MYTHS AND FACTS OF THE EASTERN BIOREGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS
1. Bioregional  planning is in Commonwealth waters only. It won’t affect me.

MYTH! If you fish offshore in waters 30 metres deep or over you are probably in Commonwealth waters.  Many recreational craft routinely travel 5 nautical miles on fishing trips.  (The 30 metre depth contour is approximately 3 nautical miles from shore.)

2. The Government and Department of Environment wouldn’t be game to close huge areas in South East Queensland to fishing.

MYTH! Look at the 30% closures in GBRMP and 17% closures through the MBMP. Nearly 40% of South Australian waters are slated for exclusion zones.  The Department is currently reviewing a proposal to close nearly 1,000 square kilometres in the Coral Sea.
3. The Government and Department  of Environment will consult fully to minimise economic and social impacts.

MYTH! Only three stakeholder meetings have been held so far, one each in Cairns, Brisbane and Sydney.  These meetings were only held to identify “conservation values”. Stakeholders were instructed not to discuss economic or social impacts of MPAs.  Is this “listening”?
4. Department of Environment has good local knowledge on which to base their decisions.

MYTH! The DEWHA team conducting the Eastern Bioregional Planning Process is based in Hobart, Tasmania.  Not too local is it?  In addition, the material published by the Department to base the plan on contained incorrect information.
5. I’ll get my say when the AFFAs (Areas for further Assessment) are released.

The AFFAs were supposed to be released in September 2009, then November 2009 and of course have still not been released to the public as of early January 2010.

The formal consultation period then does not begin until after the release of the Draft plan in  mid to late 2010.

6. Peter Garrett, the Department of Environment Minister, will do everything in his power to minimise the social and economic impacts on fishers and their families caused by Bioregional Planning.

MYTH!  Unfortunately social and economic considerations are taking a back seat in these considerations.
7. If my fishing areas aren’t in Green Zones I won’t be affected. 

MYTH!  All the recreational and professional fishermen who have lost their grounds have to go somewhere.  Your fishing patch will get overcrowded from this “displaced effort”.  Just look at the overcrowding of Cape Moreton reefs since the Moreton Bay Marine Park closures of the Shallow Tempest, Hendersons, Flat Rock and other shallow reefs.

8. But the professional fishermen and other affected businesses will be compensated financially and won’t have to worry.

The Federal Government is currently reviewing its “Displaced Activities” policy and was supposed to have completed the process by September 2009. This process is still ongoing, but with minimal stakeholder involvement.  Current indications are the Government is looking for legal loopholes to avoid having to pay compensation.
9. There will be plenty of time to talk about this.
MYTH!  The Eastern Bioregional Planning Process was meant to finish in June 2010 but has been extended by six months. Not much time at all to have your say particularly as many decisions have already been made.

10. The Eastern Bioregional Planning Process will protect fisheries into the future.
MYTH! The Bioregional planning process is not about fisheries management, it is about “protecting biodiversity”.  Tony Burke, the Minister for Fisheries has not even been participating in the process.  
11. But at least Green Zones are fully protecting some fish stocks.

MYTH! The biggest scientifically proven threat to fish stocks comes from pollutants from the mainland.  The most significant threats to the waters we all enjoy are being ignored.  Green Zones are simply no fishing zones for political expediency - not environmental protection.
12. There be local and regional management plans established for waters where I fish.

MYTH!  All waters will be managed centrally from either Canberra or Hobart.
