existence, and 

requires  promotion  and  development  in  conjunction  with  the  Department  of  Culture, 

Media and Sport.    Labour  in government has promoted joint working between the two 

departments on angling issues and will continue to do so. 
 

 

Water 

Labour  is  committed  to  protecting  the  aquatic  environment  from  water  abstraction, 

inadequately treated sewerage, point and diffuse pollution and urban run-off.   

Water quality has improved considerably in recent years. Between 1990 and 2003, the 

number of rivers of good biological quality increased from 60% to 69% and the number 

assessed as being  of good chemical  quality  increased  from 43%  to 62%, mainly as  a 

result  of  water  industry  investment  to  achieve DEFRA.s environmental objectives and 

controls  on  point  sources  of  pollution.  In  recent  years  we have  also had  the  cleanest 

bathing water on record . since 1997 compliance with the main Bathing Water Directive 

standard has increased by 10% to around 98%. But there is still more to be done if our 

rivers,  estuaries,  canals  and  still-waters  are  to  achieve  their  full  environmental  and 

ecological potential, and contribute to an improved living environment. 
 

The  main  mechanism  for  improving  water  quality  for  the  future  is  the  EU  Water 

Framework Directive. Agreed in 2000, this sets demanding new ecological and chemical 

standards for rivers, estuaries, coastal waters, canals and still-waters and groundwater 
across  the EU.
 

Planning Authorities  should make water  supply  and  sewerage  treatment  a  high 

priority within future building programmes, with a presumption against planning 

permission  if  increased  water  or  sewerage  treatment  provision  is  considered  a serious danger to the aquatic environment.    
 

 

Diffuse Pollution  

Diffuse pollution, 70% of which emanates from agriculture, is acknowledged as the most 

serious source of freshwater contamination.  Run-off brings silt into fragile ecosystems, 

introducing  nitrates  and  phosphates  to  the  water  and  cutting  off  oxygen  supplies  to 

incubating  eggs  and  smothering  juvenile  habitat.    However,  the  less-visual  effects  of 

agricultural  chemicals  are also a major  concern  for  catchment managers.    Pesticides, 

especially  sheep  dips,  such  as  those  containing  cypermethrin,  are  known  to  kill 

invertebrates  and  destroy  food  chains,  and  there  is  now  evidence  that  both 

organophosphate and synthetic pyrethroid dips have a direct impact on fish populations. 
Labour  is  fully  committed  to  the  implementation  of  the  EU  Water  Framework 

Directive.  We recognise that it will be necessary to ensure appropriate funding of 

management  on  an  individual  catchment  basis  within  the  River  Basin  Plans demanded  by WFD.    Catchment  management  will  enable  the  targeting  of  local problem areas, and also provide the most efficient use of resources in delivering our obligations.     
 

 

Exploitation and Drift Netting 

DEFRA  recently  entered  into  a partnership with wild fish interests to buy out 52 of the 

remaining 68 nets involved in the North East Coast Drift Net Fishery.  This substantially 

reduced the amount of commercial exploitation of salmon and sea trout off the English and 

Welsh coasts, leaving predominantly estuarial netting as the major commercial interest. 

However,  the  drift  net  fishery  off  the  Irish  Republic.s  coast  remains  an  interceptor  of 

salmon  returning  to  rivers  in  England  and  Wales,  as well  as  several  other  European 

countries.  Many of these rivers are classified as Special Areas of Conservation within 

NATURA 2000 sites under the European Habitats Directive.  

We  will  encourage  the  Irish  Government  to  act  in  a  similar  way  to  DEFRA,  by facilitating a partnership with private fishery interests to bring about a voluntary 

cessation of drift net fishing off the coast of the Irish Republic, with compensation 

paid  to  licensees.    This  would  be  seen  as  persuading  the  Irish  Government  to abide by its responsibilities under both the North Atlantic Salmon Conservation 

Organisation (NASCO) and the European Union. 

 

 

Waterside Access 

Waterside Access  needs  to  be maintained and enhanced for the leisure and recreational 

opportunities and benefits it provides all citizens including anglers.  Loss of waterside access 

on beaches, canals, rivers and lakes is a growing concern.  Previously open waterside areas 

are now closed as a result of urban and rural land use changes and development. 
Local authorities  should  take  into  account existing  public  areas and mark  those  areas 

appropriately.  In new development plans, or changes to existing developments, a path 

to  the  waterside  needs  to  be  provided  from  the  nearest  road.  New  developments,  or 

changes  to  existing  developments  should  require  additional  designated waterside 

access areas.   

These  public  access  points  should  be  signed  and  marked  on  development  plans.  

To  ensure  residents  adjacent  to  these  areas  do  not  encroach  upon  them,  the  access 

points  need  to be  marked  with  a  signpost  and  the  public  space  boundaries  fenced.  

Signs  and  fencing must be  installed  before  development  proceeds  to  ensure  that 

purchasers  are  aware  of  the  access  points  and  those adjacent  to  public waterside 

areas are  prevented  from  blocking  access.  The  creation  of  waterside  buffer  strips 

wherever  possible  would  be  of  considerable  benefit  in  terms  of  both  access  and 

reducing damage from erosion and crop-spraying. 

We must ensure people retain the rights to use historical public waterside areas, 

as well as provide for public waterside areas in other areas.   

 

British Waterways  

British Waterways have a statutory duty to provide angling under the Transport Act 1968 

and  a  duty  to  fisheries  under  the  general  environmental  provisions  of  the  British 

Waterways Act 1995.   
 

Labour will  encourage BW to work with  national angling bodies to prepare and 

deliver a fisheries and angling strategy and commit the resources necessary for 

its  implementation.    This  should  include  a  partnership  with  the  EA,  Local 

Authorities, Angling Clubs and other stakeholders to develop angling facilities on 

canals, particularly in urban areas. 

 

Labour  in  government  has  demonstrated  its  commitment  to  the  waterside 

environment,  to  cleaner  rivers  and  streams  and  to  taking  effective  action  to 

promote angling and protect our fisheries and fish stocks.  This new Charter 

for Angling is the most comprehensive document ever produced by a political 

party on angling and we are pledged to do all we can to help angling grow and 

prosper in Britain.  
 

 

 

For a full 25 page Labour version go to > http://www.martinsalter.com/pdf/charter.pdf
 

For a full set of research papers so far they can be seen at The Fishing Party website> www.thefishingparty.info under Recreational Fishing Research heading .
 

As you can see recreational fishing has a better political support structure in the US and the UK. Fishing is supported as a sport as well as a recreation and a food source. Governments here do really not take the economic value to Tourism into account. Australia does not necessarily need to follow either the US or the UK strategies but could develop it’s own unique recreational fishing support structure with funding and access. The last Federal Election saw for the first time $15 million directed at recreational fishing (some say TFP could be favored for that) so there is plenty more if the pressure could be applied.

 

The Fishing Party needs your support and particularly your membership, any advice or research you have and particularly your time around election days. TFP would set up a research committee if need be. A membership base of 20,000 anglers would certainly make Governments sit up and listen. Imagine a couple of angler representatives in Parliament arguing your case under the same circumstances as a Barnaby Joyce, or maybe a couple of Elected House of Representative members!!!!!.

 

For further information contact:

Robert Smith

Chairman TFP

11 Watts Close 

Singleton, NSW, 2330

0265560338,     0408434591,     sinali@bigpond.com,        www.thefishingparty.info  

