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Understanding of FRDC’s Role and

Responsibilities

Examples of Verbatim Comments:

“Providing overall direction for the industry in terms of research and
development.”

“To ensure that the fishing industry is managed properly....Iook at
sustaining viable production for the future.”

“They play a major role...they liaise or discuss with the parties
concerned to get the best outcome for the dollar.”

“They undertake research into all matters to do with marine fisheries and
the environment on a national level.”
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Do You Contribute Financially Towards Fisheries
R&D Activities?

Not sure
6%

N=201 (all respondents)
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Knowledge of Levy Contribution

71% of all respondents
understand that they
contribute financially
towards Fisheries R&D in
Australia

Higher awareness noted
among large businesses
and those involved in
industry associations

Low awareness evident
among respondents
based in Victoria
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Knowledge of Levy Contribution

Aware that Your Funding Contribution Assists in Funding R&D
Investments Made by FRDC?

Not sure

1%

N=142

Note: This question was asked of 71% of
all respondents
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This question was only
asked of those aware that
they contribute financially
towards fisheries R&D
activities

Higher awareness is
evident amongst:
= Respondents involved
in large businesses (7+
staff) (91%)
= Aquaculture grassroots
operators (83%)
= Those involved in
industry associations
(80%)
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Rating of FRDC
Performance



Rating of FRDC Performance

How Would You Rate the Performance of FRDC as Investors

TOTAL

in Fisheries R&D?

17%. 20%

Grassroots

*Post Harvest

*Recreational fishing

*Other
| :
{ { T r {
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Don't know [ Not at all high Not too high
B Fairly high B Very high

N=168
m *Indicative results due to small sample sizes

Note: This question only asked to those aware of

FRDC
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This question was only
asked to survey

respondents aware of FRDC

(either unprompted or
prompted)

A majority (58%) rated
highly FRDC’s performance
as investors in fisheries
R&D and highest among:

= WA respondents

= Large businesses (7+
staff)

= Recreational Fishing
respondents

Similar rating noted among
Aquaculture (62%) and

Wild-catch (565%) grassroots

operators
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Rating of FRDC Performance

How Would You Rate the Performance of FRDC as Investors
in Fisheries R&D?

5%
41%
i | i i i | i
40% 20% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
] Notat all high [ Not too high | | Fairly high I Very high

Q6.| N=168
Can’t say/Don’t know not included (17%)
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Rating of FRDC Performance

What Makes You Rate FRDC in this Way?
(Unprompted - Main Mentions Only)

Positive Mentions

‘ ‘ Negative Mentions

TOTAL

Level of funding

Worthwhile
research

Addressing priority/
target issues |

Across all issues

Good experience
with org

Assist in advancing
industry

Effectively distribute

funds

|
N=139 0% 20% 40% 60%

TOTAL

Irrelevant research

Funding distribution | o
concerns 7

Lack of communication - |4%]

Lack of research into I 49
rec fishing

5

Lack of information/ |
results

-1
w
o
o

H—
(<
)

Need greater emph on _|
marketing

Project approval |
concerns

._
N
X

f r f
0% 20% 40% 60%

Note: Respondents could have mentioned more
than one positive and/or negative mention
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Opposing views on the
quantity and value of FRDC
R&D in positive and
negative reasons for rating

Many positive comments
about FRDC's strategic role
(e.g. prioritising, targeting,
and covering issues)

A number of negative
comments referring to lack
of communication and
information by FRDC
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Rating of FRDC Performance

Examples of POSITIVE Verbatim Comments:

“They seem to be actively involved in major projects effecting my area of
fishing.”

“From the feedback that we get, for what they are putting their money
into and the results they get, they spread themselves pretty well.”

‘I think the research that they have invested in is very worthwhile and
results coming out of it are very useful.”

“They do a few research projects for the prawn farmers and seem to
have pretty good results.”
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Rating of FRDC Performance

Examples of NEGATIVE Verbatim Comments:

“I feel that they spend too much money on the wrong sort of projects,
there is a little too much emphasis put on conservation, and naming
fish...there should be more emphasis on marketing and finding where

to sell the products that fisherman do catch.”

‘I don’t understand what they do and all the money they spend.”

“They don’t seem to have much to do with our industry (South East
Trawl), their activity seems to be in other areas.”
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Perceived Benefits
from Fisheries R&D



Perceived Benefits from Fisheries R&D

Benefited from Fisheries R&D in Past 5 Years?

TOTAL 30% 2% :
Rec Fishing 25% I e 16 3%
Nth Prawns ' 40% 40 %.
Sth Bluefin Tuna 40% 4%
Barramundi 40% I 40%
Pearls | 56% I I22%
Syd Rock Oyster 44% 28 % 5
Rock Lobster . 33% se %
Aust Prawn Farm 18% a5 %
Wild Abalone 4% 25%
Atl Salmon 29% [ 29%
Pac Oysters _ 36%Mmm21%
Other ININNNNNNNINN33%
SE Traw 15%| 5%
Post Harvest 19%4%|
EC Prawn 20%% [ [ [
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
Q0] N=201 (il respondents) Yes (alitte) [ Yes (alot)

Note: category results indicative due to small sample sizes

100%
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Perceived Benefits from Fisheries R&D

Did FRDC Play Role in Achieving Direct Benefits?

(Aware of FRDC)

TOTAL

Grassroots

Post Harvest

Recreational fishing

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

. No Yes (minor) . Yes (significant)

m N=107
“Not sure” not shown

Note: Responses shown are those ‘aware’ of FRDC.
Results represent 53% of all respondents.
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This question was only
asked of respondents
aware of FRDC who
believe they have directly
benefited from fisheries
R&D in the past 5 years

FRDC role strongly
recognised by:

= Rec Fishing
respondents
= Aust Prawn Farmers

= TAS and QLD
respondents

Similar ‘significant’ role
noted among Aquaculture
(60%) and Wild-catch
(57%) grassroots operators
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Most Significant Activity or Initiative You Have Directly
Benefited From as a Result of Fisheries R&D?
(Unprompted - Main Mentions Only)

Research into different species 14%
Breeding/genetics program initatives 9%
Fish disease/fish health activities %
Fish stocks/stock assessments 7%
Environmental/ecological 7%
Quota management/bag limits 6%
Sustainability initiatives/protecting fishing industry 5%
No single activity 15%
N=115 ol% 2<‘>/o 4"% 6“% 8“%10‘%1 2‘%141%161%
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Perceived Benefits from Fisheries R&D

Respondents asked this
question claim to have
generally benefited from:

= Research into
different species
(14%)

= Funding/ grant
initiatives/funded
project (10%)

= Breeding/genetics
programs (9%)

B (Other mentions included:
= hatchery stock
= growth improvement
= prawn domestication

program
= released fish survival
project
= fish tagging and habitat
mapping
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What One Issue Has Been Ignored or Given Inadequate
Attention or Funding? (Unprompted - Main Mentions Only)

Lack of Marketing/mkt development/promotion
Water quality/pollutiion control/estuary quality
Closure of fishing areas

Fish stocks/stock assessments/decreased numbers
Sustainability/environmental issues/NRM

Gov support/assistance

Lack of commercial viability

Research into different fish species

lllegal fishing

[
N=201 (all respondents) 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10%
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Perceived Gaps in Fisheries R&D

Emphasis on marketing,
particularly by:

Those concerned with

the outlook of the sector

Early adopters of new
ideas

Emphasis on water quality
issues by Aquaculture
respondents

Other mentions included:

illegal fishing

imported seafood
aquaculture/fish farming
industry unity

fisheries mgmt and
commercial netting
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Perceived Gaps in Fisheries R&D

Example Marketing Related Verbatim Comments (Q13 and Q14):

“Our pricing and marketing (needs attention). We just don’t seem to have
anyone out there to help us...we’re going through a bit of a low spot...
not that the fishermen are not good at marketing, they just have no
control over marketing or pricing and nobody making an effort to help
us market our product.”

“Abalone market information...mainly to do with prices and markets in
South East Asia.”

“Market trends....what the market is doing as far as sales is
concerned...prices and consumer awareness.”
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Information and
Communications






















































































































































































































































