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Table 1: Declaration of material personal interest 

Member Interest declared 

Jon Bryan 
Tasmanian Conservation Trust representative. Member of other Tasmanian FACs, 
TARFish Committee, and two recreational diving clubs. Member of “Stop the 
Trawler”. No financial interest in any fishery. 

Steve Crocker 
Processor of live abalone, rock lobster, live banded morwong and wrasse. Owns a 
scalefish licence package with banded morwong and quota. 

Brendan Emmett Owns and operates a scalefish, banded morwong and wrasse licences. 

Todd Francis 

Owns and operates two scalefish licence packages. Package 1: scalefish B on a 0-
<10m vessel. Package 2: scalefish B, purse seine net (non-transferable), wrasse, 
southern calamari licences on a 0-<6m vessel. Generally targets calamari, garfish 
and flathead.  

Craig Garland 

Owner operator. Holder of a scalefish licence package with a scalefish A and 
beach seine B. Small mesh gillnet licence. Is endorsed to use small mesh gillnets 
on the north coast. Targets calamari and all inshore scalefish species of the NW 
region both commercially and recreationally. 

Alan Jarvis 
Owns and operates a licence package with a scalefish B, wrasse, small mesh 
gillnet on a 0-<10m vessel. 

Julian Harrington 
Chief Executive of Tasmanian Seafood Industry Council. Member of all Tasmanian 
commercial FACs, all RAGs, SMRCA committee, ShellMAP and Biosecurity 
Advisory Committee. No financial interest in the Scalefish Fishery. 

Constable Ashley Kent Marine Police Officer. Holds recreational licences. No pecuniary interest. 

Max Kitchell Independent Chair. No material personal interest in the Scalefish Fishery. 

Snr Cons. Karina Lane Marine Police Officer. Holds recreational licences. No pecuniary interest. 

Dr Jeremy Lyle 
Institute for Marine and Antarctic Studies research provider – interest in securing 
funding relevant to research into Tasmania’s commercial and recreational 
fisheries. 

Nick Martin 
Operates two licence packages. Package 1 is wrasse, scalefish B, beach seine A 
and 0-<20m vessel. Package 2 is scalefish B and 0-<10m. Targets calamari, garfish, 
pike and looking to progress into banded morwong. 

Colleen Osborne 
Husband, David Osborne, is a commercial scalefish fisherman. Owns 2 x fishing 
licence (vessels), beach seine A [with an endorsement to use beach seine on NW 
coast between Stanley and Point Sorell], scalefish B, small mesh gillnet. 

John Sansom 

Chief Executive Officer of the Tasmanian Rock Lobster Fishermen’s Association. 
Owns a rock lobster entitlement and quota. Member of CFAC, TasRAC, AMPAC. 
Southern Rock Lobster Ltd board member. Permanent observer on SMRCA 
committee. 
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Attendance 
Mr Max Kitchell   Chair 
Mr Brendan Emmett   Industry representative 
Mr Todd Francis   Industry representative 
Mr Craig Garland   Industry representative 
Mr Alan Jarvis   Industry representative 
Mr Nicholas Martin   Industry representative 
Mrs Colleen Osborne  Industry representative  
Mr Steve Crocker (arrived 9:26) Processor representative 
Mr Julian Harrington   TSIC representative 
Associate Professor Jeremy Lyle Research representative 
Dr Nils Krueck   IMAS presenter 
Mr Grant Pullen   DPIPWE Manager (Wild Fisheries Management Branch) 
Ms Frances Seaborn   DPIPWE Fishery Manager/Executive Officer 
Daniel Gledhill   Project Manager (Fisheries Systems Redevelopment) 
Ms Angela Iles   Acting Senior Officer (Licensing & Operations) 

Apologies 
Apologies were received from: 

Mr John Sansom   TRLFA representative 
Mr Jon Bryan    Community and Conservation representative 
Mr Malcolm Budd   DPIPWE Manager (Fisheries Compliance & Licensing) 
 

1. Welcome and preliminaries 

The Chair opened the meeting at 9:00 am and welcomed members, noting that this was the 
first in person meeting of the new Scalefish FAC.  

Apologies were received from John Sansom and Jon Bryan. Steve Crocker advised that he 
would be arriving late. Members were advised the meeting was being recorded to assist 
with the preparation of the minutes—this recording will be deleted after the minutes are 
finalised. No objections were recorded. 

There were no updates to the table of declared material personal interest (Table 1). The 
agenda was accepted with no additions. 
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2. FRDC Project No. 2018-067: Socio-economic Scalefish Fishery project update 

Associate Professor Jeremy Lyle provided a summary of the project and an update on the 
progress.  

The conceptual model of the project was described as per the below illustration. 

 
There are two surveys underway—the fisher survey and processor survey. The fisher 
survey covers fishing practices, catch handling, sales and markets, marketing strategies, 
financial performance (revenue and expenditure), COVID-19 impacts and future outlook. 
The processor survey covers seafood processing (all fisheries), marketing, sales and 
supply chains, marketing of scalefish products, reinvestment in the seafood industry and 
COVID-19 impacts. 

For the fisher survey, logbook data is used to characterise operators by level of catch, effort 
and region of operation. The survey sample target is >30% of operators. So far, fisher 
survey responses for the 2018/19 financial year indicate that the live fisheries (banded 
morwong and wrasse) dominated wholesale sales, with calamari next. Calamari dominated 
retail and restaurant sales. 

For the processor survey the sample target is >60% of local retail and wholesale 
businesses, with the focus on Tasmanian based processors. So far, processor survey 
responses indicate that the majority of catch is sold wholesale both within Tasmania and 
interstate.  

The next steps include economic analysis to characterise heterogeneity in operations and 
identify opportunities, a follow up fisher survey to identify strategies to improve economic 
efficiency, and marketing opportunities.  
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The Chair reminded members that the FAC is the steering committee for this project. There 
was some discussion on how fishers like to handle their catch. It was noted that while some 
are not interested in value adding or marketing their product, others are looking for 
opportunities to maximise their return. Also noted was the impact of COVID-19 providing an 
opportunity to take advantage of local markets. Some standard fish names, such as bastard 
trumpeter, are an issue with marketability—i.e., this species is sometimes known as bay 
trumpeter which is a more marketable name. Additionally, if species are made popular with 
consumers this generally flows on to popularity by the recreational sector, which then flows 
on to resource sharing issues.  

Security of commercial access to species and areas remains an ongoing concern for 
industry. 

3. Review of non-transferable Endorsement Policy 

TSIC advised the FAC that there are a small number of fishers that hold non-transferable 
endorsements to allow access to areas where certain fishing gears have been removed. 
Once these operators leave the fishery these endorsements will disappear. 

A letter from Kyeema Seafoods, Launceston in support of transferability of a specific 
endorsement was tabled. The letter advised the FAC that Kyeema Seafoods sources 
Australian salmon for their customers from two fishers who are endorsed to fish the mouth 
of the Tamar, and when these endorsements disappear their customers will no longer have 
access to this underutilised species. 

TSIC asked if the FAC would support putting forward a recommendation to the Minister to 
implement a process for reviewing all scalefish endorsements to make them transferable, 
and under what circumstances. This would ensure that the four out of five Tasmanians who 
don’t go recreational fishing can still access locally caught seafood. Parameters of such a 
review would need to include recent use and current activity etc, as TSIC does not want to 
see unused endorsements automatically made transferable. 

The DPIPWE manager explained the history of endorsements—i.e., remove or minimise 
activity in certain areas by certain fishing gears. These endorsements were grandfathered 
in the 1980s when implemented, with the intention that they would disappear when the 
holder retired from the fishery. Some endorsements were introduced due to interaction 
between sectors and others were for protection of species such as school shark in 
designated nursery areas. It should be noted that some in the recreational sector believe 
that these endorsements should have been removed sooner. 

The TSIC member asked if policy from the 1980s is still relevant today. Industry are not 
asking for a blanket all in or none in and emphasise that each endorsement should be 
assessed on impact and benefit. 

Although a separate issue to transferability of endorsements, there was short discussion 
around potential transferability of Danish seine licences, and it was agreed that this should 
be dealt with through a separate process.  
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After further discussion the FAC resolved to support TSIC’s proposal for a review of the 
longstanding policy of scalefish endorsements being non-transferable [DPIPWE manager 
did not record a view] 

Recommendation 

That the Minister directs his department to review all scalefish endorsements with the view 
that should any be assessed as long term environmentally sustainable, that they become a 
transferable endorsement.  

4. RecFAC recommendation for VMS on Danish seine vessels 

The RecFAC recommendation that all Danish Seine vessels be required to install VMSs 
and that VMS technology be considered for the remainder of the commercial fleet was put 
to the Committee for consideration. The basis for the RecFAC recommendation was 
explained as an attempt to counter the common criticism that trawlers were “taking all the 
flathead” on the east coast. It was noted by RecFAC that VMS technology is increasingly 
being mandated in other Australian and international jurisdictions and can be an important 
facilitator of social licence in terms of transparency of operations—particularly in sectors 
where [anecdotal] allegations of commercial activity happening here and there, doing this or 
that, pervade social media.  

DPIPWE has been investigating the potential of using VMS across different fisheries and 
have been seriously considering VMS for the Danish seine fleet. There are two active 
vessels and one of those would already have VMS installed due to participation in other 
fisheries that require it. Also noted was that there are four other operators who could 
activate tomorrow. Noting the intent was to consider use of VMS when the scalefish rules 
were next reviewed. 

After some discussion, industry noted the following concerns: 

• Use of VMS will not necessarily reduce complaints, stop commentary on social 
media, or solve the perception of where a commercial vessel operates. 

• If VMS were introduced there were concerns that the location data would be publicly 
available. 

• Introducing VMS to the Danish seine sector would set a precedent for it to be rolled 
out to other sectors of the Scalefish Fishery 

It was emphasised by both DPIPWE and the Marine Police member that VMS location 
information is not publicly available and never would be. The DPIPWE manager gave an 
example of where the confidentiality of the VMS data came in to play at a recent coronial 
inquiry in Western Australia where the fisheries department wouldn’t release the VMS data 
to Police and Rescue, and the coroner was critical in that respect. That Department 
responded stating that a VMS is not a safety device and that other technology should be 
used for safety. That VMS data was absolutely confidential. 
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The Marine Police member’s personal view was that it was not a compliance issue 
specifically for the Danish seine—in that not having VMS is hindering follow up by Marine 
Police.  

The TSIC member suggested that DPIPWE discuss with the operators and they might see 
the sense in why they would invest in it. Most industry members of the Committee believe 
that this is not a compliance issue and, therefore, VMS should not be mandated. 

5. Calamari Fishery Management 

The DPIPWE Manager advised that membership of this FAC includes members that come 
from different areas of the calamari fishery and that this was intentional so that the FAC 
could provide a wide range of views for this process. The following things were noted: 

• The investment warning date is the cornerstone of moving forward. There will be no 
inclusion of activity after the warning date in this process.  

• If you are a legitimate calamari fisher prior to the warning your continued access to 
the fishery would be facilitated through an application/qualifying process. 

• Exceptional circumstances—with a full appealable process—will be considered but 
will be subject to strict criteria.  

Areas for each licence 

• After considering feedback received during port visits, the boundary splitting the 
north east and north west coasts was split fishing block 4F41. 

• What to do with the area in the south west—include in north west licence or leave 
open to everyone but under a trip limit. Two industry members felt that this area 
should be left open to provide an opportunity for those that don’t qualify for a licence. 

• Suggestion of dropping the north west coast boundary to just below Strahan (6E4) 
and include the waters south of that in South East Waters (existing calamari licence).  

There was further discussion regarding the west and south west coasts and DPIPWE will 
review recent catch and bring some options back to the FAC for discussion. 

Accrual of catch history 

There are diverse operations and a diversity of agreements between holders and 
supervisors/lessees regarding catch history. Members were encouraged carefully read 
through the suggested accrual criteria and to contact DPIPWE if any questions.  

Catch history criteria options 

Objective is to have a long term sustainable fishery and achieve that in a way that is fair 
and equitable to the people who have been in the fishery for a while. 

Limiting the number to such a degree that those who cannot demonstrate that they 
participated in the fishery prior to the warning are excluded. 

Have criteria for a longer participation at a lower catch level and a shorter participation at a 
higher catch level. 
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What level of catch, in the one or two years prior to the warning, would a fisher need to 
warrant retaining access to the fishery? 

People will miss out regardless of the qualifying criteria as they may have joined the fishery 
after the warning. 

This process will not preclude further management action if the fishery warrants it, however, 
whatever the number there will be a smaller number of people to manage in the future. 

Looking to describe and then recognise who is a legitimate calamari fisher prior to the 
warning—those people entered the fishery in good faith at that stage. 

No consensus on what a genuine calamari fisher looks like. A question was asked how 
many fishers had targeted calamari in the two years prior to the warning. Everybody’s views 
depend on their place in the fishery. 

There was a view that it is inequitable to base it on amount taken and was a suggestion of 
effort in days or hours rather than total catch. It was noted that the region you fished would 
vary the days due to weather. On the east coast 200 days is doable, whereas on the north 
west 25-40 days is more realistic.  

One member suggested that anyone who has fished for calamari, irrespective of the 
quantity each year since 2008, should be automatically granted a licence for the area their 
catch was taken. Suggests that small mesh must be a factor too so that the small mesh 
holder who doesn’t have catch history doesn’t miss out. 

There was discussion on what minimum level of catch would qualify as a calamari fisher. In 
an average year, what does a calamari fisher catch? DPIPWE to run some simulations on 
various annual catch levels.  

TSIC does not have a view on tonnage or hours, but TSIC Board supported trying to find 
that social and economic balance—trying to ensure that there are enough people employed 
in those communities and they are economically viable. Need at least 4 tonnes to be 
profitable.  

There were diverse views as to what limits should be applied to the recreational sector, but 
DPIPWE noted that both sectors would be included in this process. 

Trip Limits for those that don’t qualify 

A kilogram bycatch provision would apply to those fishers that don’t qualify for a licence—
similar to south east waters. There were varying views, and it was noted that any more than 
10 kilograms (roughly 10 fish) would be a targeted fishery—i.e, 30kg/day equates to up to 
150 kilograms over a five day week and that’s $3,000 on some markets. There was a view 
that whatever it is that it should be higher than the recreational limit. 

TSIC member asked about a fisher who has long consistent history of calamari catch taken 
on a fishing licence (scalefish C)—would they qualify for a fully transferable licence or would 
there be restrictions on this? DPIPWE would consider this further and include options in 
more firm proposals for the FAC to discuss. 
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6. Fisheries Digital Transition Project (FDTP) 

DPIPWE’s Daniel Gledhill provided a verbal update on the FDTP. The project has been 
running for around 18 months and was funded following lobbying from industry.  

This project has three stages.  

Stage 1 launched the licensing portal FishPort in March 2020 that allows clients to view 
licences they are associated with, update contact details, add supervisors, some seasonal 
transfers, submit applications using forms—noting applications are currently manually 
verified and approved by licensing staff.  

Stage 2 provides extra functionality to FishPort, tidying up wording and the way some things 
are presented, separating deeds from licences so those clients who only hold deeds can 
view them, provide detail on conditions on licences so clients can view some of those too 
and increasing transactions clients can do between parties, including the ability for either 
party to pay at the time of application.  

Stage 3 moves FishPort to a fully automated process, but this stage won’t be released until 
late 2021, and will allow seamless transactions where many checks will be done 
automatically. 

With regard to catch and effort, there is no plan to phase out paper—digital and paper will 
be running side by side. The current regime for when and where you are required to 
complete catch and effort and quota landing information would be the same as now if a 
fisher chooses to use the electronic logbooks. 

An internal process is underway to refine all the catch and effort returns, quota dockets and 
other forms and associated instructions to remove collection of information we don’t need. 
Information needs, in addition to catch and effort data, required for specific research would 
need to be captured separately. Once the review process is complete, two bodies aligned 
with the project (of which TSIC and IMAS are members) will review them. If significant 
changes are made to the returns then they would be trialled with some fishers before rolling 
them out for wider use.  

A business analyst has recently joined the project to pull together the requirements needed 
to facilitate electronic capture of catch and effort data. An expert in electronic logbooks will 
also soon join the project. These two positions will be critical to the building and testing of a 
prototype following which DPIPWE would go out to tender to build the whole package on 
catch and effort. The FDTP must be completed by June 2022. 

An industry member asked how fishers that provide their catch and effort data electronically 
receive a copy of the data they submit. It was noted that this is something that the business 
analyst will consider as the legislation states that fishers must retain a copy of what they 
submit.  

It was also noted that this project was not funded with the intent of losing fisheries licensing 
and monitoring positions, noting some data will still need to be entered or verified by a 
human. 
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7. Industry proposal for Register of Interest – banded morwong licences and quota 

Industry member Steve Crocker advised the FAC that the banded morwong licence and 
quota have increased in value and licence holders would like to be able to register an 
interest in that licence and quota. 

A licence owner can do a seasonal transfer of a licence and quota, but the way DPIPWE 
handles that licence package, it is effectively a permanent transfer. For example, if a licence 
package is leased to a fisher this year and works it, and the owner of the licence is put to 
the side. Come the new season the licence certificate goes to the current holder and not the 
actual owner. Quota holders would like to have the ability, similar to rock lobster and 
abalone, where an interest in that licence package can be registered to give the owner 
security that the licence package cannot be on sold. 

There was some discussion on the process of prescribing the banded morwong licence, 
noting the Fisheries (Licensing, Ownership and Interest) Registration Act 2001 is the 
legislation relevant to this process. It appears that if a species were to be prescribed then a 
set of regulations would need to be developed. This would be a long and expensive process 
involving consultation processes, drafting regulations, tabling these regulations in 
Parliament with the final sign off by the Governor. DPIPWE would need a detailed proposal 
from industry that includes a reasonable rationale of why this is needed. 

The TSIC member noted that this issue could be dealt with by civil contracts, but Mr 
Crocker noted that DPIPWE no longer takes copies of these contracts. The Chair asked if it 
would be an easier process to change the way banded morwong licences and quota 
transfers are handled. It was clarified that, operationally, FILMS is directed by legislation 
and the language used. For banded morwong, the legislation refers to the “holder” of a 
fishing licence (banded morwong). 

ACTION ITEM: TSIC to discuss with the owners of fishing licence (banded morwong) and 
will provide a proposal for consideration by DPIPWE before tabling at a future meeting.  

8. Research Priorities (Table 3) 

The FAC reviewed Table 3 and provided updates on the research priorities as necessary. 
IMAS proposed a new research need to test assumptions factored into the banded 
morwong model, which was supported by the FAC and added to Table 3. 

9. Reports 

There were no reports for TRLFA and TCT as John Sansom and Jon Bryan were apologies 
for this meeting. 

9.1 IMAS 

Researcher Nils Krueck advised the FAC that he is responsible for the Scalefish Fishery 
assessments, including banded morwong, octopus and general scalefish. There is a new 
[ongoing] data quality review procedure where flagged records are investigated to 



 

SFAC 71 Minutes 11 

S F A C 7  1 

determine if there are any errors that require correcting. This will be done over the next few 
weeks. There are a couple of additions to the assessments—catch maximum sustainable 
yield (CatchMSY) and the Marine Stewardship Council (MSC) risk assessment approach 
where we can apply their framework to some of the species in the Scalefish Fishery and get 
a score of how likely it is they are at risk or not.  

With regard to the review of the banded morwong stock assessment model—one sensitivity 
relates to the assumption of having “two populations” factored into the model. This assumes 
there is an unfished portion of the stock in deeper water (depth refuge) that supplies recruits 
to the fished inshore stock. A steady migration rate is also assumed. The model is quite 
sensitive to this assumption and if removed results in a less positive prognosis for the stock 
status. To add some certainty, IMAS requests that research to confirm the existence of the 
“untouched” stock and what proportion recruits to the fishery. This has been raised as a 
research priority to be added to Agenda item 8. 

The Research member highlighted that IMAS is moving to have fishery assessments 
available online rather than in printed/pdf type documents. The Rock Lobster Fishery 
Assessment will be the first available online, followed by the other fisheries. 

9.2 Tasmania Police – Marine Division 

Constable Ashley Kent reported on the marine offender statistics for the June to August 
2020 quarter. 

• Total Marine offenders Statewide - 219 YTD (+68 from same time last year). 
• Scalefish offenders - 68 (+50) 
• Commercial offenders - 71 (+63) 
• Recreational offenders - 68 (+38) 

The explanation for the large increase would be as a result of a targeted operation in 
relation to non-commercial persons taking scalefish for commercial purposes.  

9.3 TSIC 

Aim to start on delivering on the TSIC Covid-19 roadmap to recovery developed a couple of 
months ago. Industry has asked the Government to review the Living Marine Resources 
Management Act 1995 (LMRMA). A more contemporary LMRMA is required and the 
changes around digitisation highlight how prescriptive the current Act is. TSIC has been 
advised that this proposal has gone forward as a recommendation to Parliament for the 
most recent budget round.  

A concept currently being discussed with Director (Marine Resources) is to create a 
“Tasmanian Ocean Business Incubator (TOBI)”, based on a concept used in Iceland 
bringing innovation technology specialists together with industry to better align with 
industry’s needs. This concept has been very successful for the Icelandic fishing community 
through innovation and collaboration. Recommended reading on the Icelandic experience is 
The New Fish Wave: How to Ignite the Fishing Industry by Thor Sigfusson. 
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Freight continues to have a lot of challenges for industry, both domestically and 
internationally. Industry is hoping the Federal Government will extend freight support 
funding until the end of August 2021—it currently expires in February 2021. The reduced 
number of flights is continuing to impact freight. Seafood freight issues will also be 
exacerbated when fruit and vegetable exports come online. 

Other TSIC priorities include: 

• Two seismic surveys are proposed, with the most recent from a company called 
ConocoPhillips who bought out 3D Oil and propose to explore the area west of King 
Island (implications for giant crab and rock lobster). A new company called Beach 
Energy came online for an area east of King Island which will have implications for 
the scallop and octopus fisheries. There is growing scientific evidence that seismic 
surveys are having a far larger impact than the oil and gas industry have been willing 
to accept and acknowledge. 

• The mental health space of the Stay Afloat campaign through Rural Alive and Well 
has new dedicated Stay Afloat Mental Health Outreach Officer, Chris Claridge. Chris 
is travelling to coastal communities around Tasmania chatting to people. There is a 
feature on Chris in latest Seafood Industry News. More people willing to talk about 
their issues these days. 

• Expanded promotion of locally sourced seafood through advertising and social 
media to expand on the “Eat more seafood” campaign, with a range of options at 
different price points. More people cooking at home. About to go live a local soft 
launch of a seafood trail web-based app to promote local seafood around Tasmania. 
Will include information on different fisheries and fishers, boats so people can better 
understand our industry. Good opportunity for promoting consumption, where to 
purchase, how we operate, what we do (social licence). 

Industry member Todd Francis expressed thanks to TSIC for all the work done on keeping 
industry informed on where to find information and support during these difficult times. The 
TSIC member also expressed appreciated for DPIPWE’s efforts in refunding licence fees 
etc. 

9.4 DPIPWE 

The Director (Marine Resources) has been hosting fortnightly meetings with industry peak 
bodies (aquaculture and wild fisheries) and key people in State Growth. Object of these is 
to ensure a good flow of information with the shared issues—a valuable way to have a 
single place for people to receive information. Key critical issue is freight across the board. 

Everything related to fisheries management and licences is directed by the LMRMA 1995 
and in some cases, it just doesn’t work—clunky, old and desperately needs rewriting from 
scratch. If there can be a project that gets up to do that, it would be brilliant. It would be a 
big job.  
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In the last week there has been a restructure of Water & Marine Resources Division—with 
Water being moved to AgriGrowth and Marine Resources will sit out by itself. Reporting 
structure through the executive and resourcing is still in process of being finalised—keen to 
retain the resources we do have. Marine Resources will be moving to the Lands Building in 
December 2020. It has been a challenging time for our group, but we also recognise that it 
has been a challenging time for our community and seafood sector too. 

10. Other Business 

10.1 Banded Morwong Fishery – carryover of quota 

The live fishery has suffered this season with the impact of Covid-19, therefore industry 
propose that uncaught quota be rolled over to the followed quota period. It was noted that 
DPIPWE no capacity to rollover uncaught quota within the existing legislation. 

TSIC suggested a potential mechanism would be to increase the TAC for next year—noting 
that this would mean everyone who holds units would receive additional quota regardless of 
how much they under caught during the previous quota period. 

After some discussion it was agreed to investigate carryover options offline.  

ACTION ITEM: DPIPWE to investigate banded morwong quota carryover options including 
confirming time frames for administering the banded morwong quota—noting fishing doesn’t 
start until 1 May 2021 as March and April are closed. 

10.2 Mercury Passage – banded morwong fishing 

Industry member Brendan Emmett proposed that all banded morwong fishers to have 
access to Mercury Passage—currently only accessible if you hold an endorsement—as this 
is a live fishery and nets are not left in the water for long periods therefore would not have 
the impact that graball nets do. 

DPIPWE manager noted that this area is subject to endorsements and unlikely for more 
endorsements to be made available to this area. The industry member making the proposal 
will work with TSIC and provide a paper for discussion at a future meeting. 

ACTION ITEM:  Industry member Brendan Emmett to work with TSIC and provide a paper 
on the proposal to allow access to Mercury Passage by all holders of a fishing licence 
(banded morwong) via endorsement.10.3 Future meeting schedule 

10.3 Future meeting schedule 

Next meeting to be held in October. The Chair thanked members for their contributions. The 
Executive Officer advised that the draft minutes would be sent to members for comment as 
soon as possible. 

The meeting closed at 3:15 pm. 
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