


very evident and my approach to the banks with regard to various clients trying to get
finance showing proof of viability based on cash flows alone made me sought after by a
number of bank managers to gain a better understanding, but very little had changed or
even has changed to this day, they still do not recognise fishing licences very highly as a
security because we have no rights, especially when compared to real estate and houses,
even though the earnings from a fishing licence have proven to far outweigh anything real
estate can produce for the last 50 years.

In 1993 I presented to Science and Industry a series of papers showing the advantage to be
gained to Industry by increasing the gauge size, this was subsequently adopted.

I have had meetings both personal and public with Directors and Managers of WA
Fisheries over the years and was appointed by Norman Moore, the MInister for Fisheries at
the time to a committee establishing the successful change to a Quota based Fishery in
2006. Shortly after I presented up and down the coast successfully proving the equality of
the southern or C Zone section of the fishery with that of the north, the A and B Zones,
based on my extensive database. I have also responded to various Fishery Papers in recent
years and been witness to the sad deterioration of our once great relationship between
fishermen and the scientists in the more recent years.

From 1969 to this day I have owned and operated or managed lobster vessels, 2 years in
SA and 48 years here in WA. I am not alone with this kind of history and I strongly believe
that we fishermen have earned the right to be granted a more secure access and a right of
property.

In company with others, I suggest the following;

1. The amendment of the Western Australian Constitution to provide the
same protections for property and rights of compensation as specified
under the Australian Constitution.

2. The establishment of a single authority by the Western Australian
Government to centralise the procedural requirements around
compensation by Government into a single agency for claims covering
loss of property and injurious affection arising from the assertion identified
by the Committee’s terms of reference (d). That is fair and reasonable
compensation must be paid to the owner of private property if the value of
the property is diminished by a government encumbrance or resumption in
order to derive a public benefit.

3. That fishing licences be recognised in the ARMA legislation as property for
the purposes of compensation.

4. The proposed eight “Actions”  towards removing uncertainty in the rights of
resource access of commercial fisheries specified in Part 2 of the WRL
submission for amendment to ARMA be enacted.

5. I agree that WRL provide qualified support for the implementation of
ARMA at the earliest date on the condition that government provides a
commitment not to proceed with the further development of ARMS and
ARUP’s until:

i. The Actions specified in the submission have been considered and
determined (Recommendation 4) and

ii. The matters raised in recommendations 7 and 8 concerning aquatic
resource allocation, resource sharing processes, supporting legislation



and aquatic resource re-allocation are clarified and determined; or
iii. There exists support from the relevant commercial fishing sector to

proceed with the development of ARMS and ARUP under Part 3 of ARMA.

6. The broadening of the scope covering a range of private and public
funding and procedures to facilitate commercial fisheries adjustment
provided by the Fisheries Adjustment Schemes Act 1987 be enacted.

7. The Public Administration Committee recommend the implementation of
supporting legislation that guarantees the adoption of established
principles for allocation, procedures and supporting administrative
requirements that need to be applied in achieving outcomes expected
under Part 3 of ARMA.

8. The Public Administration Committee recommend:  

i. The establishment of an expert group inclusive of key stakeholders to
advise on the principles and approaches that could be applied in
facilitating re-allocation of aquatic resource access and use including
market and compensatory pathways linked to changes in aquatic resource
sharing and resource access inclusive with the ability to change fishing
capacity under ARMA. (To not link these requirements could undermine
sustainability objectives)

ii. Defining appropriate terms of reference that takes into account the findings
of their Property Rights Inquiry on compensation for fishing licences and
directions for development in terms of outcomes expected under Part 3 of
ARMA and the findings relevant to the aquatic resources access and
usage sectors particularly in relation to reference (a) of the Inquiry.

iii. Advice on how the expert group should proceed.

Yours  sincerely

Gil Waller




