SUBMISSION BY SUNFISH QUEENSLAND

GREAT SANDY REGIONAL MARINE  AQUACULTURE  PLAN
(20 October 2008)
INTRODUCTION
The contents of this submission are current at the date of submission (20 October 2008). The position of Sunfish may change after that time as a result of possible changes in circumstances in the fisheries or as a result of supplementary information.

Due to the importance of the Great Sandy region to recreational fishing, and the comments put forward in the QDPIF documentation that principles in this regional plan may be applied to other regions in Queensland, Sunfish has decided to make a submission to this regional plan. The draft of this submission has been circulated to all Sunfish members and regional bodies for input. The Fraser Coast regional branch of Sunfish has had a major input to this submission.
The comments provided by Sunfish on this plan are current as of the submission date of 20 October 2008. These comments will remain valid for six months after which Sunfish would wish to review their validity due to changes in circumstances.

The Great Sandy Marine  Park was declared on 31 August 06. At that period the Premier and  the Minister announced that this marine park would be subject to review in five years.

The aquaculture plan now put forward by QDPIF should be held back and considered as part of this review of the marine park. Issues such as lease areas for aquaculture should be considered as part of the review of the marine park.
This is yet another example of Fisheries and EPA “doing their own thing” without taking a whole of Government approach to management of the coastal zone and associated fisheries

MARINE AQUACULTURE
Marine aquaculture has had a very sorry history in Queensland. The current oyster industry in Queensland for example is not strong economically. In fact it is overrun by hobbyists and others who just want some sort of exclusive use of marine areas. The value and effectiveness of sea ranching is also highly questionable. The whole premise of allocating our precious marine areas to a highly inefficient and questionable industry is doubtful to say the least. On the other hand recreational fishing is of significant economic importance in regional areas, and is based on sustainable resources. QDPIF should be investing more resources into efficient, valuable and sustainable activities such as recreational fishing.

EXCLUSIVE ACCESS CONCERNS

A major Sunfish concern is that aquaculture operators will be able to gain exclusive or dominant use over areas already used for recreational fishing. Such instances are totally opposed.

Recreational Fishers are deeply concerned that their access to popular fishing areas is threatened by the current aquaculture proposals. The QDPIF discussion documents are loose in detail regarding the rights of recreational fishers to continue to use the large areas where they already have access.

There are shifting sand bars and banks  in the region and these are a navigation   hazard to small vessels used by recreational fishers .Surface lines are another hazard to negotiate especially at night and in rough weather. Similar remarks apply to rack aquaculture. They  will occupy prime tidal sites and are likely to cause concern, danger, and conflict with the recreational fisher.

MAP OF POPULAR FISHING LOCATIONS

Map 3 in the planning documents attempts to show the “popular fishing spots”. Whilst the spots shown are popular, MANY popular spots have been OMITTED from the map. The situation has arisen where areas proposed for aquaculture are on or very close to popular recreational fishing locations. This is totally unacceptable. Examples of popular fishing locations not shown on the QDPIF map are: Fairway Bouy, mackerel grounds off Pt Vernon, whiting grounds off Dundowran, and The Picnics.
SPECIFIC ISSUES

The benefits outlined on page 19 of the draft plan may best be described as a ill-informed.
Apart scallops this fishery makes no contribution to the supply of local or even  national sea food consumption. Most of this product is exported.
Page 17 quite clearly states that areas used for sea ranching viz beche- de- mer will be closed for harvest purposes – again another source of conflict.

QDPIF claim on P19 that these proposals will reduce the 
 pressure on wild stocks - Not quite logical as there is little or no harvest of wild stockother than scallops which are already being ranched.

At the QDPIF meeting, the presenter was asked how was wild stock going to have less pressure? Were they going to buy back commercial netting? Absolutely no was the response! These proposals are increasing the commercial fishing activity in the GSS.

As for risk assessment outlined in the Table 2, it is not credible to say that racks pose no risk to mega fauna. This is denying the obvious. Turtles and dugong are obvious mega fauna at risk with these proposals. To say that there is no risk from genetic engineering  is  probably  true   because  of  state legislation   but  genetic  selection for  disease  resistance  productive traits  poses  just as  big  a  risk  as  it  is  can  alter the  gene pool of  native  stocks  and the  literature  is  rich  with  examples. There are  other  questionable  risk  assessments  contained  in  table  2  eg  R 26 a  view  not  supported  by  the Whale Watching Industry

No  where  does the  document  deal  with  the  matter  of  bonds  for  clean-up in  the event  of  failure. The  road  for  new  innovations and  emerging industries  in  the Primary  Industry  Sector  is  littered with  the  casualties  of failed  investments. Emu  farming  Ostrich  farming  Babacos  avocado- to name a few .  Prawn  farms are  another example  where  abandoned farms can  be  a source  of  acid  sulphate  pollution   when  ponds  become  dry .In the  case  of aquaculture in  the GSS  it will  all be  on State owned  land and can   present  a  greater  risk  to  the  community  through components becoming  detached and  floating away  and  underwater  structures  a danger if  not  removed.
Another concern is the potential danger of aquaculture structures to boat navigation. 

A large bond should be required as a routine for aquaculture approvals to enable clean-ups after failed enterprises or natural disasters impacting aquaculture structures.
