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NOMINATION NUMBER 808 

Dear Person, 

 Since there was no scientific research conducted by Fisheries Victoria to 
justify increasing the daily take of yabbies (see FOI document included) from 20 to 
30 litres per person per day with no size limit and no requirement to return berried 
yabby females I believe that Mr Chara’s example calculations below are a valid way 
of showing a “potentially threatening process”.  

 

Example calculations to show a “potentially threatening process”. 

Since Recreational Fishers are permitted to take commercial quantities of bait 
yabbies without the requirement to submit monthly catch and effort returns no data is 
made available. To give you an idea of the possible yearly take I will put forward a 
simple scenario. 

For example, If  1% of participating Recreational Fisherman caught the new 
allowable limit of  Yabbies (bait) 12 times per year (one day per month) the total wild 
catch of yabbies would be in the vicinity of 1467 tonnes for the year. 

Fisheries Regulations 2010 

 No Size limit. 
 Not required to return berried females. 
 Allowed 30 litres of live Yabbies per person per day.  

 
One practical test showed that 113 live bait sized Yabbies between 4 to 6 grams in 
weight filled a one litre container. 30 litres of bait Yabbies would be equivalent to 
3390 yabbies.  About 6000 yabbies between 3 to 4 grams. 

The latest figures show that there are 721,000 Victorians per year participating in 
recreational fishing. 

1% = 7210 persons. If 1% of Recreational fishers catch the new allowable limit 12 
times per year (one day per month) the total catch per year would be, 

7210 persons x 3390 yabbies x 5 grams (average weight per yabby) x 12 days of a 
year, divided by 1000,000 to convert to tonnes = 1467 tonnes per year. 



If 1% caught a limit of 200 bait Yabbies 12 times per year it would equate to 87 
tonnes per year. 

Even this is excessive. More research is required into recreational fishing habits. 

Statement by Stephen Chara 

 I am concerned  that it appears the SAC has rejected the nomination based 
on Fisheries Victoria’s comments which are NOT based on scientific research. 
“However, limited data from the Department of Primary Industries Fisheries Victoria 
Division did not support any decline in this widespread species” 
How can this statement be made when we have been in a prolonged draught 
and suffering the effects of climate change. If Lakes, streams and water holes 
have been dry surely yabby numbers would have been effected. 

The nomination is for a “potentially threatening process”. Overfishing is a proven 
threatening process. I consider a regulation that allows Recreational Fishers to take 
commercial quantities of bait yabbies (30 litres or 6000+ bait sized yabbies per 
person per day) is overfishing and thus a threatening process that will remove a food 
source for more than two species of native fauna and impact on viable numbers of 
more than two species of non Cherax and Cherax sp. Even Fisheries Victoria 
supports this. “Taking yabbies at a commercial rate will deplete their numbers and have 
broader ecosystem impacts”. 

************************************************************************ 
In my opinion, 

SAC comments “However no case was clearly made in the nomination that 
showed “Overfishing for bait of the Common Yabby (Cherax sp) and localised 
endemic crayfish species under Fisheries Victoria Regulations” either poses or has 
the potential to pose a significant threat to the survival of two or more Victorian 
species or any community as required under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee 
regulations 2001” is not justified, 

 and I therefore do not support SAC’s Preliminary Recommendation to reject 
the nomination. 

Yours Sincerely 
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11 In the case of any potentially threatening process  
 
(1) A statement identifying the potentially threatening process.  
 
(2) The statement must—  

(a) specify the potentially threatening process in accordance with a relevant text or 
reference; or  

(b) describe the potentially threatening process in such a way that it is distinguishable 
from all other potentially threatening processes.  
 
(3) The potentially threatening process must be described as a process and not as a cause or a 
symptom of a process.  
 
12 In the case of a potentially threatening process nominated for addition to the Processes 
List  
 
(1) Evidence showing that primary criterion 5.1 or 5.2 in Schedule 1 is satisfied by the potentially 
threatening process.  
 
(2) The evidence must indicate—  

(a) the range of flora or fauna affected or potentially affected; and  
(b) the significance of the threat which the potentially threatening process poses or has the 
potential to pose.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Eligibility 
criteria 

Indicate which of the primary criteria and sub-criteria stated in the Regulations the potentially 
threatening process satisfies, on what evidence the case is based and cite the sources of this 
evidence.  The evidence may have been presented in full in the preceeding sections, but, in this 
section, a summary of the logic of the case should be provided. Unsupported statements which 
need to be verified delay the SAC's consideration of the nomination.  

5.1   the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the survival of a range of flora 

and fauna.  
Allowing recreational fishermen to take commercial quantities of bait sizes yabbies Cherax spp. “will 
deplete their numbers and have broader ecosystem impacts” Note Fisheries Media release and 
comments  p19 . I have consistently reported low wild stock numbers and other observations as a 
commercial bait collector and I am submitting a higher number of Catch and Effort Returns that are 
marked as Nil Fishing. 
I am entitled to collect bait within a 75 Km radius of my home. Due to lowering wild stock numbers 
over the last few years it is no longer viable to trap for bait Yabbies in my designated area. 

5.1.1 the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the survival of two or more 
taxa; 
Since there is no requirement by recreational fishermen to be able to distinguish various species then 
being allowed to take crayfish at commercial quantities would severely impact on Geocharax spp, 
Gramastacus spp, Engaeus spp, and Euastacus spp. The impact on  C. albidus is of great concern 
having a smaller range than C. destructor, see p16 . Duck hunters are tested for their ability to 
distinguish between duck species but there is no such requirement for obtaining a Recreational 
Fishing licence. 

5.1.2 the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the survival of a community 
of flora and fauna. 
Yabbies are a food source for many other species. Reducing yabby numbers will impact on the 
survival of these species. Refer to VRFish (Peak Body for recreational fishers) comments p18. 

5.2  the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the evolutionary development 
of a range of flora and fauna. 
As the number of Wild Stock Yabbies reduces the range of fauna that has yabby on its menu will be 
forced to seek an alternative food source. This in turn will impact on this food source  which will 
impact on other species and so on. This effect will have an evolutionary impact on many species. 
Observations  made as an experienced Commercial Aquaculturist and Commercial Fisherman. 

5.2.1  the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the evolutionary 
development of two or more taxa; 
There is a significant threat to the evolutionary development of Cherax albidus, Cherax destructor and 
an un-named Cherax species (spanner claw or Barmah swamp yabby). By observation and 
experience if you constantly remove  the best performers (growth rate) and larger Yabbies the gene 
pool for these Yabbies will be severely reduced resulting in smaller average sizes and Yabbies 
berrying at a smaller size. Reducing a food source ultimately results in the reduction in size of a 
species. 

5.2.2  the potentially threatening process poses or has the potential to pose a significant threat to the evolutionary 
development of a community of flora and fauna. 
There is a significant threat to the evolutionary development to a community of fauna and flora. 
Reducing a specific food source will result in fauna searching for an alternative which can result in a 
change to a species range. This can then impact on other species. Less Yabbies results in less fish 
that eat Yabbies which results in less birds that eat fish etc. Yabbies eat plants so less Yabbies more 
plants, more plants then less access to water for birds and so on. 
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