Re: Draft Fisheries (Gummy and School Shark) Notice FOR CONSULTATION

tear madam | would be all for this idea without a problem
Thankyou Colin leatham I

Re: Draft Fisheries (Gummy & Schoo! Shark) Notice for your consideration

._?~

Watthew Harry
' Te © JoanneE Klemke (VFA4)

Hi,
Thank you for your emalil. It sounds reasonable to me,
Regards,
Matt H

Gummy and School Shark Notice 202¢

° 10 W JOBNTE € RIEMKE (¥ 1oy

Hi loanne,

I support the increase of shark bodies from2to5 per day.  own/operate £2 RL licence and would benefit greatly from the additional shark bodles during a time of Increasing RL lease prices.

The benefit will also be recognised through the local community and tourists, seeking fresh local seafood, without friction with the rec fishers (due to the smail quantity).
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The extra pre landing call will total 3 seperate contacts with VFA each time we come in (RL pre landing/small sale permit/gummy, school pre landing). Could the shark pre landing on the RL ficence be recognised with the IVR cafl in and numbers noted on the Dally Catch Record? This would only be untit VMS

30?) is implemented. This might help compliance efficiency, limit costs in setting up regulation for only 5 months and help fishars {especially single handed operations).

Thanks for your time and look forward to being involved in positive VFA initiatives.
Regards,

Jonathon Brocklesby

Sent from my iPhone



Re: Draft Fisheries (Gummy and School Shark) Notice for your consideration

Reply <) Replyall Fora
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Hello Joanne | Barry Kuhnell are interested and support the gummy and schaol shark increased possession limit increase and would like to apply for the licence endorsement.

Re gummy school shark endorsement for ocean access

575 Reply %9y Reply Alt ~# Forward
. Sun 5/01/202018

You replied ta this message on £/01/2620 1332 AM.

HI Joanne,
Fhave no problem with tha increase from 2 shark to 5 for an Ocean Access Licence and it will be linked to a Tac of 40 ton for Victoria.

I need to know how t will have to apply for the endorsement ta go on my Ocean Access Licencs ind any fees to do so.

1 understand that for a vessel it will require a VMS or prior reporting before landing but what about beach fishing using Rods as people would be landed already.
Also is there going to be an ongoing annual fee for the endarsement to take shark.

1 have held this Ocean Access licence since 1984 and want to be part of the shark enddrsement which will allow me to take up to 5 Shark.

Your comments would be greatly appreclated.

Can you send you comments to

1 can be contacted on my mobils

Cheers
Mirk Smith

Draft Gummy and School Shark Notice 2020

3 Reply %) Reply All Forward
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Hi Joanne,

Thanks for your informative call just now. | note that ¢ s from stakeholders have to be received by the 10th January, 2020, only four days away,

I'think the proposal put forward by VFA Involving a bl catch of 5 shark endorsement on my, and other southern rock lobster stakehoiders entitlements to be a positive move and | will certainly be applying for an endorsement when they are Issued.

Wil VFA be charging a fee for these endorsements, and can the fishers use 8 line to catch the shark? Please take into consideration the fishermen bringing in their lobster catch already have a lengthy and invalved reporting system to contend with before they arrive in port with their catch and therefare the t
catch of shark should be handled by the VFA representatives at docking time, rather than the fishermen having to report to the Commonwealth arm as well. This would become too difficult to handle given the time involved In reporting to two different fisheries.

Yours sincerely,

Susan Peardon



5 Gummy shark comment.
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Dear Dr Klemke
I'am an OFAL holder and did not recelve a copy of the Draft Fisherles (Gummy and Schoot Shark) Notice, however | did manage to secure a copy from another OAFL holder and are hereby putting forward my comments regarding this proposed Fisheries Notice,

Blg question...... Why?

‘Why have a fisheries notice for this? It is covered in the new regulations. :

The VFA gives part of something back to commercial fishermen which they should never have lost in the first place and then make them jump through hoops for it.

There Is in excess of 800,000 licensed recreational fishers who can catch two shark each per day, this adds up to a potentla! dally catch of over 1,600,000 (one point six million) sharks per day. The commerclal sector has around 250 licences, which would have a potential catch of 1250
sharks per day. So before the VFA put unnecessary, ridiculous and mostly unworkable pricr reporting and endorsement requirements onto the insignificant commercisl sector, the VFA needs to get control of the unreported recreational catch, For sure most of the 800,000+ recreational’
won't be out fishing at ance, but nelther will all tha commerclal fishers. Probably fooking at 20 to 30 active licenses a couple of days per week. The commercial catch is so Insignificant, especially compared to the recreational catch its an embarrassment to the state of Victorta and this
proposed Fisheries Notice is an embarrassment to the VFA.

Exceeding catch limits by commerclal operators has never been a much of a problem in the past. All operators know the penaltles for exceeding catch limits, so are very unlikely to risk thelr fishing licenses and livelihoods for such little gains, Continued random checks by enforcement
officers will certainly keep commercial fishermen on the straight and narrow.

How about the VFA stop backing up the recreational sector at the expense of the commercial sector. The 5.9 million other people in Victoria who don't fish recreationally might like to have access to fresh fish too.

Also, as | intend to be hook and net fishing for scalefish from a 6 meter boat very soon, | will be faced with the problem of being perhaps only ten minutes from the wharf. So if | make a late decision to head in, due to bad weather or personal reasons, | will be faced with an almost two hi
walt before | can land my 5 Gummy shark. This means § will have to float around in the harbour for almost two hours, not to mention trying to send a prior report when my hands and every thing could be wet and slimy and { am busy trying sort my gear out etc. A VMS may not cost muct
but the $600 + service fee plus license fee, boat rego etc per year Is a lot for part time and semi retired fishermen.

This Fisheries notice is ridiculous. Just increase the number from 2 to 5 and ieave it go.

Sincerely
Daryl! Stewart
OFAL License holder and often dissatisfied (with the VFA) fisherman



Forwarded message
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Dear Dr Klemke

Comments regarding 5 gummy shark proposed Fisheries Notice Fish,

Blg question...... Why?

Why have a fisheries notice for this? It Is covered in the new regulations.

The VFA glves part of something back to commercial fishermen which they should never have lost in the first place and then make them jump through hoops for it.

There is in excess of 800,000 licensed recreational fishers who can catch two shark each per day, this adds up to a patential daily catch of aver 1,600,000 (one point six million) sharks per day. The commerciat sector hes around 250 licences, which would have a potential catch of :
sharks per day. So before the VFA put unnecessary, ridiculous and mastly unworkable prior reporting and endorsement requirements onto the insignificant commercial sector, the VFA needs to get cantrol of the unreported recreational catch. For sure most of the 800,000+ recre
won't be out fishing at once, but neither will all the commercial fishers. Probably looking at 20 to 30 active licenses a couple of days per week. The commercial catch is so insignificant, especially compared to the recreational catch its an embarrassment to the state of Victoria and
proposed Fisheries Notice is an embarrassment to the VFA.

Exceeding catch limits by commercial operators has never been a much of a problem in the past. All operators know the penalties for exceeding catch limits, so are very unlikely to risk their fishing licenses and livelihoods for such little gains. Continued random checks by enforcer
‘officers will certainly keep commercial fishermen on the straight and narrow.

How about the VFA stop backing up the recreational sactor at the expense of the commerclal sector. The 5.9 million other people In Victorla who don't fish recreationally might like to have access to fresh fish too.

Also, as | am hook and net fishing for scalefish from a 6 meter boat, | will be faced with the problem of being perhaps only ten minutes from the wharf. So If 1 make a late decision to head in, due to bad weather or personal reasons, | will be faced with an almost two haur wait bef
land my 5 Gummy shark. This means i will have to float around in the harbour for almost two hours, not to mention trying to send a prior report when my hands and every thing could be wet and slimy and | am busy trying sort my gear out etc, A VMS may not cost much, but the !
service fee plus license fee, boat rego etc per year is a lot for part time and semi retired fishermen.

This Fisherles notice is ridiculous. Just increase the number from 2 to 5 and leave it go.

Sincerely
Joe Booth
OFAL License holder.

Comment on Draft Fishery Notice

<4 Reply  Repty All Forward
1 Jeanne t Kiemke (vha Thu 9/01/2020 10

My name is Wayne Gallop and | am the owner/operator of trawl licenc: loperate between Lakes Entrance and Apollo Bay and I prawn trawl for 6 months and fish trawl the other § months of the year targeting actopus and other unlimited species.
f am writing in regards to the letter | received dated the 20th December 2019.
1am In agreeance with the increased landing of gummy and school shark. However, instead of going from 2 bodles to 5 bodles 1 would like to see it increased to a 50kg trip limit with no reporting as trip limits work fine with other species such as flathead and whiting.

My reascn not wanting a shark body limit Is that { feel that it may lead to fishers possibly upgrading and/or targeting then retaining and landing the 5 largest sharks caught which are malnly large females which are often full of pups.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Regards,
Wayne Gaflop

Sent from my iPhone



Gummy propasal 2020
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To whom it may concern,

We wish to comment on the proposed fisheries Gummy school shark notice 2020.

Instead of the proposed agreement of only being able to keep 5 bodies of shark the limit should be reinstated to what it was at 50kg, This will then stop any higher grading that could possibly occur.

We also feel victimised in regards to having to report in before landing or have a vis on board. If we have to report what we are catching why dor’t recreationat anglers have to as well, it seems the commerciat fishing sector is being treated like criminals and can’t be trusted yet we are the ones that want and n
a sustainable industry.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

If you require any further Information or clarification fee! free to contact me.

Kind Regards
Raymond Butcher

Get Dutlook for 105

RE: Draft Fisheries (Gummy 8 School Shark) Notice for your consideration

“ Reply €y Reply Al > Forward

Hi lo,
Thanks for the opportunity to provide comment on this,

Clearly, all eligible licence holders welcome this oppartunity to increase the take of shark from 2 to 5 per trip and we thank the VFA for the efforts made to bring the implementation of this to frultion,

From a VRLA perspective, the 6nly concerns that I'have had raised relate to the pre reporting requirements, as follows;

1) if not using VMS it would be helpful that any pre-reporting requirement is integrated into the existing Lobster {VR reporting system {ie Is not s completel ystem / process)

Y ¥

2) With regard to the timing for pre-reporting, it would make sense to align that with existing pre-reporting requirements where there are some exceptions in being able to prior enly half an hour (rather than 2 hours) before entering port between certain hours (eg at Apollo Bay).
Thanks again,

Markus Nofle
President, VRLA



Shark notice
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1 1f there afe problams with how this message is displayed, click here to view it in a veb browser,

Daar Dr Klemke
1am an OFAL holder and did not receive & copy of the Draft Fisherles (Gummy and School Shark) Notice, however | did manage to secure a copy from another OAFL holder and are hereby putting forward my comments regarding this proposed Fisheries Notice.

Big question...... Why?

Why have a fisheries notice for this? It is covered in the new regulations. )

The VFA gives part of something back to commercial fishermen which they should never have lost in the first place and then make them jump through hoops for it.

There Is in excess of 800,000 licensed recreational fishers who can catch two shark each per day, this adds up to a potential dally catch of over 1,600,000 (one point six million} sharks per day. The commercial sector has around 250 licences, which would have a potential catch
of 1250 sharks per day. So before the VFA put unnecessary, ridiculous and mostly unworkable pricr reporting and endorsement requirements onto the insignificant commerctal sector, the VFA needs to get control of the unreported recreational catch. For sure most of the
800,000+ recreational’s won't be out fishing at once, but neither will all the commercial flshers. Probably looking at 20 to 30 active licenses a couple of days per week. The commercial catch is so insignificant, especially compared to the recreational catch its an embarrassment
1o the state of Victorla and this proposed Fisheries Notice is an embarrassment to the VFA.

Exceeding catch limits by commercial operators has never been a much of a problem In the past. All operators know the penalties for exceeding catch limits, so are very unlikely to risk their fishing licenses and tivellhoods for such little gains. Continued random checks by
enforcement officers will certainly keep commercial fishermen on the streight and narrow. o

How about the VFA stop backing up the recreational sector at the expense of the commertlal sector. The 5.9 million other people in Victoria who don't fish recreationally might like to have access to fresh fish too.

Also, as | intend to be hook and net fishing for scalefish fram a 6 meter boat very soon, 1 will be faced with the problem of belng perhaps only tan minutes from the wharf. So if | make a late decision to head in, due to bad weather or personal reasons, | will be faced with an
almost two hour wait before | can land my 5 Gummy shark. This means | will have to float around in the harbour for almost two hours, not to mention trying to send a prior report when my hands and every thing could be wet and slimy and | am busy trying sort my gear out
etc. A VMS may not cost much, but the $600 + service fee plus license fee, boat rego etc per year is a lot for part time and semi retired fishermen.

This Fisherles notice 1s ridiculous. Just increase the number from 2 to 5 and leave it go.

Sincerely Willlam ¢ carr
OFAL License holder and often dissatisfied (with the VFA} fisherman
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if thare are prooeems witn now T mesiage 1t avplayed, ciick hare to wiew it in a web brovwser,

Hello Joanne,

My name is Lynette, | am sending this on behalf of Don Jacobson from my computer as he is having issues with his computer. You can verify this by calling Don on his mobile number at the end of the message.

! Don Jacobson endorse the comments made by Daryl Stewart.
| am an Ocean Access Licence Holder

Dear Dr Klemke
lam an OFAL holder and did not receive a copy of the Draft Fisheries {(Gummy and School Shark) Notice, however | did manage to secure a copy from another OAFL holder and are hereby putting forward my comments regarding this proposed Fisheries Notice.

Big question...... Why?

Why have a fisheries notice for this? it is covered In the new regulations.

The VFA glves part of something back to commercial fishermen which they should never have lost in the first place and then make them jump through hoops for it.

There is in excess of 800,000 ficensed recreational fishers who can catch two shark each per day, this adds up to a potential dally catch of aver 1,600,000 {one point six million) sharks per day. The commercial sector has around 250 licences, which would have a potential catch of
1250 sharks per day. So before the VFA put unnecessary, ridiculous and mostly unworkable prior reporting and endorsement requirements onto the insignificant commerclal sector, the VFA needs to get control of the unreported recreational catch. For sure most of the 800,000+
recreational’s won't be out flshing at once, but nelther will all the commerclal fishers. Prabably looking at 20 to 30 active licenses a couple of days per week. The commercial catch is so insignificant, especlally compared to the recreational catch ks an embarrassment to the state o
Victoria and this proposed Fisharles Notice is an embarrassment to the VFA.

Exceeding catch limits by commercial operators has never been a much of a problem in the past. All operators know the penalties for exceeding catch limits, so are very unlikely to risk thelr fishing licenses and livelihoods for such little galns. Continued random checks by
enforcement officers will certeinly keep commercial fishermen on the straight and narrow.

How about the VFA stop backing up the recreatlonal sector at the expense of the commerclal sector. The 5.9 milllon other people In Victorla who don't fish recreationally might llke to have access to fresh fish too,

Also, as | intend to be hook and net fishing for scalefish from a 6 meter boat very soon, | will be faced with the problem of being perhaps only ten minutes from the wharf. So if | make a late decision to head in, due to bad weather or personal reasons, | will be faced with an almost
two hour wait before | can fand my 5 Gummy shark. This means | will have to float around in the harbour for almost two hours, not ta mention trying to send a prior report when my hands and every thing could be wet and slimy and | am busy trying sart my gear out ete. A VMS m

not cost much, but the $600 + service fee plus license fee, boat rego etc per year is a ot for part time and semi retired fishermen.
This Fisheries notice is ridiculous. Just increase the number from 2 to 5 and leave it go.

Kind Regsards Don Jacobson

Daryl Stewart’s comments

Reply > Repty All -% Forward
G W JUATINE T NEMKE (VEA)

HiJoanne, just on Daryl Stewart’s comments, he makes very good pints ,the vfa does nothing to support fishermen only suppress ,and put added pressure on what is a very physical and Iy d g profession. Vfa needs to rethink its attitude towards prafessional fishermen and there endeavours. Wi
thanks terry pitt o

Sent from my iPad



Dear Dr Klemke

I am an OFAL holder and did not receive a copy of the Draft Fisheries (Gummy and School
Shark) Notice, however | did manage to secure a copy from another OAFL holder and are
hereby putting forward my comments regarding this proposed Fisheries Notice.

Big question...... Why?
Why have a fisheries notice for this? It is covered in the new regulations.

The VFA gives part of something back to commercial fishermen which they should never
have lost in the first place and then make them jump through hoops for it.

There is in excess of 800,000 licensed recreational fishers who can catch two shark each per
day, this adds up to a potential daily catch of over 1,600,000 (one point six million) sharks
per day. The commercial sector has around 250 licences, which would have a potential catch
of 1250 sharks per day. So before the VFA put unnecessary, ridiculous and mostly
unworkable prior reporting and endorsement requirements onto the insignificant
commercial sector, the VFA needs to get control of the unreported recreational catch. For
sure most of the 800,000+ recreational's won't be out fishing at once, but neither will all the
commercial fishers. Probably looking at 20 to 30 active licenses a couple of days per week.
The commercial catch is so insignificant, especially compared to the recreational catch its an
embarrassment to the state of Victoria and this proposed Fisheries Notice is an
embarrassment to the VFA.

Exceeding catch limits by commercial operators has never been a much of a problem in the
past. All operators know the penalties for exceeding catch limits, so are very unlikely to risk
their fishing licenses and livelihoods for such little gains. Continued random checks by

enforcement officers will certainly keep commercial fishermen on the straight and narrow.

How about the VFA stop backing up the recreational sector at the expense of the
commercial sector. The 5.9 million other people in Victoria who don't fish recreationally
might like to have access to fresh fish too.

Also, as | intend to be hook and net fishing for scalefish from a 6 meter boat very soon, | will
be faced with the problem of being perhaps only ten minutes from the wharf. So if | make a
late decision to head in, due to bad weather or personal reasons, | will be faced with an
almost two hour wait before | can land my 5 Gummy shark. This means | will have to float
around in the harbour for almost two hours, not to mention trying to send a prior report
when my hands and everything could be wet and slimy and | am busy trying sort my gear
out etc. A VMS may not cost much, but the $600 + service fee plus license fee, boat rego etc
per year is a lot for part time and semi-retired fishermen.

This Fisheries notice is ridiculous. Just increase the number from 2 to 5 and leave it go.
Stephen Fowler

OFAL License holder and often dissatisfied (with the VFA) fisherman.
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