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25 May 2015 
 

Grahame Turk 
Chairman 
Small Pelagic Fishery Industry Association 
Locked Bag 247 Bank St 
Pyrmont NSW 2009 
 

Dear Grahame 

Discussions between the Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation (ARFF) and the Small 
Pelagic Fishery Industry Association (SPFIA) 

Thank you for your letter of 22 May 2015 (attached), outlining the SPFIA response to the ARFF 
proposal to minimise the effects of fishing the small pelagic fishery on Australia’s recreational 
fishers and the communities that support them.  
 
Following discussions with our members and supporters, ARFF is of the view that your response is 
unacceptable.  
 
Disappointingly, it reflects little appreciation of the concerns recreational fishers have about the 
effect of the Geelong Star on the small pelagic fishery, recreational fishers or the communities that 
support them and does nothing to address these concerns. 
 
The areas offered in your response, where the Geelong Star will not fish in the next 6 months, is 
less than 1 percent of the total SPF area and less than 10 percent of the areas of concern outlined 
in the ARFF proposal. The areas identified in your response also exclude many iconic recreational 
fishing areas in NSW, Victoria, Tasmania, South Australia and Western Australia. It is hard to 
assess your offer as a ‘sign of good faith’ when the vessel can still fish over 3 million square 
kilolmetres of the fishery and the large majority of our iconic recreational fishing grounds.  
 
In addition, your response makes no mention of the need for a comprehensive research program 
focusing on the impacts of industrial scale fishing on the SPF, recreational fishers and the 
communities that support them. This is an essential element of our wish to undertake discussions 
with the SPFIA and has been the focus of a number of conversations between ARFF and SPFIA. 
We are disappointed that this has not warranted a mention in your response.  
 
ARFF notes the principles for an agreement outlined in your response. Apart from not considering 
them appropriate at this stage of discussions, we would ask you to retract these principles 
immediately as they have legal inference against ARFF and could result in legal recourse. We do 
not think that is your intention.  
 
After full consideration of the SPFIA response, ARFF is of the view that discussions between the 
two organisations can only continue toward an agreement if SPFIA agree to the following terms: 
 

• The Geelong Star will not fish any areas of concern, as outlined in the ARFF proposal, for 
a period of 9 months without prior agreement from ARFF – noting that the areas of concern 
are less than 10 percent of the 3 million square kilometres of the SPF.  

 
• SPFIA will support the development of a comprehensive research program focusing on the 

information gaps outlined in the ARFF proposal. 
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• Any agreement developed between SPFIA and ARFF would be endorsed by AFMA and the 
Federal Government and any spatial management protocols agreed upon would be 
incorporated into a tripartite agreement between ARFF, SPFIA and AFMA. 

 
• SPFIA agree to an independent facilitator to assist further discussions toward an 

agreement between ARFF and SPFIA. 
 

• ARFF and SPFIA representatives meet within a week of SPFIA receiving this letter to 
progress discussions toward an agreement. We wish a meeting time table to be developed 
with an objective of having an agreement in place by 15 June 2015. 

 
Noting that your agreement to these terms are required for the discussions to continue, we seek 
your response to these terms by COB (5.00 AEST), Tuesday 26 May 2015. If we do not receive a 
response from you by the specified time we will assume discussions between ARFF and SPFIA on 
industrial fishing of the small pelagic fishery are terminated.  
 
I have included the responses of ARFF members to your letter of 22 May 2015 for your 
information. 
 
 
We look forward to your response.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Allan Hansard 
Managing Director 
	  







 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

Mr Allan Hansard  
Managing Director  
Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation  
P.O Box 118  
Deakin West ACT 2600 
 
Email: Allan.Hansard@afta.net.au 
 
 
Dear Mr Hansard 
 
Re: SPFIA response to ARFF proposal – VRFish position 
 
I am writing regarding the response from the Small Pelagic Fishery Industry Association (SPFIA) on 
22 May 2015 to ARFF’s proposal to minimise impact of the small pelagic fishery on Australia’s 
recreational fishers. 
 
In providing our response, we have consulted the Game Fishing Association of Victoria and non-
club based recreational fishing interests. We have also consulted a number of charter fishers 
currently operating out of South-west Victoria. 
 
VRFish is disappointed by the response from the SPFIA. We are left with no option but to firmly 
reject their offer on the basis that it falls well short of our expectations to minimise the impacts of 
the SPF on our iconic recreational fisheries.  For example, current high priority areas for Victoria 
include Apollo Bay, Warrnambool, Port Fairy and Portland.   It is most disappointing that none of 
these ports have been recognised by the SPFIA response.  
 
The recreational fishery for southern bluefin tuna in Portland alone has been conservatively 
valued at $10 million annually.   
 
Additionally, in the offer there is no mention of the proposal for research into the impacts of 
industrial fishing on recreational fishers and the communities that support them.   VRFish agrees 
future research is a vital element of the proposal put forward by ARFF. The proposed principles for 
future engagement are also concerning, especially the unwillingness to have any spatial 
management agreement legislated by the Australian Fisheries Management Authority. 
 
Once again, thank you for your hard work on this important issue.  We look forward to continuing 
to work closely with ARFF members on this matter in future.  
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
 
Dallas D’Silva 
General Manager 
Victorian Recreational Fishing Peak Body 
25 May 2015 
 



24/05/2015
Allan Hansard
Managing Director
Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation
P.O Box 118
Deakin West
ACT 2600

Dear Allan,

Response to May 22 SPFIA offer.

I am writing to you regarding the offer put forward by the Small Pelagic Fishery
Industry Association (SPFIA) on Friday May 22, 2015, in response to ARFF’s April
15 document “A proposal to minimise the effects of fishing the small pelagic
fishery on Australia’s recreational fishers and the communities that support them”.

RecFish SA cannot accept the offer put forward by the SPFIA as it does not
reasonably address the concerns expressed by South Australian recreational
fishers. RecFish SA are disappointed that it does not appear as though the SPFIA
have given due consideration to the “area(s) of concern” put forward by the ARFF
with regard to South Australia or for that matter, other states.

While it is noted that the SPFIA have offered to “stay out” a zone extending 50nm
from Coffin Bay, for a period of 6 months, there is no mention of any protection to
prevent possible localised depletion around the iconic Southern Bluefin Tuna
fishery at Port MacDonnell. Similarly, recreational areas of concern around Robe
and Kangaroo Island also appear to have been completely ignored.

Additionally, in the offer there is no mention of the proposal for research into the
impacts of industrial fishing on recreational fishers and the communities that
support them. RecFish SA consider such research as being an important part of
the proposal put forward by ARFF.

Finally, RecFish SA know nothing of “threats of violence or harm” and find the
suggestion that ARFF (and its members) have any knowledge or influence over
such matters to be entirely misplaced and inappropriate.

RecFish SA urge ARFF to reject the SPFIA offer.

Sincerely,

Secretary
David Ciaravolo

RecFish SA
6 Mary street

Hindmarsh
SA, 5007

office@recfishsa.com.au
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Allan Hansard 
Managing Director 
Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation 
P.O Box 118 
Deakin West  
ACT 2600 
Email: allan.hansard@AFTA.net.au 

24th May 20015 

Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation – Small Pelagic Fisheries Association SPFIA 
Geelong Star – SPF spatial management discussions 

Dear Allan, 

The Recreational Fishing Alliance of NSW in its capacity as the NSW Recreational Fishing 
representational body fully rejects the Small Pelagic Fisheries Associations response dated 22nd May 
2015, to the Australian Recreational Fishing Foundations ARFF proposal dated 22nd April 2015 being 
“a proposal to minimise the effects of fishing the small pelagic fishery on Australia’s recreational 
fishers and the communities that support them”. 

The Alliance would also like to note its extreme disappointment and concern relating to several 
counter conditions included in the SPFIA’s response, and questions the level of respect and 
trustworthiness of the organisation towards the professional approach that ARFF members have 
adopted in all their internal and external discussions on the subject. 

RFA does note the SPFIA offered to respect a small portion of the iconic recreational fishing areas 
ARFF have spoken about and listed within its proposal, however the non acceptance to recognise all 
of New South Wales iconic offshore fishing areas, and to consider the significance based around 
targeting aggregations of spawning small pelagic fish along the southern NSW coast, aand those 
across Bass Strait and around Tasmania is unacceptable.  

We also make note that the SPFIA has offered other states some minor concessions, once again 
these have not included all their iconic recreational areas for those state based ARFF members. 

The Alliance understands the importance of Fisheries Research to better understand and benefit all 
stakeholders. ARFF should be seen to continue its actions and seek the SPFIA’s support to gather as 
much relevant scientific small pelagic fish, fisheries and environmental data as possible to improve 
how the Fishery is assessed and stock assessment are completed in the future. 

So for the reasons and concerns provided above, the Recreational Fishing Alliance of NSW reiterates 
its rejection of the Small Pelagic Fisheries Associations response. 

In closing the Alliance would like to thank the ARFF team that has being dealing with the SPF 
negotiations, and look forward to the ongoing battle to better understand and manage industrial scale 
fishing of this nature in such Australian Fisheries. 

Kind regards 

 
 
Stan Konstantaras 
Chairman 
Recreational Fishing Alliance of NSW 
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Allan Hansard 
Managing Director 
Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation 
P.O Box 118 
Deakin West 2600 
 
24th May 2015 
 

Dear Allan 

The TARFish Committee have reviewed the SPFIA counter proposal dated 22nd May 
2015 in relation to the fishing activities of the Geelong Star in the small pelagic 
fishery and advise that it is rejected outright. 

The rejection is based on the TARFish Committee’s belief that the SPFIA has not 
taken the ARFF proposal substance seriously with its counter proposal nor does it 
accept implicitly the potential impacts of the Geelong Star and proffered meaningful 
mitigation measures to protect recreational fishing activities around Tasmanian 
waters. 

The TARFish Committee do not believe the SPFIA have shown genuine good faith in 
the discussions with ARFF and believe the SPFIA from the outset have seen the 
discussions as a delaying and stalling tactic to further their own interests and the 
interests of their members at the expense of the genuine concerns the recreational 
fishing community have long held in relation to industrial scale fishing operations in 
the small pelagic fishery.  

 

Regards 

 
 

Mark Nikolai 

Chief Executive Officer 
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Representing the interests of Recreational Fishing 

	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
23rd	  May	  2015	  
Allan	  Hansard	  
Australian	  Recreational	  Fishing	  Foundation	  
	  
	  
Sunfish	  Queensland	  Inc.	  rejects	  the	  response	  from	  the	  SPFIA	  on	  22nd	  May	  2015.	  We	  believe	  they	  have	  not	  
responded	  in	  good	  faith	  towards	  fair	  and	  reasonable	  negotiation.	  
	  
	  
Kind	  Regards	  
	  

	  
	  
Judy	  Lynne	  
Executive	  Officer	  
Sunfish	  Queensland	  Inc	  
07	  3882	  4518	  
0409	  056	  437	  

	  
	  

 PO BOX 3013 Warner QLD 4500      Phone (07)  3882 4518	  
 www.sunfishqld.com.au                  ABN   26 590 693 754 
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AMATEUR FISHERMEN’S ASSOCIATION OF THE NT INC. 

 

 

Representing recreational fishing in the NT and ensuring the quality of our sport 
PO Box 40694 Casuarina NT 0811 

Phone: 08 8945 6455 Fax: 08 8945 6055 Email: craig@afant.com.au 

www.afant.com.au 

Allan Hansard 
Managing Director 
Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation 
P.O Box 118 
Deakin West 
ACT 2600 
 
Dear Allan, 
  
RE: SPFIA letter 
 
The Amateur Fishermen’s Association of the NT (AFANT) fully rejects the offer put forward 
by the Small Pelagic Fishery Industry Association (SPFIA) on Friday May 22, 2015, in 
response to ARFF’s April15 document “A proposal to minimise the effects of fishing the small 
pelagic fishery on Australia’s recreational fishers and the communities that support them”. 
AFANT has numerous concerns relating to several conditions put forward in the SPFIA’s 
response, and believes these conditions disrespects the professional approach that ARFF 
has adopted in these negotiations. 
 
 AFANT believes the small proportion of the iconic recreational fishing grounds offered to be 
respected by the SPFIA is unacceptable and that SPFIA should recognise and respect all 
states iconic offshore fishing grounds and strongly consider the significance of targeting 
aggregations of spawning small pelagic fish in relation to these iconic recreational fisheries. 
 
AFANT understands that in the offer there is no mention of important research into the 
effects of industrial fishing on recreational fishing, the economic benefits these fishermen 
provide and the communities that will be most affected. AFANT considers this research to be 
vital component of the proposal put forward by ARFF. 
 
AFANT also is deeply dismayed by the implications that its members or recreational 
fishermen would threaten "violence or harm” to the SPFIA. ARFF and the peak bodies it 
represents have always acted in a professional and courteous manner at all times and to 
suggest that our members would have any knowledge or influence over threats of violence is 
deeply disturbing. 
 
On behalf of the recreational fishermen of the Northern Territory AFANT urges ARFF to 
reject this offer.  
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Tristan Sloan 
Executive Officer  
 
May 25, 2015 
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23	  May	  2015 
	   
Allan	  Hansard 
Managing	  Director 
Australian	  Recreational	  Fishing	  Foundation 
Email:	  allan.hansard@afta.net.au 
	   
Dear	  Allan, 
	   
Re:	  Discussions	  between	  ARFF	  and	  SPFIA.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   
	   
The	  Board	  of	  ANSA	  has	  fully	  considered	  the	  counter	  proposal	  submitted	  by	  the	  SPFIA	  on	  22	  
May	  2015	  and	  is	  very	  disappointed	  by	  the	  seeming	  lack	  of	  genuine	  interest	  or	  intent	  by	  the	  
SPFIA	  to	  reach	  an	  accommodation	  with	  ARFF	  and	  its	  members	  in	  terms	  of	  where	  its	  member	  
vessels	  can	  fish	  to	  minimise	  impacts	  upon	  recreational	  fishing	  and	  fishery	  resources. 
	   
It	  is	  regrettable	  that	  after	  some	  2	  months	  of	  ongoing	  dialogue	  and	  expressions	  of	  supposed	  
good	  faith	  by	  both	  parties	  that	  this	  is	  the	  very	  best	  that	  SPFIA	  is	  prepared	  to	  offer.	  ANSA	  also	  
has	  serious	  reservations	  with	  the	  conditions	  which	  SPFIA	  would	  wish	  ARFF	  to	  enter	  into	  as	  a	  
precursor	  for	  any	  agreed	  proposal	  for	  co	  management	  of	  this	  fishery	  over	  the	  next	  12	  
months.	  ANSA	  also	  takes	  strong	  objection	  to	  the	  inference	  that	  ARFF	  or	  its	  members	  have	  in	  
any	  way	  engaged	  in	  threatening	  or	  violent	  behaviour	  and	  the	  requirement	  for	  ARFF	  and	  its	  
members	  to	  gag	  public	  comment	  on	  the	  commercial	  operations	  of	  the	  SPF. 
	   
As	  stated	  during	  this	  afternoon's	  phone	  conference,	  the	  ANSA	  Board	  rejects	  absolutely	  the	  
SPFIA	  counter	  proposal	  of	  22	  May	  and	  applicable	  terms	  and	  conditions	  and	  can	  see	  little	  
point	  in	  ARFF	  progressing	  further	  dialogue	  with	  the	  SPFIA	  unless	  it	  is	  prepared	  to	  give	  serious	  
and	  genuine	  consideration	  to	  the	  ARFF	  proposal	  presented	  on	  15	  April	  2015.	   
	   
Yours	  sincerely 

 
John Burgess 
Executive Officer/ Director 
ANSA – Australian National Sportfishing Association Ltd 



 

 
Mail: PO Box 3119, Loganholme QLD 4129 
Email: Enquiries @keepaustraliafishing.com.au 
Website: keepaustraliafishing.org 
Facebook:Facebook.com/keepaustraliafishing 

 
25	  May	  2015	  
Allan	  Hansard	  
Managing	  Director	  
Australian	  Recreational	  Fishing	  Foundation	  
PO	  Box	  118	  
Deakin	  ACT	  2600	  
	  
	  
Dear	  Allan	  
	  
Keep	  Australia	  Fishing	  has	  read	  the	  response	  from	  the	  Small	  Pelagic	  Fishing	  Industry	  
Association	  (SPFIA)	  received	  on	  22	  May	  2015.	  Keep	  Australia	  Fishing	  is	  disappointed	  
with	  this	  response	  as	  it	  shows	  little	  understanding	  by	  SPFIA	  of	  the	  concerns	  
recreational	  fishers	  have	  about	  industrial	  scale	  fishing	  of	  the	  small	  pelagic	  fishery	  and	  
why	  we	  wished	  to	  pursue	  discussions	  with	  them	  in	  the	  first	  place.	  	  
Unfortunately,	  in	  our	  opinion	  it	  also	  demonstrates	  only	  a	  token	  willingness	  by	  them	  to	  
continue	  discussions.	  
	  
Unless	  there	  is	  a	  substantial	  change	  in	  their	  stance	  on	  this	  issue,	  Keep	  Australia	  Fishing	  
suggests	  the	  discussions	  not	  continue.	  	  
	  

	  
	  
	  
Jim	  Harnwell	  
Managing	  Director	  	  
Keep	  Australia	  Fishing	  
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A proposal to minimise the effects of fishing the small pelagic 
fishery on Australia’s recreational fishers and the 
communities that support them 
 
The Australian Recreational Fishing Foundation (ARFF) is the peak national 
organisation that represents the interests of Australia’s recreational fishing 
community, through its members and supporters.  
 
Its members and supporters include:  
 
• All national bodies representing recreational fishers 
• The business community that supports them; and  
• Key state based recreational fishing organisations.  
 
Australia’s recreational fishers are the largest stakeholder user group affected 
by fisheries management activities that include commercial fishing activities in 
the Small Pelagic Fishery (SPF). 
 
ARFF has concerns about industrial scale fishing of the SPF. These concerns 
have been long standing and have been well articulated.  
 
We note and respect that the Small Pelagic Fisheries Industry Association 
(SPFIA) may not share or agree with the views of ARFF in relation to the SPF.  
 
The ARFF’s preferred position on commercial fishing of the SPF is for further 
research to be done on the fishery before any decisions are made about - if 
and how it is fished.  
 
However, if the SPF is to be fished, ARFF requires caution on how it is fished 
until more is known about:  
 
• The nature of the fishery, including size of stock, whether there are sub 

stocks and movement of stock;  
• The rationale for the departure from established practice for estimating 

stock sizes and the classification of some SPF species as Tier 2 in the 
absence of applicable and current science to estimate spawning bio 
masses; 

• The impacts of industrial scale fishing on recreational fishing and the 
broader community; 

• The triple bottom line relative value of industrial scale fishing for the 
Australian community; 

• The existence of sub/resident populations and the risks of localised 
depletion; and 

• How long it takes a school to recover from industrial scale fishing 
pressure.  

 
ARFF acknowledges that the Government has commissioned additional 
research to address these concerns. However, the fact remains that fishing of 
the SPF at the scale and in the way proposed remains untried in Australia and 
as a result many of ARFF’s concerns remain unanswered.  
 
ARFF’s concerns are detailed in Attachment A. 
 



ARFF acknowledges that the Government has provided the approvals for 
industrial scale fishing in the SPF consistent with approved SPF TAC levels 
for 2014/15, which lapse on 1 May 2015.  
 
The SPF is a vitally important fishery for Australia’s recreational fishers. We 
believe that unless carefully managed, what happens in the fishery can have 
impacts on Australia’s recreational fishers and the communities that support 
them now and in the future. 
 
• The fishery covers a large proportion of Australia’s coastline including all 

of our major capital cities and regional centres, from Brisbane, south to 
Sydney and Hobart, across to Melbourne, Adelaide and Perth; 

• The fishery covers some of Australia’s most iconic recreational fishing 
grounds; 

• Under legislation for this fishery the Seafish Tasmania vessel Geelong 
Star can fish to three nautical miles (the boundary of Commonwealth 
waters) of many of these population centres and in many of our iconic 
fishing grounds, at any time of the year; and  

• Small pelagic fish are a major food source within the marine food web 
that includes key recreational species such as southern bluefin tuna, 
yellowfin tuna, marlin and kingfish.  

 
In developing this proposal it is ARFF’s intention to minimise the short and 
long term impact of industrial scale fishing the SPF on Australia’s recreational 
fishers and the communities that support it.  
 
In providing this proposal to the Small Pelagic Fisheries Industry Association 
(SPFIA) it is ARFF’s intention to seek an agreement to address our concerns 
in good faith, noting that the SPFIA may not necessarily share the concerns 
ARFF has about the fishery. 
 
A way forward  
The ARFF believes the impacts of fishing the SPF on recreational fishers 
and the community that supports them may be able to be addressed in 
two ways: 
 
• Managing where and when the vessel fishes; and 
• Establishing a comprehensive work program of research to better 

inform the management of the fishery. 
 
ARFF proposes the establishment of a joint management committee, 
comprising representatives from ARFF and SPFIA to develop and progress all 
aspects of this approach further. 
 
Managing where and when the vessel fishes the SPF  
ARFF are seeking caution on how and where the SPF is fished. In particular, 
ARFF seek caution in relation to fishing the following: 
 
• Areas near to major cities and regional centres; 
• Areas near iconic recreational fishing grounds; 
• Areas where little is known about the size or movement of SPF; and 
• Areas near known spawning aggregations/areas. 
 
ARFF is proposing an interim plan for where the Geelong Star will fish in its 



first year of operation in the fishery (2015-16).  
 
ARFF seeks agreement from SPFIA that the Geelong Star will not fish in its 
first year of operation in the ‘areas of concern’ identified on the attached map 
(Attachment B).  
 
 
The ‘areas of concern’ acknowledge: 
 
• Areas that are close to major cities,  
• Areas that are close to iconic recreational fishing grounds, and 
• The need for more scientific information about stock movement, school 

recovery rates, sub stocks and spawning aggregations. 
 
ARFF propose that the joint management committee take responsibility for 
developing a plan for the second year of activity and for subsequent years, 
reflecting what is learnt through the comprehensive work program.  
 
After consideration of any new information from the work program and noting 
the ‘move on provisions’ in the vessel management plan (VMP), ARFF would 
consider alternative ways to manage the fishery in the future, including:  
 
• When certain areas are fished; and  
• The intensity of fishing certain areas. 
 
Establishing a comprehensive work program  
To parallel the management of where the vessel fishes, ARFF propose the 
development of a comprehensive work program of research to better inform 
the management of the fishery.  
 
The work program would include research into the ARFF’s concerns (See 
Attachment A). 
 
ARFF seeks the support of SPFIA in developing and submitting a 
comprehensive work program to the Government for approval and 
implementation.  
 
A tripartite agreement 
If there is a basis for agreement, it would be our expectation that AFMA and 
the Federal Government would endorse any agreement reached between the 
ARFF and the SPFIA and any management protocols agreed upon being 
incorporated into a tripartite agreement between ARFF, SPFIA and AFMA. 
 
 
ARFF looks forward to working with the SPFIA in exploring the approaches raised in 
this proposal and developing this proposal further.   



 
Attachment A: The Concerns of the ARFF in relation to industrial scale fishing 
the SPF 
 

• Identification of regional based substocks - in particular the size of the 
resident population of resident Jack Mackerel off the east coast of Tasmania 
and whether there are sub stocks of Redbait;  

 
• The extent and rates of movement of target and by catch species; 

 
• The impact upon spawning activity during spawning seasons; 

 
• The amount of time it would take for local populations to recover; 

 
• Impacts of varying intensities of fishing and fishing techniques, including 

multiple boat operations; 
 

• The issue of classification within both Eastern and Western zones of the 
SPF of target species as Tier 2 in the absence of current and required 
science to make biomass assessments consistent with established policy; 

 
• The unknown impact of increased harvest rates if the TAC levels were to be 

increased beyond the approved levels set for 2014/15 which lapse on 1 May 
2015; 

 
• Risk thresholds for localised depletion and management plans to address 

these risks;  
 

• The rationale for changing the VMP move on rules from an inshore (blue)/ 
offshore (green) grid arrangement (which limited catch to 4% and 16% 
respectively over 30 day periods) and replacement with a more generous 
regional catch limit protocol; 

 
• The reliance of key recreational fishing species on Small Pelagics;  

 
• Impacts on existing commercial fishing, local communities and recreational 

fishing opportunities;  
 

• Whether industrial scale fishing the SPF represents the highest value use to 
the Australian community; 

 
• What guarantees exist that the revenues from this fishing activity will 

predominantly flow into the Australian economy via local job creation, 
operational expenditure and taxation impost? 
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