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In this edition …

THIS edition of Queensland Seafood focuses
in particular on Spanish mackerel, and
the confusion and resentment potential
management changes by the Queensland
Government have caused amongst both
commercial and recreational fishermen.
Management changes in the Spanish
mackerel (SM) fishery are part of the
broader “reform” agenda that QSIA
President Allan Bobbermen describes as a
“monumental mess” and raises a long list of
ongoing issues. (See page 4.)
Anglers don’t trust fisheries “science”. Page 10.

CEO Eric Perez (page 5) discusses some
of the issues in the SM fishery in particular,
including distrust of the science behind
stock assessments that could lead to catch
cuts for both commercial and recreational
fishers.
Major issues in the SM fishery have
been raised by Allan Bobbermen and VicePresident Shane Snow in a teleconference
with Fisheries Queensland (see article on
page 6), and a recent media release by
Fisheries Minister Mark Furner (page 7) and
an SM Working Group report (page 8) shine
some light on the Government’s thinking.

Seafood business awards. Page 28.
Queensland
Seafood
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the official journal of the
Queensland Seafood Industry
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seafood industry.

Well-known Cairns-based angler and
charter boat skipper Dan McCarthy
explains why recreational fishermen
are questioning the “science” behind
proposed catch cuts and the catastrophic
impact those cuts would have on North
Queensland businesses. (See pages 10-11.)
Working commercial fishers share the
same mistrust of the SM stock assessments
and the same fears over the impacts of
proposed management changes. Two
fishers discuss their concerns on pages 12
and 13.
Other articles this month include a
look at the mental health impacts of
fisheries “reforms” (page 19), an appeal
to true blue seafood lovers on behalf of
Queensland Catch (20), the impacts of the
management changes on seafood retailers
(21), the potential benefits of a fisheries
observer program (22), the choking effect
on industry of restrictions in the mud crab
fishery (23), a conversation with scientist Dr
Peter Ridd (24), seafood awards presented
to two NQ businesses (26), a review of a
book all fishermen should buy (28) and the
costly track industry has been led down by
compulsory vessel monitoring (30).

Front cover: Commercial fisherman Dan Chetcuti with a very nice Spanish mackerel.
(Photo supplied by Mark and Debbie Ahern, Mackay.) This edition of Queensland Seafood focuses on the Spanish mackerel fishery and proposed management changes by
Fisheries Queensland.
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president on the Line
escaping into the wild as a result of the
recent floods.

Since the implementation of the
“reform” / harvest strategy, we have
seen fishery managers shifted sideways
and new mangers parachuted in with
fancy titles. However, this has done
nothing to restore the morale and trust
with industry.

The net fishery has been successful
with a code of conduct for the net
fishery funding application with
Oceanwatch.

There is a reluctance by managers
to revisit anomalies which have been
raised. It seems their standard response
is “We’ll get back to you.”

Industry is waiting on the release of
funds to start the project. Hopefully
this project will dispel some of the
myths with the fishery.

I raised a concern last working group
meeting for the net fishery re an issue
that had been an action item, and still is,
since July 21. After a poor explanation
as to why it hadn’t been actioned, my
response to the Chair was the turtle
pace at which Fisheries Queensland act
on issues raised by industry can only
draw one conclusion: it would take
fishery managers an hour-and-a-half to
watch “Sixty Minutes”.

“Reform” process a monumental mess
HELLO everyone. We have kicked
off this year with natural disasters and
rising fuel prices, which are adding
more problems for industry.
Fisheries Queensland are limping
along with a backlog of unfinished
business with the nonsense of this socalled “reform” process.
We are now in the fifth year of this
reform process, running from 2017 to
2027 and, if we look at the report card
for where we have landed at present,
there is only one conclusion: this
reform process is a monumental mess.
Looking at the report card from an
industry perspective, it is difficult to see
any pluses for fisheries management.
However, there are many negatives.
Some of these negatives are as follows.
1. VMS intervention by the State
Ombudsman, with over 30
recommendations, and the delay
with the third-party report on the
PIR (post implementation review)
to be put out for consultation.
2. Failure to conduct a RIS (regulatory
impact statement), knowing there
would be competition impacts with
the introduction of quota. Below is
a third-party extract resulting from
a review of the Act.

Conclusion

QSIA is pushing back on the
questionable stock assessment of the
Spanish mackerel fishery and proposed
harvest strategy for the fishery.
QSIA is seeking answers on any
proposals for any further net free
zones. To date, there has been no
response.
QSIA is revisiting the zoning of the
Queensland coast under the fisheries
reform process, which has increased
stress and tension amongst commercial
trawl fishers, importantly area three,
which is running out of effort nights.

With the Easter break just around
the corner, I hope we can once again
showcase our pristine seafood.
In the meantime, stay safe and good
fishing.
Allan Bobbermen
President
QSIA

The Queensland Government Guide to
Better Regulation (the Guidelines) sets
out the procedures for regulatory
assessment which are supported by
the Act.
It clearly states that regulations
that have significant impacts must
be fully assessed with a Regulatory
Impact Statement and that this cannot
be exempted by Cabinet under any
circumstances if there are suspected
competition impacts.
3. Backlog of unworkable regulations,
some of which have been on the
table since early 2021 – with no
action or updates to industry.
4. Reluctance to adjust quota values
when the biomass is above the 60
per cent benchmark, which has the
potential for unnecessary discards.
What QSIA is doing
Some of what QSIA is working on at
present include the following issues.
QSIA is seeking answers to what
Fisheries Queensland plans to do
with the problem of farmed prawns

Good news: QSIA and Oceanwatch have received funds for a code of conduct project in the
Queensland net fishery.
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From the CEO

Welcome to a special edition
focussing on Spanish mackerel
WELCOME to a special edition of the
magazine with a focus on the Spanish
mackerel fishery.
We have a great range of contributors
for this edition of the magazine.
This version of the magazine is
typically only available to members but
the significance of the reform process
warrants sharing this edition with the
community.
This edition has a strong focus on
the debacle we have come to know
as the mismanagement of the Spanish
mackerel fishery.
Voices demanding answers are
growing and, with industry facing what
could be three quarters of its quota
holdings degraded, it is well worth a
deep dive into why.
We have asked for the entire data
set in its entirety from Fisheries
Queensland: no luck there.

Fisheries Queensland are managing
a fishery that has been quota-managed
for almost two decades. When will
they admit they were wrong? Sadly, we
know the answer but accountability and
transparency of process don’t seem to
factor into how our State Government
operates and, by extension, the same
applies to their sub-branch, Fisheries
Queensland.
So, could the situation be a human
error scenario? This could be the case.
Given the resistance we are seeing
from government regarding the
science, are we facing a scenario where
there has been manipulation of the
modelling?
I am not suggesting in a criminal
sense, but this could also be the case.
The frustration is we just don’t know.

It is hard to step back and take a
“dispassionate” view on this issue when
fisheries management have managed to
anger almost every fishing sector.

I have been advised by a commercial
fisher that members of the Spanish
mackerel working group were told
that their group was not created to
“question the science”. My response
to this cannot be printed but I’m sure
you can guess.

More importantly, my industry will
face significant financial losses and again
the question is: who is responsible?

Eric Perez
CEO
QSIA

Contribute to
Spanish mackerel
science fund

RRItem 1: Help source a fisheries
stock assessment expert or group
of experts to (1) review the latest
Spanish mackerel stock assessment
once it has been released to the
community and (2) review the
peer review process managed by
Fisheries Queensland.
RRItem 2: Video and podcast
production of contributors
regarding the science and their
views on the science used by
Fisheries Queensland.
RRItem 3: Printed / information
materials and mail outs.
RRItem 4: Travel expenses for the
researcher.
RRItem 5: Fund administration.

THE QSIA has established a Spanish
Mackerel Science Fund and we are
looking for contributions.
Your involvement will make a
difference. Fisheries Queensland
has failed in its duty to manage the
Spanish mackerel (SM) fishery and its
failure begins with the science used to
develop its stock assessments.
It is understood across sectors that
the science needs to be investigated
beyond the single peer review funded
by Fisheries Queensland.
The fund will incorporate the
following elements:

How can you get involved?
Your help is a contribution to a
fund that will allow fisheries resource
users to ask some critical questions

Industry
working
together
INDUSTRY has endured the so-called
reform process for five years and it
is important to assess the ongoing
impacts from multiple perspectives.
We have been working with the Gulf
of Carpentaria Commercial Fishermens
Association (GoCCFA), the Fishermens
Portal Inc and the Moreton Bay Seafood
Industry Association (MBSIA) on many
industry policy issues.
We have collectively agreed to seek
feedback from industry on the reform
process using two questionnaires –
commercial fisher and post-harvest
surveys.
The questionnaire for commercial
fishers is published in the is edition of
the magazine beginning on page 15.

regarding the science used to manage
our fisheries.
Please advise me if you contribute
so I can keep you updated.
RRAccount Name – Queensland
Seafood Industry Association
RRDescription – Contribution to the
SM research fund
RRBank of Queensland account details
BSB – 124001
RRAccount Number – 20963853
Eric Perez
CEO
QSIA
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Spanish Mackerel

Spanish mackerel meeting notes
A TELECONFERENCE meeting was
held on Wednesday, 15 December 2021
at the request of Fisheries Queensland
(FQ) to discuss with industry
representatives the ramifications of the
Spanish mackerel stock assessments.
QSIA attendees were Allan
Bobbermen (QSIA President) and
Shane Snow (QSIA Vice President).
A brief overview of the meeting is
as follows. Shane noted the following
concerns and posed the following
questions to FQ representatives:
RRShane did not accept the stock
assessment or findings of the
assessment.
RRThe peer review was a desktop study
and he did not accept the findings of
the peer review in its entirety.
RRThe previous stock assessment
indicated that the commercial
harvest of Spanish mackerel was at
or close to maximum sustainable
yield (MSY), which was clarified at
the meeting by FQ as being 40 per
cent of the unfished biomass.
Shane posed the questions:
RRSo how did the stock fall from 40 per
cent to 17 per cent over a three to
five-year period?
RRThe commercial take of Spanish
mackerel had plateaued out at
between 52 to 56 per cent of the
TACC for the previous three years
of the last stock assessment. If,
and only if, the stock assessment is
correct, where has the stock gone? It
proves in that last stock assessment
that the commercial fishers have not
caught any more fish, so where has
the rest of the stock gone?
RRThe Green Zones were identified
as spawning sites and have not been
fished by commercial or recreational
fishers – where have hundreds of
millions (or even more) of spawn /
fingerlings disappeared to?
RRShane asked questions regarding
whether or not any research had
been done regarding changes in
water quality / temperature etc. in
the closed spawning aggregation
areas (ie, Green Zones), as well
as any changes in water currents
or if these parameters had been
provided for in the stock assessment
modelling. No answer was provided.
RRWere changes in climatic conditions
(eg, prolonged seasonal trade winds

/ cyclones, etc) accounted for in
the Stock Synthesis analysis? No
response provided.
Allan raised the following concerns
and questions.
RRThe fishery is suffering from data
poverty regarding the other major
fisheries stakeholder (ie, recreational
fishing pressure). Where is the catch
data for the recreational take?
RRF Q a c k n o w l e d g e d t h a t t h e
Spanish mackerel split is 60 per
cent commercial and 40 per
cent recreational, which led to
the question – how can a fishery
be managed with data from one
stakeholder group? The standard FQ
reply throughout the meeting was –
we have to go with the best available
information we have at the time.
RRWhat is FQ going to do to address
the problem of displaced effort? No
answer or solution was given.
RRWith reference to the stock
assessment, there was mention of
Queensland Fish Board records
dating back many years. Allan posed
the question that, for the Spanish
mackerel that were sold to the Fish
Board over many years, what form
was the fish in (trunks, whole, fillet,
etc.) and what conversion factor
was used to ascertain biomass all
that long ago? FQ didn’t know.
Allan also pointed out that the Fish
Board never recorded where the
fish were caught; eg, the Gulf of
Carpentaria, Torres Strait or East
Coast. With this assessment, FQ is
assuming they were all harvested in
the East Coast fishery. This is a very
important issue which has remained
unanswered.
RRQuestionable boat ramp surveys
for recreational catch data were
brought up by Allan with no real
answer to the questions
Both Allan and Shane have attended
meetings with Fisheries Minister Mark
Furner and FQ representatives over the
last few years in his office in Brisbane
and have brought this issue up, but it
seems to have gone unanswered.
The following question was asked
by one of the other commercial
representatives: “What happens to
industry if you have this wrong? What
is the road back to recovery?” There
was no real answer by FQ, only the
standard continual answer along
the lines: “We have to use the best
information we have at the time.”
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At the end of the meeting,
FQ dictated what their response
framework for the management of
Spanish Mackerel harvest would be.
Three scenarios were put to
industry: reducing commercial take by
(a) 30 to 40 per cent (b) 50 to 60 per
cent or (c) 70 to 90 per cent.
It was made clear that the 30 to 40
per cent option was not an option for
the Department, so it begs the question
as to why it was even mentioned.
The 50 to 60 per cent option would
take 12 years for stock recovery, in line
with the sustainable fisheries policy (ie,
to attain a 60 per cent biomass target),
to which FQ representatives said that
was too long of a time frame and this
this is not really an option at all.
The 70 to 90 per cent option would
rebuild the stocks over seven years. It
was put to the Chair of the meeting
from QSIA that this would lead to
a reduction of the total allowable
commercial catch to approximately 100
tonnes, to which the Chair indicated
would be the approximate figure.
Over the last 18 years, the fishery has
had input and output controls managed
by Fisheries Queensland. How did we
end up in this mess?
Shane asked what right the
Department has to undermine industry
and dictate a time frame for how much
pain we will endure, when, through no
fault of our own, we now find ourselves
potentially (more than likely) facing
up to between a 70 and 90 per cent
reduction in quota value? No response
was offered by FQ.
If, and only if, the stock assessment
is correct with the biomass sitting at 17
per cent, then how did FQ managers
get this quota managed fishery so
wrong in the last 18 years?
This is through no fault of industry,
as we have never had any control
over the management of this fishery.
Someone, somewhere needs to be
held to account for the destruction and
mismanagement of this fishery.
Allan Bobbermen
QSIA President
Shane Snow
QSIA Vice President

Qld Government
issues media
release on SM
ON March 31, the State Government
issued a media release flagging future
management changes for the Spanish
mackerel fishery and seeking public
comment.
That media release is reprinted here,
un-edited, for information.
The media release was headed
“Queenslanders have a say on future of
Spanish mackerel fishery”.
The Queensland Government has
moved to protect fishing jobs and
give Queenslanders a say on future
management of Spanish mackerel stocks.
Commencing on Wednesday 6 April
2022, the Queensland Government is
seeking input from recreational and
commercial fishers on the management
of the Spanish mackerel fishery to ensure
its long-term sustainability.
Minister for Agricultural Industry
Development and Fisheries and Minister
for Rural Communities Mark Furner said
no decision had been made at this time
and he wanted to hear from all fishers
on what management action should be
taken.
“The science tells us that Spanish
mackerel stocks are at historically low
levels, and action is needed to rebuild
the stocks of this iconic fish, which is an
important commercial species and a way
of life for many recreational fishers” Mr
Furner said.
“The recent stock assessment, which
has been independently reviewed,

concluded the estimated biomass is
below the nationally recognised limit
reference point level of 20 per cent.
“Doing nothing is not an option and,
in line with our Sustainable Fisheries
Strategy 2017-2027, management
action is required to rebuild the stock to
sustainable levels.”
Mr Furner said possible management
actions that could be taken include a
reduction in recreational and commercial
catch limits, an increase in the legal
minimum size and closed seasons or
areas to protect schooling mackerel.
“We cannot protect the jobs that
depend on Spanish mackerel unless we
support the recovery of Spanish mackerel
stocks,’’ he said.
“If there is no fish there are no fishing
jobs, so I will do everything I can to
restore these stocks so these jobs can
have a future for decades to come.”
Mr Furner said some jurisdictions, such
as Victoria and South Australia, require
recreational fishers to report their catch
of key species such as southern rock
lobster and snapper.
“We are also seeking comments on a
proposal to require recreational fishers to
report all Spanish mackerel they keep,”
he said.
“We promised that we would consult
before these decisions were made, and
the time has come for people to have
their say.”
Queenslanders wanting to have
their say from 6 April visit https://
daf.engagementhub.com.au/spanishmackerel-2022.

Mr Furner said the overwhelming
feedback from previous fisheries reforms
was that stakeholders wanted reform in
Queensland fisheries.
“We will carefully consider all
feedback before final decisions are made
on management actions ahead of the
2022 fishing season, commencing on 1
July 2022,” he said.
“This is all about sustainability and
making sure we have Spanish Mackerel
for the future, including the Great Barrier
Reef World Heritage Area.
“Our fisheries resources are not
infinite, and we need to manage them
in a way that ensures future generations
will enjoy the same access that we do.”
Background:
The Spanish mackerel stock
assessment can be found here: http://
era.daf.qld.gov.au/id/eprint/8226/25/
Spanish%20mackerel%20EC%20
stock%20assessment%20report%20
2021.pdf
The peer review of the stock assessment
can be found here: http://era.daf.qld.
gov.au/id/eprint/8226/1/East%20
coast%20Spanish%20mackerel%20
stock%20assessment%20external%20
review%202021.pdf
The response to the peer review can
be found here: http://era.daf.qld.gov.
au/id/eprint/8226/31/Spanish%20
mackerel%20EC%20response%20
to%20reviewer%202021.pdf
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Latest report from East Coast Spanish
Mackerel Working Group
FISHERIES Queensland has published
the minutes (or “communique”) from
the most recent meeting of its East
Coast Spanish Mackerel Working
Group in Cairns on March 21-22.
It says the purpose of the working
group meeting was to discuss a
draft east coast Spanish mackerel
management discussion paper and
draft harvest strategy prior to public
consultation in March-April 2022.
The following text is from the
Fisheries Queensland minutes.
Fisheries Queensland provided
a broad update, including progress
implementing the Queensland
S u s t a i n a b l e Fi s h e r i e s S t r a t e g y
2017ꟷ2027 (SFS), working group
membership gaps and continual
improvements to the “eCatch”
commercial fishing reporting
application.
In the members update, commercial
and recreational members cited
concerns primarily due to their
uncertainty and distrust in the science
and latest stock assessment and
potential future management based on
this science.
Commercial and recreational
members also stated that fishers are
observing large aggregations of fish
on the water that are not fished or
not available to fishing, and that the
stock assessment does not reflect this
apparent abundance.
Commercial members also noted
concerns for food security and
significant social and economic impacts
of the management actions proposed.
Recreational and commercial
members expressed frustration
with the level of communication
from Fisheries Queensland since
the last meeting regarding questions
on the stock assessment inputs and
methodology.
The Indigenous fishing
representative noted that traditional
owners are currently working with
Fisheries Queensland to help develop
Indigenous commercial fishing in
northern Queensland and are cognisant
of the discussions regarding Spanish
mackerel.
The Great Barrier Reef Marine
Park Authority (GBRMPA) member
acknowledged commercial and
recreational members’ on-water

knowledge and experience, while also
considering the latest stock assessment
to be robust, data-rich and in line with
national and international best practice.
The GBRMPA member explained
that other scientific information has
indicated a decline in the east coast
Spanish mackerel stock for some time,
and supported timely implementation
of management to rebuild the stock in
a reasonable timeframe.
Acknowledging the social and
economic impacts this management
action would have on industry, the
GBRMPA member noted that impacts
of continuing stock decline would be
more severe.
The conservation member was
supportive of the science and timely
implementation of management action,
noting that rebuilding the stock will
improve environmental, social and
economic concerns in the long term to
achieve triple bottom line objectives.
The New South Wales Department
of Primary Industries (NSW DPI)
observer noted that Spanish mackerel
is an important component of NSW
fisheries, advising that they are looking
more broadly at management of key
species and are watching this process
with interest.
Fisheries Queensland presented
biological information on Spanish
mackerel collected through the
fisheries monitoring program, which
provides key inputs into the stock
assessment.
The biological data indicated
variability in recruitment and potential
linkages between strong recruitment
events and environmental influences.
Members noted that further
research on environmental drivers for
east coast Spanish mackerel is a key
focus of a current Fisheries Research
& Development Corporation (FRDC)
project application, and members will
be kept up to date on research projects
as they progress.
Fisheries Queensland emphasised
that continuing the collection of
biological information is critical
for estimating annual length/age
structures, recruitment, growth and
mortality as key inputs for monitoring
stock recovery.
Members also emphasised the
importance of fishery-independent data
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collection if proposed management
intervention is implemented.
Fisheries Queensland presented an
overview of the consultation process
for harvest strategy, discussion paper
and management option development
and implementation, including (and
subject to Government consideration):
RRApril 2022 – draft harvest strategy
and discussion paper released online
for public consultation for 28 days.
RRMay 2022 – fourth working group
meeting held to consider the results
of public consultation and provide
final feedback on the draft harvest
strategy and rebuilding options.
RRMay 2022 – Sustainable Fisheries
Expert Panel review and provide
advice on the draft harvest strategy
and rebuilding options.
RRMay 2022 – Fisheries Queensland
finalise rebuilding options and the
harvest strategy for Government
consideration and approval.
RRJune 2022 – East coast Spanish
mackerel fishery harvest strategy
released, and stakeholders advised
of decisions on management actions
to rebuild stock.
RRJuly 2022 – East coast Spanish
mackerel fishery harvest strategy
and rebuilding action to take effect
from 1 July 2022.
Recreational and commercial
members indicated concerns
regarding the compressed timeframe,
questioning if a harvest strategy needs
to be developed and implemented
alongside any urgent management
action.
Fisheries Queensland clarified that
the harvest strategy is necessary as it
sets the framework for rebuilding as
well as the long-term management
of the fishery, including objectives,
reference points, decision rules,
rebuilding timeframes and review
criteria.
Fisheries Queensland then presented
a draft discussion paper which
included the reasons for consultation
and rebuilding, rebuilding policy
information, background information
on the fishery, current management
arrangements, options to rebuild the
stock and impact alleviation options.
Working group members provided
advice and input on the discussion
paper for consideration by Fisheries
Queensland (noting the working group
is not a decision-making body).

maximises economic yield (60 per cent
spawning biomass).
Members noted the proposed
sectoral catch shares of 60 per
cent commercial and 40 per cent
recreational (including charter), and
one recreational member noted they
do not support defining sectoral catch
share allocations generally.
Members discussed and provided
advice on the draft harvest strategy
decision rules, which are designed to
rebuild the stock to sustainable levels
and maintain sectoral catch shares by
adjusting the TACC and recreational
in-possession limits.
Members noted the draft harvest
strategy components on monitoring
social and economic performance, data
collection validation and assessment
and information on research priorities.
Members discussed that the next
stock assessment is proposed to take
place after 1 July 2025, which will
provide an indication of stock recovery
given sufficient time for management
changes to have a positive impact.
Fisheries Queensland noted that
the proposed management measures
should deliver stock recovery in the
proposed time frame.
Most members did not endorse the
discussion paper, noting reservations
regarding the science and stock
assessment results and, subsequently,
their ability to communicate rebuilding
options and impacts to other
stakeholders.
The Indigenous fishing member, one
recreational member, the conservation
member and the GBRMPA member
did endorse the discussion paper to
seek public feedback on the future
management of the fishery.
The working group, in noting the
influence that NSW catch has on
proposed management measures in
Queensland (including the TACC),
reiterated the importance of working
with NSW to discuss and progress
commensurate management
arrangements to contribute to the
rebuilding of this shared stock.
Fisheries Queensland presented
the draft east coast Spanish mackerel
fishery harvest strategy, which
included primary fishery objectives to
first rebuild the stock to a level that
achieves maximum sustainable yield
(40 per cent spawning biomass), then
progress to the longer-term objective
to return the stock to a level that

Members held concerns regarding
a draft decision rule relating to closing
and reopening the fishery if recovery is
not achieved.
Fisheries Queensland will review
this decision rule before the draft
harvest strategy is released for public
consultation, noting commercial and
recreational members’ concerns
regarding stock assessment outputs
and rebuilding projections.
Most working group members
endorsed the draft harvest strategy for
public consultation on the proviso that
members’ advice on readability and
decision rules are considered.
A commercial member and a
recreational member did not endorse
the harvest strategy for public
consultation.
Some members requested a more
balanced consideration of ecological,
social and economic objectives in
rebuilding the stock.
Commercial and recreational
members suggested that management
action could be delayed, which would
provide time for industry to adjust and
allow additional data to be collected
to address uncertainties in the stock
assessment.

Fisheries Queensland presented and
discussed results and methodology of
Queensland’s recreational monitoring
programs, including the boat ramp
survey program and Statewide
recreational fishing surveys.
Members noted that all information
and data from the programs are
available on the Department of
Agriculture & Fisheries website.
Commercial members held concerns
over the representativeness of the
surveys, suggesting that the majority of
“skilled fishers” do not participate.
Fisheries Queensland, GBRMPA and
recreational members noted that the
surveys have very high participation
rates (greater than 95 per cent),
produce reliable estimates and are best
practice.
Members also discussed options for
improving recreational data, including
reporting through the recreational
fishing app and mandatory reporting
requirements in line with measures
taken by other jurisdictions for at-risk
species.
Other business
In other business:
RRThe GBRMPA member advised that
sea surface temperatures remain
above average across most of the
marine park and are expected to
remain so until the end of March
2022. Weather patterns over
the next few weeks are being
monitored, and they will be critical
in determining the overall extent and
severity of coral bleaching.
RRThe commercial sector noted
concern around changes in
recreational catch methodology
in stock assessments over time
– particularly between the 2016
and 2020 stock assessments – and
sought further clarification from the
stock assessment authors regarding
these changes.
The next meeting will be held in May
2022 to review feedback from public
consultation results and seek final
feedback on the draft harvest strategy
and rebuilding options.
Fisheries Queensland are
working towards implementation of
management action to rebuild the
stock coming into effect on 1 July 2022.
Link: https://www.daf.qld.gov.
au/business-priorities/fisheries/
sustainable/fishery-working-groups/
spanish-mackerel-fishery-workinggroup/communiques/communique-2122-march-2022
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Anglers and commercial fishers
should be able to “Trust the Science”
IT’S no news to many that the current
Queensland Labor Government is
making a very serious assault on
Spanish mackerel (SM) fishing in all its
forms.

The first possibility can only be
determined once the future unfolds. If
it is the case, there must be professional
/ political consequences for those who
made decisions.

Only four years ago, in 2018, the
same government acknowledged the
SM fishery was sustainable and in good
shape, with stock levels estimated at
40 per cent of unfished biomass.

Explosion of fishing effort simply isn’t
possible, with the Government issuing
an investment warning back in 2003
and the ageing of the SM fishermen
themselves, averaging about 70 years
old.

Fast forward two years to 2020
and, somehow, it’s all gone to mud
and the Spanish mackerel stocks have
plummeted to 17 per cent, according
to the 2019-20 Stock Assessment.
You are right to ask: “What the hell
happened?”
Some obvious possibilities include:
RRcomplete failure of management;
RRexplosion of fishing effort; and
RRnew scientist or staff in powerful
positions in the department or
political positions influencing changes
in the Government’s policy.
No doubt there are other possibilities
but this needs addressing.

The possibilities of new scientists
or staff in powerful positions certainly
does raise serious questions.
Without having all the answers
but in the interests of transparency –
which, by the way, was a key election
promise by current Premier Anastasia
Palaszczuk – there should be full and
frank disclosure of everyone involved
in such a radical change in methodology
and outcomes for the SM review.
It’s no secret that conservation nongovernment organisations (NGOs)
have long pushed severe fishing
restrictions and mass green zone
fishing lock-outs over many years, so,
obviously, fishermen around the nation

are wondering: “What the hell is going
on?”
Naturally, we can’t assume anything
here but surely the Government needs
to declare these critical appointments
and how much they are influencing
Government policy, in the interests of
transparency and accountability.
Many people’s livelihoods are on
the line here and the flow-on affects
to countless businesses would be
catastrophic if the Government’s
proposed changes were to take effect.
The SM review has raised many
questions.
Data are lacking in many areas
and the interpretation of the limited
available data leaves a lot to be desired.
Like any program or model, if you
feed garbage in, you will unsurprisingly
get garbage out.
Some critical values in the latest
stock assessment modelling are
significantly lower than every other
stock assessment ever been done for
SM in Australia – and even substantially

Anglers in places like Cairns no longer feel they can believe the “science” behind proposed cuts to Spanish mackerel catches. (Photo courtesy of
Daniel McCarthy from Big Fish Down Under.)
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lower again than every study on SM
and other similar species conducted
overseas.
The peer review of the latest SM
stock assessment highlights these
matters several times.
Combined with other questions
that jump out while reading the stock
assessment, you could be forgiven for
thinking the books have been cooked
to suit a predetermined agenda.
However, we won’t jump to
conclusions but rather we will keep
digging and investigating what could
possibly be going on.
In these times, it’s vital we stick
together, everyone connected to
Spanish Mackerel fishing. Governments
have a long history of using the divideand-conquer strategy when it comes to
fishermen.
They thrive in pitting recs against
pros. It’s clear the enemy isn’t each
other here but those who seek to pick
us off one at a time to achieve their goal
of little to no fishing activity by anyone.

of Austral’s retail range of Karumba
Banana Prawn and Skull Island Tiger
Prawn brands.

The same lobby groups hell bent
on smashing fishing are also obsessed
with shutting down all mining activity,
ignoring the reality that without
Australia’s mining revenue we would
certainly be a broke nation.

Mr Carter said the investment
recognises the strategic importance
that provenance-branded seafood has
to the company’s future.

Dr Peter Ridd has long called for an
Office of Quality Assurance to robustly
check all science that underpins
government policy and legislation.

WESTERN Australian-based seafood
business Austral Fisheries has
announced its acquisition of one of
Australia’s most enduring seafood
businesses, Brisbane-based Moreton
Bay Seafoods.

“Having a dedicated capacity for
processing seafood allows us to better
meet consumer needs and ensure
greater control over quality and
consistency,” he said.

Austral Fisheries CEO David Carter
said the acquisition will support plans to
use the group’s expanded capabilities
to increase overall processing volumes,
providing opportunities for permanent
employment and enhanced job stability
for the Brisbane facility’s 30-strong
workforce.

“As such, we are delighted to be
able to add the skills, experience, and
capability of the Moreton Bay Seafoods
business to our established strength as
a producer, which will allow us to get
more of our high quality, Australiancaught and processed products to
more people.”

Regardless the issue – whether
mining, the Great Barrier Reef,
fisheries, national parks or whatever
– any government with any integrity
at all would surely insist its policy
and decisions are based on the most
sound and tested science possible so
the nation’s future and resources are
secure.

Recreational and commercial fishers in Cairns have protested against the proposed mackerel
management changes.

MARKETING NEWS

Austral Fisheries
takes over
Moreton Bay

It will also enable Austral Fisheries
to expand trading with east coast
suppliers, and improve Austral’s ability
to facilitate import and export of a
wider range of products due to the
strategic location of the facility.
With growing demand from
consumers for Australian-caught and
Australian-processed seafood, the
acquisition will support an expansion

He said that Austral Fisheries is one of
Australia’s largest vertically-integrated
commercial fishing companies, with
operations ranging from Patagonian
toothfish in the Southern Ocean, to
prawns and tropical snapper species in
the Northern Prawn and Timor Reef
Fisheries.
Further information: https://www.
australfisheries.com.au/

Australia is so blessed and we often
take it for granted. What’s happening
with Spanish mackerel is yet another
example of why we need to keep
our governments, departments and
political leaders accountable for their
decisions.
We need to keep good leaders in
good positions doing important work
and we need to remove those who
work against long-term beneficial
outcomes.
Dan McCarthy
Spokesman
Cairns Professional Game Fishing
Association
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Spanish Mackerel Stock Assessment –
Commercial fisher sentiments
THIS article was drafted by a
commercial fisher with four decades of
experience and was originally published
on Facebook on 22 February 2022.
As a commercial Spanish Mackerel
fisherman, I am very worried that the
proposed changes to the commercial
Spanish Mackerel Fishery will take
away my livelihood and be detrimental
to my community. I have invested in
the industry, and the changes will make
my investment worthless.
The proposed changes have come
out of the blue, seemingly based on
a paper from a conservation-based
publication where the most recent
data was from 2012, even though
the Qld DAF stated the catch rates
were sustainable as recently as 2019.
We have green zones to protect our
fishery, and mackerel spawning areas
are included in the protected areas.
Spanish mackerel fishing is by
individual effort, trolling lines from
a small boat. The fishers and their
families live and operate from their
local port. This means the fishers are
part of the local community. Removing
them from a small community will have
significant flow on effects to the local
economy, unless the government has a
secret plan for regional support?
Spanish mackerel are consumed

locally, much regionally and most
within Queensland. If the fishery is
closed, through changes that make it
unprofitable, fish products will have to
be imported. Our fishery is targeted
(no nets) and has minimal impact on
the environment, we know nothing
about the imports. Locally illegal fishing
may increase.
To be a part of the industry I had
to make a significant investment.
Equipment (boat, refrigeration, lines
etc), licensing and time (for experience
and tickets) are part of the investment.
Any future value depends on being able
to sell as an ongoing business.
Recently (2019) the fishery was
declared sustainable. Then, in a short
time frame, it was reclassified as under
threat and needing protection.
The basis for that decision is not
clear, and it is not supported by my
catch records. Over the previous ten
years my catch rates and average size
of fish has remained fairly constant and
does not show a downward trend.
When the review of the fishery was
announced unexpectedly in 2021, the
timing and composition of the panel
led to some fears of a predetermined
output.
One of the reasons that zoning was
introduced was “Zoning helps ensure

those industries that rely on the health
of the Marine Park are able to continue,
providing social and economic benefits
to local communities and the wider
economy”. Over 37% of the reef is
“no fishing”, and this includes mackerel
spawning areas. If no fishing areas
cannot protect the fish, what will? Note
that commercial fishers are tracked
and kept out of the no fishing areas.
The proposed changes will impact
significantly on fishers like myself,
and there will be a flow on to local
communities. There has been no
mention of regional assistance,
compensation or buyouts. Perhaps
we are few in number and disposable.
There seems to be a lack of data
supporting further restrictions, and
little consideration of how the current
green zones could have failed so badly.
Trevor Purkis
Spanish Mackerel Fisherman
Lucinda
References:
RRQ u e e n s l a n d D e p a r t m e n t o f
Agriculture and Fisheries (2019),
East Coast Spanish Mackerel Fishery
Scoping Study.
RRBuckley, SM, Thurstan, RH, Tobin, A
and Pandolfi, JM (2017), Historical
spatial reconstruction of a spawningaggregation fishery.

Spanish mackerel discussion paper
THE Queensland Government has
published a discussion paper on
management of the east coast Spanish
mackerel stock.
The 18-page document –
Queensland east coast Spanish mackerel
fishery: Consultation on management
action Discussion Paper – is too long
to publish in full here but is available
online at: https://daf.engagementhub.
com.au/spanish-mackerel-2022/
userinfo/survey-on-east-coast-spanishmackerel-fishery
Fisheries Queensland says the
discussion paper is seeking public
feedback for management action to
rebuild the east coast Spanish mackerel
stock to sustainable levels.
The QSIA will be working with
the Fishermen’s Portal, GoCCFA and
MBSIA to respond to the discussion
paper. The deadline for comments is
5pm on Thursday, 5 May 2022.

The discussion paper says that,
in line with the principles of the
Queensland Sustainable Fisheries
Strategy: 2017ꟷ2027, any combination
of management measures should aim to
minimise impacts on fishing efficiency
(prioritising output controls over input
controls), address fishing pressure
across all sectors equitably, maintain
historical catch shares and mitigate
unintended effects such as increased
post-release mortality or effort shift
into low-capacity fisheries. All fishing
sectors have a shared responsibility in
the management of this stock.
This means an equitable approach
that reduces fishing pressure from all
sectors is required for successful stock
rebuilding.
The proposed management of the
Spanish mackerel fishery assumes a
60% commercial and 40% recreational
(including charter) catch share
arrangement, which reflects historical
catch shares since the introduction of
quota in 2004.
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Fisheries Queensland says it will
consider the consultation feedback
received and aim to maintain this
catch share in determining appropriate
combinations of management
measures to rebuild the stock

Another commercial fisher’s views
THE Spanish mackerel stock assessment
… Let’s start at the beginning: it was
not a stock assessment. It is better
thought of as purely an assessment of
the impacts of fisheries management
of the Spanish mackerel fishery in the
years between 1992 and the present.
There was no reliable recreational
fishing data included. This issue is a
concern across all shared stock and is
why harvest strategies will fail. It’s just
that simple.
There have been huge changes
to participation and practice in the
commercial fishery since 1992.
Impacts not calculated nor
considered in the stock assessment
include the following
RRReduction in commercial fishing
fleet and catches in 2002 with quota
management.
RRReduction in area able to be fished
by commercial fishers as a result
of the Great Barrier Reef Marine
Park (GBRMP) representative areas
program that led to the introduction
of massive green zones in 2004.
Again, mentioned but no calculated
impacts counted.
RRJohn Brewer Reef, which was the
biggest reef and the one which
always had fish on it, could take the
whole commercial fishing fleet. It was
common to have between 60 and
90 boats on that one reef and many
fishermen fished only John Brewer. It
is now closed to commercial fishing
dories, along with others, so, while
the assessment mentioned that
GBRMPA left five major reefs open,
it neglects to include the implications
for the catch data of closing the very
largest, most productive and most
fished reef to dories.
RRYou cannot compare catches
of present day to catches so far
back before these major changes
occurred and caused massive
changes in fisher behaviour. Also,
a total allowable catch presents an
upper limit that naturally restricts
fishing activity, where there was no
such limit before. This therefore
is not indicative of the stock’s
abundance, just effects of fisheries
management.
Using the commercial catch data that
is being fished currently to determine
the entire stock assessment is wrong.
It is only catch data; that is all it is.
It is not indicative of stock abundance
because the stocks in the areas that
are closed are not being included. This
rationale has always been a formula

guaranteed to put commercial fisheries
into a never-ending downward spiral of
fishing activity.
This will always guarantee future
reductions in commercial effort and
subsequent commercial catches and,
therefore, guarantee perceptions of
stocks losses due to reduced catch
rates in stock assessments.
If Fisheries Queensland were sincere
about assessing stock abundance, they
would factor in the enormous influence
in the spawning on the massive John
Brewer Reef, which has been left
largely untouched since 2004, after
supporting nearly all of the commercial

fleet for many years.
If they were sincere, they would not
base stocks assessments only on quota
used by commercial fishers.
If they were sincere, they would
admit you can’t compare the catches of
post-2002 and 2004 with pre-2002 and
2004 to determine stocks abundance.
This is agenda-driven rubbish to
appease lobby groups.
Author – an angry commercial
fisher on behalf of her family and
her industry.

John Brewer Reef is now off-limits to the traditional professional mackerel dories.

1. WHITE SPOT DISEASE – THE CLASS ACTION HAS BEEN FILED IN COURT
NO WIN NO FEE – contact Law Essentials if you want to join. This is open to owners of licences,
lessees, skippers, deckies and any onshore businesses impacted by White Spot Disease. If you have
not yet joined, there is still a chance to get in. Do not delay though.
2. GLADSTONE PORT DREDGING – THE CLASS ACTION – HOPEFULLY CONCLUDED IN 2022
NO WIN NO FEE - The Class Action is well underway in the Rockhampton Supreme Court. A
settlement conference is to happen in the first half of 2022, with a trial at the end of 2022 if not
settled beforehand.

FREE LEGAL ADVICE FOR FIRST CONSULTATION – JUST CALL 0409 517 587

(i) Court Appearances – If visited by Fisheries, call us 7 days a week for a free chat
(ii) Share Fishing Agreements
(iii) Buy/Sell or Leasing - Boat/Licence/Quota
(iv) Family Law, Conveyancing, Wills/Estates, Business Law.

Contact Chris Thompson on (p) 4197 5600 | (m) 0409 517 587
79 Torquay Road, Hervey Bay Q 4655, PO Box 3358, Hervey Bay Q 4655
chris@lawessentials.net.au | www.lawessentials.net.au
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Biology of Spanish
mackerel explained
ACCORDING to a status report by
Fisheries NSW, Spanish mackerel
(scientific name Scomberomorus
commerson) are distributed in the
waters of the Indo-Pacific from the Red
Sea and South Africa to southeast Asia,
north to China and Japan, and south to
Australia. They are also found in the
eastern Mediterranean Sea.
In Australian waters, they are
distributed from Geographe Bay in WA
round northern and eastern Australia
to St Helens in Tasmania.
Within this geographical distribution,
Spanish mackerel can be found from
the edge of the continental shelf to
shallow coastal waters.
Adults are associated with coral
reefs, rocky shoals and current lines
on outer reef areas and offshore. Small
juveniles up to 10cm fork length (FL)

Juvenile mackerel hide out in inshore waters.

occur in creeks, estuaries and sheltered
mud flats during the early wet season in
North Queensland.
Sampling of Spanish mackerel in WA
showed that 50 per cent of females
reached sexual maturity at about 79cm,
while 50 per cent of males reached
sexual maturity at 63cm.
Females can be categorised as
serial or partial spawners, with fish

showing a peak in reproductive activity
between August and January in WA,
and during the spring-summer months
in Queensland. They are quite fecund
– large females produce more than one
million eggs.
In Queensland waters, Spanish
mackerel can reach 240cm FL and a
maximum weight of 70kg, with females
growing to a larger size than males.
Initial growth is rapid, with fish
reaching 100cm in the first few
years of life. The oldest males and
females sampled from catches in the
Queensland commercial fishery were
10 years (127cm FL, 19kg) and 14
years (155cm FL, 35kg) respectively.
Migrations of Spanish mackerel
extend along the entire east coast of
Queensland, although permanently
resident populations also seem to exist.
Resident fish disperse from reefs
after spawning, whilst migrating fish
can move up to 1,000 nautical miles to
the south (into NSW waters).
The use of parasites (studying the
types of parasites carried by individual
fish) to distinguish between stocks
suggested that there may be six
separate stocks of Spanish mackerel
across northern Australia.
However, the use of isozyme,
allozyme and mitochondrial DNA
genetic analysis failed to find any
significant differences.
The diet of Spanish mackerel consists
of small fish like anchovies, clupeids
(such as herrings) and carangids (such
as trevallies), as well as squid and
prawns.
Further information: https://www.
dpi.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_
file/0011/375950/Spanish-Mackerel.
pdf

Even without the tail section snatched by a bull shark, this Spanish mack weighed 34.4kg.
Maximum size is around 70kg.
14 — Queensland Seafood 2022 Number 1

Dear Queensland Seafood Industry
We are at the halfway point of the so-called fisheries reform process. This questionnaire has been developed to
understand the effects of the reform process on your business. Industry deserves an opportunity to assess the
impacts on industry at the induvial and business level.
Please send your responses:
• To Eric Perez at eo@qsia.com.au; or
• By mail to PO Box 3856, Victoria Point West Qld 4165.
Question Instructions
• Please respond to the questions you believe are most relevant to you.
• The survey has a commercial fisher and post-harvest sections.
• If you have any concerns or questions regarding the survey, please send them to eo@qsia.com.au
Name
Fishery or Fisheries in which you
operate (e.g. crab, line, net, trawl)
Email:
Mobile:
The information you provide in this survey may be used for industry advocacy or a quote from industry feedback.
Your name will never be published or shared with a third party. Do you allow your information to be used for
advocacy purposes?
Yes

No

□

□

1a) Vessel Tracking Implementation
Implementation of vessel tracking is one of many elements of the reform process.
Please tick the rating that best describes your views regarding the implementation of vessel tracking.
A
Seamless
implementation

B
Predominantly
hassle free

□

□

C
Some concerns
with
implementation

D
Poor
implementation

□

□

E
Completely
inadequate
implementation

F
Unsure

□

□

1b) Vessel Tracking Business Impacts
Commercial fishers have indicated the implementation of vessel tracking has had financial impacts on their
businesses.
Question – Has vessel tracking had a financial impact on your businesses? Please tick the rating that best
describes your views regarding vessel tracking and business expenses.
Yes

No

□

□

1c) Can you provide an estimate of the costs for your business in the first 3 years of vessel tracking?
No of units you have replaced?
The cost of replacing those units.
No of days lost through unit
malfunction.
Estimated loss of income
Did you install the vessel tracking
om your vessel?
Have you paid for a VMS and not
received the unit?
Other costs
(examples - Fuel, ice etc)

Response

Yes

No

Yes

No

□
□

□
□

1
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2a) Business Diversification
The reform process has introduced zoning, new quota managed fisheries and new fisheries legislation. These
changes may have impacted on your ability to diversify your business.
Please tick the rating that best describes your views.
A
Created new
opportunities to
diversify my
business

B
Enhanced my
ability to
diversify my
business

C
No impact on
my ability to
diversify my
business

□

□

□

D
A negative
impact on my
ability to
diversify my
business

E
Undermined my
ability to
diversify my
business

F
Unsure

□

□

□

2b) Business Impacts
To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement – ‘The reform process has given me a
sense of security that my business will be profitable into the future’.
Please tick the rating that best describes your views.
Strongly Agree

Agree

□

□

Neither Agree nor
Disagree

□

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

□

□

3a) Coastal Zoning
The reform process introduced coastal zoning.
Do you support the introduction of zoning in your fishery?
Yes

No

□

□

3b) Coastal Zoning
Has your opinion changed since zoning was announced in the fisheries reform green paper in 2016?
Yes
□

No
□

Can you explain your views?

4a) Stock Assessments
To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement – ‘The stock assessment process provides
accurate data to help manage your fishery’.
Please tick the rating that best describes your views.
Strongly Agree

Agree

□

□

Neither Agree nor
Disagree

□

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

□

□
2
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4b) Reasons for your rating
Please provide the reasons for your rating.

4d) Reasons for your rating
Please provide the reasons for your rating.

5a) Mental Health
To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement – ‘The reform process has impacted your
mental health’.
Please tick the rating that best describes your views.
Strongly Agree

Agree

□

□

Neither Agree nor
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

□

□

□

5b) Mental Health
If there has been mental health impacts, can you describe those impacts?

6) Introduction of the reform process
To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement – ‘I believe that Fisheries Queensland
have been helpful, supportive and knowledgeable in the introduction of fisheries reform’.
Strongly Agree

Agree

□

□

Neither Agree nor
Disagree

□

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

□

□
3
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7) Final Comments
The reform has meant different things to in different fisheries. You can provide any final comments including
financial impacts outside vessel tracking.

On behalf of the Queensland Seafood Industry Association, the Fishermens Portal, Moreton Bay Seafood
Industry Association and the Gulf of Carpentaria Commercial Fishermens Association, I thank you for your time
and participation. A final report will be shared with industry and the Queensland community.
Eric Perez, QSIA CEO on behalf of:

4
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mental health

Mental health and fisheries “reform”
IN 2019, the Queensland Seafood
Industry Association (QSIA) shared a
report drafted by researcher Tanya
King and her colleagues. Here, we
revisit the findings of that report and
examine current commercial fishers’
views regarding their mental health
challenges.
1. Developing industry human capital
through health, wellbeing, safety
and resilience
A report compiled by Dr Tanya
King was based on the responses of
22 commercial fishing respondents.
The general response pattern follows
current research undertaken by Dr
King that suggests commercial fishers
across Australia are highly distressed.
Respondents fell into every category
of the K10 survey instrument,
suggesting that not all commercial
fishers are feeling distressed but run
the spectrum of stress impacts.
The anonymous comments attached
to the K10 survey are alarming. While
mental illness is rarely about a single
issue or incident, the comments clearly
point to the significant role of the
Queensland fisheries reforms in their
psychological distress, as well as to the
general spectre of mental illness in the
industry and the need to shine a light
on this issue more generally. Below are
some of the comments.
“I am worried every day that
everything I have worked for will be
taken away at the stroke of a pen and I
am not going to provide for my unborn
child and my partner. I feel suicidal
sometimes when it all gets too much.
I am just a farmer of the sea trying to
make a living for my family.”

“I shouldn’t be worried about my
future but, being a self-employed
operator, I find it hard to sleep without
a knot in my stomach if I start thinking
about my situation and what’s taking
place without any consent to small
operators like myself. Yes, I am stressed
on a daily basis but try not to dwell on
it, because our Government will do as
they please.”
“Since the new Queensland reform
has been posted, I have just felt really
bad. The industry won’t survive the
new proposals.”
“We are doomed. There’s no hope.”
“The stress over the past couple of
years has affected not just me but my
fiancé, who has tried to keep us afloat.”
The report in full can be read
here: https://www.frdc.com.au/
project/2016-400
2. Current mental health impacts
The QSIA, working with the
Fishermen’s Portal Inc, GoCCFA and
MBSIA, is collecting industry impacts
five years into the so-called fisheries
“reform” process.

am currently on medication to help me
with this anxiety and depression that
Fisheries Queensland have subjected
me to. I have considered leaving the
commercial fishing industry many times
since the latest reform process began.”
“The fact that I am so heavily
invested in my commercial fishing
business – and my chances of getting
a decent paying job at my age and with
my skill level – is the only thing that has
kept me in the industry.”
Queensland commercial crab, net,
line fisher and industry representative:
‘On the 1st of September 2021, my
first phone call for the day was at 5 am
to talk a young fisher that I had never
even met out of suicide, all due to this
devastating so called reform. We have
people on suicide watch.”
“I now suffer from depression,
anxiety, insomnia and feelings of
hopelessness, and, when we have
raised these concerns with Fisheries
Queensland, all we get is a number
for Lifeline, etc. Fisheries Queensland
don’t give a rat’s arse about the human
cost in our industry; it’s as if they take
great delight in destroying us mentally
and financially.”
The mental health infrastructure
is all but absent for the Queensland
commercial fishing industry.

Part of the process includes
understanding current mental health
impacts. The following quotes come
from commercial fishers and represent
the impacts of a reform process that
has not made their mental health a
priority.

Industry are feeling an absence of
any degree of care for the financial
and mental health impacts of a
“reform” process that never included a
properly resourced regulatory impact
statement.

Queensland commercial line fisher:

You will recall that this was also the
issue with the debacle that was the
implementation of vessel tracking.

“The anxiety and depression that
Fisheries Queensland has inflicted on
me during this reform process has
caused me to seek professional help. I

Eric Perez
CEO
QSIA

Management changes and an uncertain future weigh heavily on the minds of most fishing families in Queensland.
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letters

Open letter from the Queensland
commercial fishing industry
RECENTLY, the QSIA published an
open letter addressed to Queensland
seafood lovers, carrying an important
warning. Please pass on a copy of this
letter to any seafood lovers you know.
Dear Queensland Seafood Lovers
Who would have thought that food
rationing would ever be in our future
or that supermarkets would ever be
devoid of staples that have always been
a given for generations?
We all eagerly look forward to the
community returning to “normal”
with shelves stocked and business
prospering.
However, the current shortages
being experienced across the food
supply chain prompts deeper concerns
that many Queensland consumers will,
in the future, see continued shortages in
the supply of Queensland wild-caught
seafood – not because of an illness
but as a direct result of Queensland
Government policy.
The seafood industry is extremely
passionate about food security. We
take this very seriously and consider
our seafood producing boats and
businesses as playing a key role in
providing an accessible renewable high
protein resource – fish from the sea.

seafood to feed the community. It is
our job!
Contrary to the myth that the
best seafood is being exported, the
majority of the catch is destined for the
Australian domestic market and has
been for years.
Our commercial fishermen live and
work in Queensland waters and unload
their catches at a regional wharf or
boat ramp somewhere along the coast
from the NSW border to Karumba in
the Gulf of Carpentaria.
There are many options for
consumers to secure some of this
fine quality seasonal seafood. Since
COVID-19 hit our shores, fishermen
too have adapted their distribution,
and seafood lovers are welcome to
wharves to shop direct from the
fisherman on the boat, at community
markets and roadside vendors, along
with the more traditional retailers and
eateries.
Each fishery and region offers a
unique seafood experience. For more
information about where to source
Queensland seafood, check out the
seafood locator (https://qsia.com.au/
seafood-locator/) or sign up to our
email list qldcatch@qsia.com.au.

On behalf of our fishing families,
we are asking you to shop local, from
a local producer in your region and
encourage you to include some of the
healthy, sustainable wild Queensland
Catch on your regular shopping list
throughout the year.
Our pledge to you is to continue
to fish and keep you informed on
availability. Thank-you for choosing
local caught seafood and supporting a
Queensland small business.
Catch you later.
Elaine Lewthwaite
QSIA Project Officer

For decades, fishermen have raised
the importance of food security at
government level, but it certainly
appears that this is not a priority
when the Queensland Government’s
“Sustainable Fisheries” reform is in
fact reducing the availability of local
seafood, a community resource for
local seafood lovers to buy and enjoy.
The logistics of long-distance food
haulage highlight the absolute essential
role that reliable, locally-based food
producers play in the health and
wellbeing of their community.
In times of crisis, and in good times,
the community can rely on their
local regional food producers, our
commercial fishermen and farmers, to
keep working and providing access to
fresh food.
We can assure you, the seafood
consumer, we are doing just that every
day of every year. There is nothing
we love to do more than to be on the
ocean and bring home fresh healthy

Queensland Catch is encouraging seafood lovers to buy from specialist retailers or direct from
fishermen.
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marketing views

Fisheries Queensland “reform” impacts
on post-harvest small business
I AM writing this as a small business
owner based in South-East Queensland.

out the bad ideas for more sensible
alternatives.

When I first started my business 15
years ago, I made a promise to myself
as a former fisherman that I would do
everything that I could to support local
fishermen and businesses while I was
conducting my business.

At the end of the day, my suppliers’
businesses would be ruined if it went
ahead as planned. My suppliers were
generally small family businesses
operating out of local ports that took
great pride in their product, supplied
the best quality seafood and did it in
an environmentally responsible way.
Over the years, these people became
my friends and the destruction of their
businesses hit them hard.

I purchased product straight off the
boat off local fishermen, purchased
prawns from local markets and
trawlers, and even made an effort
to support local businesses with the
sundry items (chips, local condiments
for burgers, local beef, etc).
I was and still am of the belief that
there should more promotion and
importance placed on small businesses
supporting other local small businesses
for mutual beneficial gain.
In my position, it also brings with
it the quality assurance and superior
product that can be presented to my
customers when I conduct my business
in this manner.
This is particularly important when
it comes to seafood. Fresh, local, wildcaught seafood is by far the most
superior product in my opinion and the
feedback I have received from my large
customer base reflects this exact point.
When some of my local suppliers
started telling me about the fisheries
reform being undertaken, I was first
taken a little aback.
As a former commercial fisherman,
some of the processes being
implemented didn’t make sense to me
and I lived in the hope that the draft
process as promised would weed

At the time, I didn’t realise I was
next.
I also made a promise to myself I
would never supply my customers with
inferior imported product.
I also decided to not purchase
farmed product of any kind, imported
or local: as an ex-wild catch fisherman
myself, I have an opinion of the quality
of farmed product that leads me to
prefer wild-caught seafood.
There is an old saying in business:
“The phone that goes unanswered
eventually stops ringing.” This is
inherently true. While I have a solid and
loyal customer base, I am finding it is
starting to dwindle and my bottom line
confirms it.
No longer can I purchase small
amounts of bycatch from net fishermen
for my shop, because they do not have
quota for it. No longer can I promise a
customer who rings, wanting a certain
product that I will have their whiting,
barramundi, snapper, pearl perch or
flathead for them when they visit my
store.

The reform has hurt across all
sectors. The quota allocations for
the net sector that prohibit bycatch
see perfectly good product released,
generally unharmed but not always.
Fishermen leaving the industry in
droves means there is no longer a
constant supply of traditional reef fish
being made available to me. The latest
craziness regarding Spanish mackerel, I
fear, will be the nail in the coffin for my
business.
Customers are becoming very
aware of the disparity in quality
between superior, wild-caught product
and other options available to me as a
retail seafood outlet.
More and more customers are
demanding local product and it is
getting to the stage that I cannot
guarantee supply, due to this unfair
reform.
From my perspective I will never
supply anything but the best quality
product to my customers, and I will not
jeopardise my integrity by performing
my business in any other way.
I regularly see and hear about the
demise of small local fishing businesses
due to this agenda-driven reform and
it makes me sad. I have personally
seen the effects it has had on those
that were once my suppliers and, as
a friend, I have tried my best to help
them in their time of need.
But it’s not just the fishermen
affected: the flow-on is substantial. I
employ a largely casual workforce of
12 people, and this grows to over 20 in
peak times (such as Easter, Christmas
and busy weekends) and I have had to
tell them their jobs are not safe.
As a business owner, I have been left
with three choices:
RRpurchase inferior product to meet
demand;
RRturn away customers due to supply
issues and see my business run into
the ground and leave my family with
nothing; or
RRquit while I’m ahead, put 20 locals
out of regular work, leave my local
area without a seafood outlet and
wind up my long-term business.
The first option is immoral and
unethical, the second irresponsible
when I have a family to support, so
it seems the third option is the only
option…… and it breaks my heart.

Fishing “reforms” are causing a dilemma for retailers.

A local business owner
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management

Observer Program could benefit industry
I WOULD like to introduce myself.
I’m a fisheries biologist who graduated
from Southern Cross University with a
Bachelor in Fisheries Management and
Aquaculture (1997) and then in 2008
an Applied Master of Science in Sawfish
Biology and Ecology (Pristidae) from
James Cook University.
My post graduate degree was
undertaken part-time while working
for the Department of Primary
Industries, where I undertook a variety
of fisheries research projects that
included establishing the first State
Fisheries Observer Program (FOB).
This FOB primarily focused on the
Gulf of Carpentaria Inshore Finfish
Fishery (GoCIFFF – N3), under the
watchful eye of the late fisherman Gary
Ward.
The FOB was funded through the
Fisheries Research & Development
Corporation (FRDC) and was a
research and development (R&D) tool
used to collect biological and catch
information on target and non-target
species.
An outcome of the program was
the provision of accurate quantified
catch and effort data being fed into
fisheries stock assessment modelling
(barramundi), environmental risk
assessments (ERA) and stock status
reports.
My attention, however, was drawn
to the capture of sawfishes, as they
are long-lived, late-maturing, produce
few offspring and are vulnerable to net
fishing. As a bycatch species, it was
evident their conservation status was
of concern.
I used the FOB to compile the most
comprehensive dataset on sawfish
biology, distribution and abundance in
Australia.
This dataset is still actively referred
to today and forms the foundation
from which all sawfish risk assessments
and recovery plans are written. These
data are responsible for the age and
growth of all Australian Pristids.
The importance of the FOB to
fisheries management became quite
clear, as it not only delivered on tailored
data requirements on the fishery, but
the observer also provided the bridge
(communication gap) between industry
and the State Government on policy,
management and environmental issues,

an area of service delivery Queensland
Fisheries has been heavily criticised for
in recent times.
The FOB provided a platform where
upon, for the first time, accurate
quantified catch and effort data could
be accessed by managers in a timely
fashion to address key environmental
and political issues through preventative
and adaptive management.
Leading on from the FRDC-funded
FOB, Fisheries Queensland then
initiated a second FOB funded by the
offshore component of the GoCIFFF
(then N9 fishery, now N12) in the year
2000.
At the time of its introduction, there
were misconstrued mortality reports
from environmental and recreational
fishery advocates that dolphins were
being slaughtered in “walls of death”.
This misinformation was very
sensitive politically and placed the very
existence of the fishery in jeopardy.
The FOB provided accurate quantified
catch and effort data (focusing on
threatened, endangered and protected
species [TEPS]) that allowed both the
State and Federal Ministers to rebut
these allegations and provide the facts.
Furthermore, the information
was crucial in plugging the data gaps
identified in the ERA and prompted
the Commonwealth to recognise the
fishery was being managed sustainably.
Reports written on the offshore
component of the GoCIFFF (by the
observer) are still publicly available and
are considered outdated.
However, it is my thought that,
given gear types and fishing operations
have not changed significantly over
time, and then the level of interaction
with protected species over time has
probably not changed either.

The reporting of this by the ABC
is factually incorrect (as per historic
FOB reports) and the Government
remained silent.
In 2004, the FOB expanded to
include other Queensland fisheries.
However, it was disbanded by the State
Government in 2012 in favour of the
Department’s Long Term Monitoring
Program.
This program has fundamentally
failed all commercial fisheries in
Queensland where there are multi-use
sectors (Recreational and Indigenous).
This is clearly demonstrated in
the Department’s inability to secure
and maintain Fishery Wildlife Trade
Organisation (WTO) permits.
In fact, the State Government
conceded that it was not meeting its
WTO reporting obligations for the
GoCIFFF and the Commonwealth
rescinded the fisheries WTO permit
three months prior to its expiry date.
I would argue that, if the Department
had kept its FOB – or some spinoff like
crew-based observers – the GoCIFFF
would most likely have a completed
harvest strategy and met its reporting
obligations.
If this is not a gross failure of
management, I don’t know what is –
especially when the data gaps for the
fishery to meet its WTO requirements
were first identified in 2005.
This brings me to the question of how
industry can become more proactive in
its responsibility to sustainably manage,
monitor and report on protected
species, in particular sawfishes. What
are conservation managers asking for
and how can industry deliver on the
answers?
As discussed, the collective support
and contribution of industry through
the FOB underpins our knowledge on
Australian sawfishes, something that
is all but forgotten by environmental
advocates, other community sectors /
stakeholders and government.

The question needs to be raised:
“Does the State Government have
the ability to provide this level of
information today in order to address
such political issues?”

The R&D FOB provided this very
platform. Data on sawfish were
recorded in a secure and transparent
manner, giving industry members the
confidence to share in their experiences
and pass on their knowledge. To this
day, the raw data have not been shared.

The recent article from the ABC
on the proposed fishing closure round
Mornington Island by the Island’s Mayor,
Mr Yana, and the State Government’s
response to Mr Yana’s allegations,
would suggest that they don’t.

I speak from authority, where the
reporting of one mature freshwater
sawfish provided sufficient information
to re-write the biology of the species,
changing the previous thought it was an
obligate freshwater species.
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The commercial fisher who recorded
the information was trained in sawfish
sampling procedures and reporting –
a program / relationship that has been
lost since the disbanding of the FOB.
I would argue that when you
are trying to sustainably manage a
rare and endangered species that is
characteristically low in abundance and
has a large and remote spatial range,
accessing industry knowledge and
fishing effort is fundamentally critical.
Unfortunately, in recent times, the
fear of reprisal from government and
conservation groups on the reporting
of protected species interaction, and
issues related to data security and
transparency, have all but shattered
industry’s confidence.
In short, these are legitimate claims,
as the Government has not provided
the confidence nor the protection over
data-sharing arrangements in current
reporting platforms.
Of concern to me is the fact
commercial fishers do not own their
intellectual property: the catch data is
a reporting requirement only.
Fishermen’s organisations such as
the Queensland Seafood Industry
Association (QSIA), the Gulf of
Carpentaria Commercial Fishermens
A s s o c i a t i o n ( G o C C FA ) , t h e
Fishermen’s Portal and Moreton Bay
Seafood Industry Association (MBSIA)
could instigate their own protected
species management program.
The program could use crewbased observer methodology, like
the one accepted in the Northern
Prawn Fishery. The data could then be
independently analysed and reported
back to the relevant regulatory bodies.
Commercial fishers would essentially
take ownership of the wider resource
and the issues pertaining directly to
the impact fishing activity has on the
environment.

crab fishery

The choking restrictions on the
Queensland mud crab fishery
SO that we don’t forget – and to
make sure the incompetence of the
Queensland ALP Government and its
fisheries management is not forgotten
more generally – I want to record
how Fisheries Queensland crucified
the commercial mud crab fishery with
quota, insinuating that the stocks were
not up to scratch.
We have collected literally hundreds
of photos over the years of incredible
recreational catches. We are definitely
not having a shot at recreational fishing
but simply pointing out the fact that
stocks have been very healthy for a
long time, so an explanation is needed
from Fisheries Queensland as to why
they crucified the commercial mud
crab industry by issuing pitifully low
quota allocations under the fairytale
disguise that stocks were low and
needed protecting.
Photos don’t lie, so, Fisheries
Queensland, it’s about time to level
with people and reveal what the real
agenda was.
It is my understanding of quota that
there is no mechanism in legislation to
ever increase quota above what was
the original issue of the Total Allowable
Commercial Catch (TACC), despite
what we have been told pertaining to
the biomass increasing.
This glaring problem with quota
was pointed out in the EC net working
group meetings, only to be discounted.
Quota values can – and, in my
opinion will – be “dialled down”, as
we have seen in every other fishery,
but it will never go above what was
originally issued, despite the mistruths
and the “lemon” that our industry was

sold by various members of fisheries
management.
From what I am continually seeing
on social media, the crab stocks are
incredibly healthy and have been for a
very long time.
Here is a quote from one of many
Facebook sites: “8 pots. 20 minute soak.
25 crabs all up, 2 at 149 and released. 6
in the box and 3 floaters thrown back.
Pretty good for 20 minutes”.
Here’s another quote: “Nice, 25 crab
after a 24 hour soak. This was 2 boats
and 16 pots worth so all legal boys”.
And another quote “Not too bad for a
morning soak! First trap had a 1.5m nurse
shark in it – crabs must’ve escaped. Pots
then went 6, 4, 3. 13 legal crabs for a
morning soak from 3 out of 4 pots”.
Fisheries Queensland managers need
to start explaining why they have placed
the pitifully low quota restrictions on
the mud crab fishery when the stocks
were already extremely healthy and
are there to be harvested and supplied
to the community?
This is more than just
mismanagement: Minister Furner
continually uses the tag line – we
need to protect our fisheries for our
kids and grandkids. We know who is
being protected and it’s definitely not
industry, not the public’s access to
seafood and not food security.
World class fisheries management?
Not even bloody close!
Shane Snow
Vice President
QSIA

Stirling Peverell
Director
Tasthala Pty Ltd

A recreational catch of mud crabs.
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fisheries science

A conversation with Dr Peter Ridd
RACHAEL CRUWYS of GSM Australia
spoke with Dr Peter Ridd and some
extracts from that conversation are
reported in this article. (Dr Ridd’s
responses are provided in italics.)
1. The public’s connection to and
trust of science
It’s taken a long time. Now, we’ve got
to distinguish between science, scientists
and science institutions, Science, almost
by definition, is trustworthy. If it’s gone
through the processes of checking and
replication, it will be pretty trustworthy.
But that’s very different to trusting the
science, whatever that is, is very different
to trusting a scientist or a science
institution.
And I think in the last, you know, 60
years, we’ve gone from a society almost
trusting virtually anybody in a white
lab coat or claiming they’re scientists
or, you know, almost totally to a point
where now a very significant fraction
of the population has at least some
reservations when a science institution
says something.

And that particularly applies to
agricultural or environmental issues,
where I think that they, they do believe
there’s a degree of exaggeration going on,
and people are claiming something that
is science, when actually it isn’t.
2. Scientists and policy making
I think it’s evolved over the last 30
years. And that’s disingenuous for most
scientists to claim: “Oh, we’re just
the scientists, so we don’t set policy.”
They do, you actually see it in papers,
you actually see it written all the time.
“We’ve got to do something about
climate change, the Reef. We’ve got to
do something about the fertiliser coming
off the farms.” And, of course, they hold
politicians and managers to ransom
because if the scientists who we are all
told, almost like God, that we have to
believe them, if they are saying that this
is what needs to be done.
It’s a very, very brave politician that
will then stand up and say: “No, we’re
not going to believe this SRA model on
fisheries, because it’s actually a joke, and
it isn’t science, right?”
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There’s no way a politician is going to
be able to stand up and say that because
the media will come down on them like a
ton of bricks and the scientists know that
and then they will claim disingenuously to
you (and I’ve heard that again and again
and again): “Oh, we are just scientists;
the managers, you know, set the policy.”
That is just not what actually is going on.
3. Retraction of a scientific paper
(See an article by Max Mossler
titled “Retraction of flawed MPA
study implicates larger problems
in MPA science” – https://
sustainablefisheries-uw.org/flawedmpa-science-retracted/)
It is a big deal but it almost never
happens. So, the amount of dodgy
science that’s retracted is only 1 per cent
of the amount of dodgy science. Now,
you mentioned peer review just before,
right? As though peer review is some sort
of significant quality assurance. It’s not
right. When checks are made on peerreviewed literature, it’s found to be wrong
about 50 per cent of the time. There’s
just been a big study published about
cancer research just this week, checking
peer-reviewed – really supposedly solid
peer-reviewed cancer research – used to
try to find new cancer drugs and the rest
of it, and more than half of it was wrong.
And there was another almost equal

Authority know this. I’ve been at them
to publish something to say this is wrong.
They refuse to do it. And this is utterly
typical. It’s unusual for dodgy science to
be retracted. And I’m very surprised they
did in that case, but it’s good that they
did in the case that you’re talking about.
4. Fisheries Queensland and the use
of science

Dr Peter Ridd.

amount where they weren’t even able
to check it because the reporting of
the science was so slack that it was
impossible to even replicate it, though
about half of the peer reviewed literature
is wrong, but it doesn’t get retracted.
It’s only if something’s been done
really, really, really badly, and people go
for it, or it’s found to be fraudulent, that
stuff gets retracted.
So, for example, I’ve been able to get
a paper retracted, which claims that
coal dust blowing off the Hay Point coal
loading terminals is damaging the Great
Barrier Reef, and there’s a 3,000 per cent
error in that – yes, 3,000 per cent. And
the people who’ve done it, the Australian
Institute of Marine Science know it.
The Great Barrier Reef Marine Park

Where to from
here?
F O L LO W I N G o n f r o m t h e s e
comments from Dr Peter Ridd, it’s fair
to ask “Where to from here?”
No-one disputes that science
should be a foundational part of policy
making across commercial fisheries. It
would be disingenuous to argue that
hundreds if not thousands of hours of
work from our fisheries scientists are
flawed.

You said we should trust the scientific
method, and, absolutely, we should. But
the institutions are not using the scientific
method that they are pretending to use.
And, under that guise, they’re doing all
sorts of ideological things, because they
just don’t like the idea of anybody fishing,
especially around the Great Barrier Reef
but in other parts of Australia, too. And
they would much rather we rape and
pillage Thailand and various other places.
So, you should totally not trust
the management. They have shown
themselves to be again and again on
fisheries on the Great Barry Reef, on
the Murray Darling, on vegetation
management, you name it, when it
comes to these environmental issues,
they have shown themselves to be utterly
untrustworthy and pretending to be
science-based when they’re not.
That’s the thing I’m after. I want to
force these people to do what they say
they’re doing, which is actually to use the
scientific method, which we all agree is
the only way to go.
5. Peer Review and the Spanish
Mackerel Fishery: assuming a
If a commercial fisherman caught
on Spanish mackerel on a given fishing
day, it was counted as an entire fishing
day for the purposes of effort in the
fishery.
It has been said many times, and
well worth repeating here – you could
drive a truck through the flaws in the
Spanish mackerel fishery modelling
and it is telling that the department has
not funded multiple peer reviews.

pure peer review would not have
monetary exchange in that process.
For the journal process, that is always
true, but it’s not necessarily true for
review of government reports: they can
be paid for, and I’m not terribly opposed
to them being paid for, because they are
probably more likely to be done well.
The problem is, who do you send it to?
And how many people do you send it to?
And do you send it to somebody who is
acceptable to the industry involved. You
see, that’s the point that you should be
able to say to the government, well send
it to Walter Stark or send it to some
other fisheries guy that you would trust
to do the right thing.
And maybe there’s two or three peer
reviews done and that’s actually the best
way: you don’t just have one person. And
then you can have an argument when
they’ll probably disagree on certain
things. But so I wouldn’t be too worried
of being paid. But I wouldn’t mind betting
that they have sent it to the normal
crowd. I mean, that’s what happened
for the Great Barrier Reef report: they
just sent it to their mates, to be peer
reviewed. A couple of the people had, in
that review, they had 50 papers of their
own, was cited in this report, so they
weren’t independent at all. So, I think
that it just needs to be done better. It
needs to be done more rigorously that
review but being paid is actually not
necessarily a bad thing.
1. How did this happen in a quota
managed fishery?
2. Will impacted businesses be
compensated for their loss of
income?
3. Do you take any responsibility for
the debacle that is the management
of this fishery?
You won’t answer, so here’s my
guess:

Imagine if industry could source
a peer reviewer and he or she
fully assessed the data sources and
limitations of the existing Spanish
mackerel (SM) stock assessment.
We might be having a very different
conversation.

1. 1) No idea.
2. 2) The State ALP Government
does not interfere in the market.
3. 3) This is why we have the reform
process, so our children and
grandchildren will have more
imported and farmed seafood to
choose from.

Let’s use the Spanish Mackerel
(SM) fishery as an example and some
concerns for consideration:

Commercial fishers could be looking
at a 70 to 90 per cent devaluation in
their SM quota holdings or, put another
way, an unviable business. Never mind
the impact on post-harvest businesses.

You can access a podcast with
more material here: https://www.
buzzsprout.com/1872768/9866088episode-2_a-conversation-with-drpeter-ridd

No data sourced from Green Zones
in the GBR; and

So, my message on behalf of my
industry to Minister Furner is simple:

Eric Perez
CEO
QSIA

The issue for commercial,
recreational and charter fishers as well
as the post-harvest sector (retailers,
wholesalers and processors) when it
comes to poor science is poor policy
making.
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seafood AWARDS

North Queensland marketers named
State’s best seafood businesses
TWO North Queensland seafood
marketers have been named the best
seafood businesses in the State.
Debbie’s Seafood and Malanda
Seafood were named the best large
and small seafood industry businesses
respectively at the awards night hosted
by the Queensland Seafood Marketers
Association in March.
Queensland Seafood featured
Debbie’s Seafood in an article last year
(Edition 2021 / 3) but, in brief, the
business that is today Debbie’s Seafood
– a seafood retailer based in Mackay,
Queensland – is a family-owned and
operated company established in 1990
by then net-fishers Mark and Debbie
Ahern.
Over the last three decades, the
business has grown and diversified.
What commenced as a fisherman
catching local product and his wife
selling it from a van by the roadside or
at local markets has become a seafood
catching, processing, wholesaling
and retail business, plus a restaurant,
employing 25 staff and serving tens of
thousands of customers in Mackay and
the inland coalfield towns.

wide selection of fresh, local seafood
available.
They buy seafood from other ports
along the Queensland coast and also
lease licences and quota to other
fishers who supply Debbie’s Seafood.
This has been necessary to keep pace
with the growing demand for fresh,
local seafood.
Covid -19 has challenged operations
of the business over the last two years,
however, Debbie’s Seafood has been
able to keep all its dedicated staff in
their jobs, plus adjust how product is
supplied to the public when required.
After receiving the award, Debbie
said she particularly wanted to say “A
big ‘Thank-you’ to our fishermen – this
would not be possible without their
wonderful products.
“Our staff go beyond our expectations
every single day and certainly make our

When Debbie began selling Mark’s
catches direct to the public – a novel
approach for a fishing family in the
early 1990s – she quickly established
a reputation as a quality supplier of
seafood. This reputation has been
enhanced over the years and is the
foundation of the business’ continuing
success.
In 2005, Debbie’s Seafood
established a retail and processing
facility, and had assembled a fleet
of modern, well fitted-out mobile
seafood trucks to reach the mining
communities in centres like Moranbah,
200km west of Mackay.
In 2016, the business again
significantly expanded, adding a dine-in
and takeaway fish and chip café.
In 2021, Mark and Debbie passed
on the baton to their daughter Natalie
and son in law Craig. The secondgeneration business now has 25
employees. Mark has returned to
fishing again (especially reef-fishing on
the 10-metre planning-hull boat, the
Kylee Ann, and a 6.2-metre boat fitted
with a net reel for inshore fishing) to
ensure their loyal customers have a

Award-winners Debbie and Mark Ahern.
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life easier. Of course, we want to thank
our loyal customers for their support,
and I know those customers are also
appreciative of our terrific, hardworking staff and fishermen.”
For more information, go to: https://
debbiesseafood.com.au/
Malanda Seafood
Karen Miller, part-owner of Malanda
Seafood, told her local Atherton
Tableland newspaper, The Express, that
she and husband Mark Gray decided to
open a seafood shop 10 years ago.
It all began with Mark’s passion for
fishing seeing them provide seafood
to their friends and others at events.
Word of mouth quickly spread,
growing their reputation for providing
quality seafood and, after Karen drove
past an empty Malanda shopfront 10
years ago, the decision was made to
open Malanda Seafood.
“I entered back into the workforce
as an accounts officer and just went
‘Yeah, no, this is not where I want to
be’,” Karen told the newspaper.
“I drove past this empty shop and
just envisioned what it could be and
created it.

ADVOCACY

It’s vital that you
support your
industry body
WE are out there fighting for industry
constantly to keep all of us fishing.
I would ask anyone that is not a
member of a representative association
to consider joining.
We NEED all the memberships that
we can get – whether you consider
joining us in QSIA or one of the other
associations, please spare a thought for
those of us that work relentlessly, day
in, and day out, for industry for free
while still trying to operate our own
fishing businesses.
The only way we will beat this
madness of fishing “reform” is by
strength in numbers.
It is vital that people in the seafood
industry support industry organisations
advocating on your behalf.
For membership information, please
contact our office at eo@qsia.com.au
or you can access a form at https://qsia.
com.au/membership/

Karen Miller from Malanda Seafood, judged our best small business.

“We were already supplying seafood
to our own contacts, to their friends,
and their staff parties, then their
neighbours … It just snowballed.
“We are a small business but we
have had a big impact in town. We are
proud of the seafood we supply and
the response from customers has been
terrific.”
Karen said that, since starting their
business, customer feedback has
always been positive – however, to win
this award shows the service Malanda
Seafood provides is top-level.
She said that, in order to be
nominated for the award, Malanda
Seafood needed to be employing fewer
than 10 fulltime staff, demonstrate
business growth, innovation, excellence
in product, service and marketing and
contribute towards a positive public
profile for the seafood industry.
Karen said she attributes their shop’s
success to their quality control and
focus on locals. With Mark having 32
years’ experience in fishing, he is “on
deck” himself to ensure the seafood
they catch is of the highest quality.
Mark works both in the Gulf of

Carpentaria and on the east coast,
catching fish for the shop.

Shane Snow
Vice President
QSIA

“We maintain quality by staying with
the same suppliers that share our same
ethics,” she said.
“One of our points of difference is
that Mark is actually catching product
himself, so there’s that level of quality
control.
“Our son has been fishing with
his dad since he was probably seven.
He’s now fishing with his dad this year
as well, third-generation, and two
daughters work with us as well, so it’s
a real family business.
“We’ve always said we’re reef
guardian fishers, we’re there for the
sustainability, we’re not just there for
the short term.”
Karen said while winning the award
was great for the business, it was also
a great tribute to the town that has
supported Malanda Seafood over the
years.
For more information, go to: https://
www.facebook.com/MalandaSeafood/
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Here’s a book you need to buy
ONCE each decade or so, a book
comes along that every fisherman has
to buy and read.
For me, as an angler, they have
included Fish and Fisheries of Australia
by T.C. Roughley, Great Fishing with
Lures by Vic McCristal and Big Fish and
Blue Water by Peter Goadby.
Now, there’s another one, and not
just for anglers but for all professional
fishermen as well: Fishing in the Good
Old Days by Bob Kearney.
The central theme of this book is
revealed when you add the sub-title:
Was It Really Better?
Professor Bob Kearney’s “good old
days” date back to 1960, when he was
a kid at Kingscliff in far northern NSW,
targeting jewfish in particular.
He caught heaps, something you
can’t do now. But the question on the
front cover of this book isn’t so easily
answered.
Dr Bob Kearney is in perhaps a
unique position to resolve it, though,
no matter how complex the equation.
In his continuing career, he has been
a recreational angler, commercial
fisherman, researcher, fisheries
manager and university academic.
His first lessons began with his
Dad’s fishing tales and progressed to
targeting tailor, bream, snapper and
especially jewfish, or mulloway, off
the rocks near the mouth of Cudgen
Creek at Kingscliff.
The book is worth the purchase
price just for its nostalgic recollection
of fishing stories alone. Bob Kearney
has crossed paths with some great fish
and some fascinating fishermen. He
discusses both with a good-humoured
tone and (mostly) a distinct fondness
for his fellow human beings.
However, it is far, far more than just
a collection of fishing yarns.
Fascinated by fish and the sea from
an early age, he went on to do a degree
at the University of New England and
a PhD at the University of Queensland
(an education partly funded by
taxpayers and partly by the sale of fish
caught in and around Kingscliff).
He has gone on to establish and

then head the world’s largest and most
successful international tuna research
program, chair the World Fish Centre,
become Professor of Environmental
Sciences at the University of Canberra
(UC), and serve on the boards of
various fisheries authorities (including
AFMA and the FRDC), cooperative
research centres and Commonwealth
environmental research and advisory
committees (including the Threatened
Species Scientific Committee).
He is currently Emeritus Professor of
Fisheries Management at the Institute
for Applied Ecology at UC.
Amongst the probably 150,000
words in this book, Bob Kearney has
many kind ones for commercial fishing
- not surprising for someone who was
a professional fisherman in his teens
and a fisheries manager later in life.
He particularly recognises the health
benefits of seafood, from its key role
in our evolution as humans in Africa
to its curative and antidote benefits in
today’s fast-paced, fast-food world.
One of his concluding statements –
and this applies as much to commercial
fishermen as to anglers – expresses
a hope that government actions will
progress from pursuit of “ecosystembased fisheries management” to more
holistic and balanced ecosystembased protection, including effective
management of all threats to marine
ecosystems.
“Such total management logically
must be underpinned by evidencebased identification and prioritisation
of the key threats.
“The effectiveness of the recreational
fishing lobby’s contribution to the
pursuit of this goal will be influenced
greatly by the evidence-based
reputation of fishers as responsible
custodians of the ecosystem they
impact. The status of the stocks of the
species they catch will be the obvious
first benchmark.”
And you could say “Ditto” for
commercial fishermen.
So, back to the central question: was
fishing better in the good old days?
Almost 300 pages of text is dedicated
to putting that question in context
and providing carefully considered
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insights, something Bob Kearney is in a
genuinely unique position to do.
Let me resort to the summary on
the book’s back-cover “blurb”.
“Kearney … addresses a serious
question: Is the holistic experience of
fishing for fun, now, truly not as good
as it was in the 1960s?
“Of course, this question rests on
many others about recreational and
commercial fishing practices, fisheries
management, coastal and marine
conservation, and the impact of the
terrestrial world, including through
human population growth and climate
change.
“With a grasp of the scientific
research as acute as his ear for the
anglers’ voices of his youth, Kearney
demonstrates that the answer to this
question is far from straightforward.”
Is fishing as good now for individual
anglers as it was in the 1960s? You
don’t have to be a fisheries professor
to answer that: no, of course it’s not –
not if you are talking about the average
size of individual catches.
Just talk to anyone who fished
somewhere like Fraser Island in the
1960s, back before everyone had a
four-wheel-drive vehicle. Compared
with now, catches for the average
angler then were spectacularly better.
But, even today, Bob Kearney
still manages to extract reasonable
quantities of big whiting on light line
from shallow water on the southern
side of Sydney city, and a quick flick
through any angling magazine will show
plenty of impressive fish are still getting
caught right round Australia.
Can it be better, despite our growing

population and human migration to
regional Australia, particularly the
coastal regions? Yes, it can, and Bob
Kearney explains how.
Could, and should, commercial
fishermen continue to operate in those
same waters, often chasing the same
popular species? Yes, absolutely, and
again he explains how, and why.
Virtually all commercial fishermen –
no matter how remote from civilisation
you might work – and seafood
marketers as well will find yourself
debating the future of commercial
and recreational fishing at some time
with anglers at the ramp or family and
friends at a barbecue.
This book will arm you with wellresearched, scientific, insightful
arguments to make in defence of our
industry. Don’t buy just one copy, buy
two: one for you and one for the next
person you have that discussion with. It
will get them thinking.
The book has been published by
Melbourne University Press. The
recommended retail price is $34.99. It
is available at a number of bookseller
sites online. For more information,
Google the title or go to: https://
www.mup.com.au/books/fishingin-the-good-old-days-paperbacksoftback#:~:text=In%20Fishing%20
in%20the%20Good,the%20
ones%20that%20got%20away
Martin Bowerman

PUBLICATIONS

ABARES report on
value of fishing
THE Federal Government’s Australian
Bureau of Agricultural & Resource
Economics & Sciences has released its
latest report on the value of fisheries
and aquaculture production.

Price rises in 2021–22 are attributed
to demand growth for seafood
products after the steady reopening of
economies, and rising input costs for
fisheries and aquaculture operations as
a result of continuing disruptions caused
by the COVID-19 pandemic.Prices
for traded salmonids are expected to
remain high for the remainder of 2021–
22 then fall to trend levels in 2022–23.
To read the full report, Australian
fisheries and aquaculture outlook,
Google “ABARES fish outlook”.

Infrastructure in
regions examined
THE Federal Government organisation
Infrastructure Australia has produced
its first-ever report on regional
infrastructure.
It is divided on a State-by-State basis,
and fishing and seafood get a mention.

For example, in discussing Tropical
North Queensland, the report says:
“The Tropical North region benefits
from a strong agricultural sector, with
considerable outputs in a diverse range
of fruits, vegetables, dairy, horticulture
and livestock.
“Growing international demand for
seafood and aquaculture is expected to
support the expansion of local fishing
businesses, with the establishment of a
Regional Trade Distribution Centre in
Cairns to boost access to international
markets for the region’s seafood and
agricultural produce.”
The report is called 2022 Regional
Strengths and Infrastructure Gaps, and it
was published in March.
To access a copy online, go to:
https://www.infrastructureaustralia.
gov.au/publications/2022-regionalstrengths-and-infrastructure-gaps

boats & gear

Nautical Supplies opens in Cairns
NAUTICAL Supplies has opened for
business in Cairns.
The premises is located at 12-16
Liberty Street, Portsmith and has been
trading since February.

fishing vessels in the NT, supplying and
installing marine electronics such as
JRC sounders, radar, various marine
antennas, etcetera, and we will carry
across that knowledge to Cairns.”

A spokesperson described Nautical
Supplies as a procurement solutions
partner for commercial marine,
offshore oil and gas and defence, while
also offering a good range for boaters
and sailors.

Nautical Supplies is also the exclusive
Swift Marine Rigid Inflatable Boat
distributor for Darwin and Cairns, and
has a large range of brands available
from Zipwake and Ronstan, to Fuel
Doctor, Altex paints and Plastimo life
rafts.

”Our Darwin branch has long
relationships with local commercial

Also, life raft and life jacket servicing
is available on site.

ABARES says the gross value of
production (GVP) is forecast to recover
strongly in 2021-22, growing by 10 per
cent to $3.55 billion, the highest level
achieved since 2002–03.
It says strong growth in 2021-22 has
been driven mainly by unanticipated
strong growth in the prices of farmed
salmonids (salmon and trout), edible
oyster product, and farmed and wildcaught prawn product.
Prices for salmonids are expected to
grow by 37 per cent. prices for prawns
are expected to grow by 10 per cent
and prices for oysters are expected to
grow by 3 per cent in 2021–22.

Nautical Supplies is now and up and running in Portsmith.
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Vessel tracking, three years in ...
WHEN I submitted my first complaint
to Fisheries Queensland about vessel
tracking, I was focussed on lack of
impact assessment and the way
industry’s requests had been ignored.
After putting in a Right to
Information request, I had learnt that,
while a Preliminary Impact Assessment
had been done, it was not followed
up with the recommended economic
assessments to see if small-scale fishers
could afford to pay.
I believed this to be unfair and, when
I got an inadequate response from
Fisheries Queensland, I forwarded
my complaint to the Queensland
Ombudsman.
Little did I know that many
other fishers were doing the
exact same thing and, from there,
the Ombudsman ran a two-year
investigation that not only resulted
in 33 overarching recommendations
to Fisheries Queensland about their
poor administrative processes but also
brought together a bunch of fishermen
from all over Queensland that has
resulted in an alliance that I can only
describe as “Many heads are better
than one.”
Three years on, my family has had a
50 per cent failure rate on yb3i units.
We have lost time and income. But
what have we gained? Nothing. There
are no benefits of vessel tracking for us.
Here are a few more things I have
learnt in the last three years.
That the Queensland Cabinet had

exempted the regulation from impact
assessment in a closed-door Cabinet
meeting (which, incidentally, was the
same time they exempted the entire
reform – quotas, zones and harvest
strategies – from impact assessments
as well).
Fisheries Queensland had made an
“error” in the Explanatory Note (a
document that accompanies legislation
when it goes to the Parliamentary
Committees so that non-fishing people
can understand it), where instead of
saying that the Cabinet provided the
exemption for Vessel Tracking, they
said the Productivity Commission
exempted it to reduce red tape. I
alerted the Parliamentary Counsel, and
they will, apparently, correct it.

life, impacts on other boat hardware,
and technical faults.
These technical elements are not my
strong suit, but that is where having a
whole team of people working on this
helps. Again, “many heads are better
than one!”
For some, vessel tracking is not
an issue, and if that’s you, then that’s
okay. But many of us don’t need the
added cost burden in these difficult
times and resent being forced to pay
for something that did not follow a
satisfactory regulatory process and
does not provide any benefits to the
user.
I will continue to seek answers
and find ways to keep holding the
Department to account, because the
culture at Fisheries Queensland has
shown us time and again that if we
ignore poor performance, then that is
what we will continue to get.

That the “Trial” for Vessel Tracking
only had 11 participants, and five of
those didn’t even fill out the “survey”
afterwards.

If we want good and proper
regulatory processes – including proper
consultation and impact assessments –
we have to keep asking for it.

Fisheries Queensland now take
the position that vessel tracking is a
mandatory requirement for access to
our fisheries resources. I am unsure as
to why this requirement is restricted
to commercial fishers only and what
makes us different to others who
access the resource for their own
benefit.

I would implore all fishers to
become re-engaged with the fight to
get better performance from Fisheries
Queensland and the Minister, because
presently there is a handful of fishers
who keep rolling up their sleeves on
your behalf but, without numbers, the
work that is being done can only go so
far.

The regulatory framework side of
the vessel tracking is the part I have
been most involved in but there are
many other people involved, including
those on the vessel tracking working
group, who have worked tirelessly to
bring to light other concerns about
safety, contracts, polling rates, battery

Help your preferred representative
fishing group with any surveys available
and write formal complaints to the
Department when you’re not happy
with something. The squeaky wheel
gets the oil, as they say.
In summing up, I suppose my
thoughts after three years in, are that
plenty has been done, but there is
plenty still to go, and we must all do
our bit to keep pushing for change.
Thanks.
Michelle Jensen
Queensland commercial fisher

Three years of vessel tracking has just added to cost burdens.
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THE GULL

Both sides – commercial and
recreational fishermen – are proposed
to get a belting from the Queensland
Government proposals but I’ll focus
here on those for professional
fishermen.

Strength in unity
IT isn’t often that commercial and recreational fishermen get together to
fight for an issue.
It happened at the last three federal
elections, when both sides were
alarmed at proposals to massively
expand the areas right round Australia
closed to all forms of fishing by vastly
enlarged Commonwealth marine park
green zones.
Now that we have a date of May
21 for the 2022 federal election, and
pollies of all colours are hitting the
hustings, candidates for the two major
parties in particular should expect to
be quizzed about their plans for fishing
bans.
Another issue where commercial
and recreational fishermen are fighting
on the same side right now is the
Queensland Government’s proposals
to slash catches of Spanish mackerel.
Neither side can find much to like
about the Government’s current plans
– as you can read in this edition of the
magazine – and they’re especially leery
of Fisheries Queensland’s “science”
about the size of the stock.
A few years ago, everything was
fine. Now, all of a sudden, Spanish
mackerel stocks are supposed to have
crashed and in dire need of rescuing
with potentially savage catch cuts for
both commercial and recreational
fishermen.
Fishermen don’t get it. And don’t
believe it.
There is strength in unity. United,
commercial and recreational fishermen
have enormous strength and influence
with the general public. That translates
into political power.
Even though the 2024 Olympics
will be over before there’s another
Queensland State election, people
won’t forget what the Queensland
Government ends up doing on the
Spanish mackerel issue, be their final
actions good or bad.

Under the heading of “Shark
depredation”,
the
paper
says:
“Recreational and commercial fishers
in Queensland, and in other Australian
jurisdictions, are anecdotally reporting
increases in shark depredation. Shark
depredation occurs when a hooked fish
is partially or completely removed by a
shark before the catch can be retrieved
by the fisher.
“While the 2020 east coast Spanish
mackerel stock assessment did
investigate the potential effects of
shark depredation on biomass, there
is limited data on shark depredation.
Shark depredation has been identified
as a key research priority by Fisheries
Queensland and there are a number of
research projects currently underway.
“Commercial fishing for shark and
ray (including hammerhead shark) on
Queensland’s east coast is primarily
managed through a TACC, as well
as in-possession and maximum size
limits for commercial fishers who do
not hold a specific endorsement (the
‘S’ fishery symbol). Over the past five
years, the Queensland east coast shark
and ray fishery has landed, on average,
less than 25 per cent of the total TACC
for shark, suggesting there may not
be a strong market demand for shark
(commonly called flake).”
Hmmm … I reckon this is a big
issue – and an issue I will come back to
another time.

Bad or worse?
THE Queensland Government has
published a discussion paper on options for future management of Spanish
mackerel and I recommend everyone
gives it a read.
Some of their recommendations are
bad – and the other ones are worse.

The current total allowable
commercial catch (TACC) for Spanish
mackerel (SM) on the east coast is just
578 tonnes but Fisheries Queensland
says that, on average, only half has
been used or landed each year since
2004. Consequently, any revision to
the TACC will need to take this into
consideration.
The table below from the discussion
paper looks at what the Government
is speculating on cutting the TACC
back to so it can rebuild the stock from
what it’s trying to tell us the stock is
now back up to what it wants under its
own special uniquely Queensland view
of what fish stocks should be.
Under those proposals, the TACC
could be as little as 53 tonnes, which I
think has probably been put in there to
make other possible figures look more
reasonable. (What, me, cynical?)
Anyway, have a read of the discussion
paper. It will blow you away.

Black jewfish
THE seasonal ban on catching black
jewfish around Townsville must need
to be better publicised: it seems at
least one prominent fisher wasn’t
aware of it.

Watch out
WATCH out for extra fishing bans in
the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park.
Apparently there’s some bleaching this
year, caused by warmer, stiller waters
than usual, and there is nothing in the
world reef managers and politicians
can do about that. So, as people who
hate to be seen to do nothing, my bet
is they’ll go for extra fishing bans to
“increase the GBR’s resilience”. You
watch.

Depredation
IT’S interesting to see sharks get a bit
of a mention in the Queensland Government discussion paper on Spanish
mackerel.
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