
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rocky Reef Fin Fish Fishery Review – Port Meetings 
Summary of key issues raised during consultation meeting 
 
Location: Redcliffe 
Number of attendees: 200 

Not government policy 

D
ep

ar
tm

en
t o

f E
m

p
lo

ym
en

t,
 E

co
n

o
m

ic
 D

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
an

d
 In

n
o

va
ti

o
n

 

Fisheries Queensland is undertaking public consultation on the Rocky Reef Fin Fish Fishery with a focus 
on snapper. This summary consolidates the range of issues raised by individuals who attended the public 
meeting listed above to discuss the current and future management of the fishery.  

 
These views will be considered by the government in reviewing the current Rocky Reef Fish 
Fishery management arrangements. 

Fees 

Issues raised include the following: 

 Already pay fees under the Private Pleasure Boat Levy.  Funds from the levy should be used to 
fund research for snapper. 

 Vessel based permit and fees are inequitable as bigger boats can fish further and catch more. 

 Consideration should be given to shorter term permits and fee exemptions such as occurs in 
NSW 

 Discussion around why the charter fees for a unit of quota are higher than the commercial fees. 

 All the fees (recreational permit, charter and commercial) proposed are too high.  Do not trust 
how the fees will be used - the fees should be restricted to managing the snapper stock only. A 
high level of transparency is required in expenditure. 

Closures 

Issues raised include the following: 

 What is the purpose of the interim six week closure in February and March, as it does not occur 
during the peak spawning period 

 Any closures will have a major economic impact on the charter sector and other marine 
industries – it will result in job losses. 

 



Impacts of RIS proposals 

Issues raised include the following: 

 Will compensation be paid to recreational fishers, tackle shops, charter operators and 
commercial fishers? 

 Options 1 and 2 are elitist as both options require fishers to pay for a permit. Fishers have to be 
literate and own a computer to report catches. The rules are complex and you would need to 
have a solicitor on board to interpret the rules.  Option 3 is skewed against recreational fishers 
as only recreational fishers will be impacted by a closure. 

 There is a massive economic impact of options 2, 3 and 4 on fishing tourism in Redcliffe region 
and the viability of charter businesses. 

 The recreational sector is being forced into either options 1 or 2 as options 3 and 4 are 
unpalatable and not viable. 

Alternative management strategies 

Issues raised include the following: 

 Artificial reefs and habitat protection are key issues that need to be addressed. 

 There are no artificial reefs for the Redcliffe area.  Artificial reefs in the Sunshine Coast and 
Southern Moreton Bay areas are too far to travel to from Redcliffe.  

 Spawning closures should be implemented using a responsive management system.  Water 
temperatures can be monitored and predicted using satellite technology and periodic closures 
set in advance.  These closures need to be scientifically backed. 

 An increase in size limit for snapper could be introduced without having to put in fees and 
permits. 

 Post release mortality is low for snapper caught in less than 30 meters of water - most of 
Moreton Bay is less than 20 meters.  There is no consideration for increases in the size limit in 
the RIS. 

 Discussion around the net take of snapper – don’t support this. 

 Further discussion around net take of snapper – you should be able to retain whatever is landed 
to minimise waste. Netted snapper are dead. 

Data and science 

Issues raised include the following: 

 What has been the effect of the recent floods on snapper stock? Reference was made to the 
reported fish kill where squire were washed up on Peninsula beaches. 

 Discussion around whether the science is flawed - post release mortality of 55% is based on 
trapping studies from NSW. 

 Concerns about the methods used to record snapper at boat ramps - recreational fisher claimed 
fisheries staff were not interested in measuring his catch at the ramp because he had a good 
catch of snapper.  

 Who polices the completion and submission of charter logbooks?  

 Where and when do snapper spawn in Queensland? 

 What is the difference in growth rates between snapper in Queensland and snapper in NSW? 



 
 
For further information on the review of the fishery, or for records of other individual meetings held along 
the east coast of Queensland, please visit www.fisheries.qld.gov.au  

 What information do we have on growth rates from tagging studies? 

 Amateur Fishing Association of Queensland has snapper club records going back to 1904.  
None of this data has been used. 

 There are inconsistencies in the RIS.  A member of the Stakeholder Network Working Group has 
published an article contradicting the status of snapper - last year was the best season in years.  

 Discussion around the four month closure – it is only for snapper but the shorter six week closure 
includes pearl perch and teraglin jew. 

 Snapper are abundant - recent charter trips clients have taken their bag limit easily. Don’t believe 
that snapper is in trouble. 

Process  

Issues raised include the following: 

 What happens when the recreational sector reaches the 260 tonne catch limit and how will you 
know that the limit has been reached. 

 Will bag limits be relaxed in future if the fishery is shown to have recovered. 

 Government has already made a decision on future management arrangements - for example 
government have already implemented the six week closure with no consultation. 

 Discussion around the eligibility and allocation methods that will be used for the commercial and 
charter sectors 
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