
Delayed Compliance Enforcement 
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The heated exchange of views by the thousands of 
recreational fishermen reacting to the sudden announcement 
by the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
(DFFE) that they can no longer use a drone to fish, and if they 
do it will be confiscated, is entirely justified. 

This is the view of the SAAMBR / ORI which in response to the conversation 

on social media, issued a statement in which it criticised the tardiness of the 
DFFE to react to the use of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) or drones as they 

are more commonly known, in the recreational fishing industry space. 
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While some rock and surf fishermen applaud the enforcement of the 
regulations and verbalise that “if you can’t cast you shouldn’t be fishing”, and 

that using a drone “is unfair angling”, SAAMBR/ORI, makes the point that 
hundreds – if not thousands – of anglers have spent significant amounts of 

money on drone equipment and technology. 

In addition, a new support industry has gained traction. But now the 
Department says that the use of drones for recreational fishing purposes is 
simply not allowed, and the equipment will be confiscated if anglers are found 

to be using them. 

Read the article Ban on Using Drones for Fishing and Baiting 

Delayed compliance action 

While SAAMBR/ORI supports that it is illegal in terms of the Marine Living 
Resources Act, No 18 of 1998, to use drones for the purpose of fishing 
recreationally, and supports the research that has been carried out into the 
use of drones for recreational fishing globally (Winkler et al. 2021), it says at 

the same time “it is disappointed” it took the DFFE so long to react to this 

development. 

Using Drones to Fish. Cool or Cop-out 

Armchair Fishermen and the Ethics of Using Drones 

“The impact of this delayed compliance action will thus affect considerably 

more people and jobs than if the practice was prohibited at the start. 

“Furthermore, SAAMBR/ORI is of the opinion that the overall management of 
the marine recreational fishery in South Africa is extremely poor and much 

needs to be done to improve the monitoring of effort and catches, adjusting of 
regulations, and assessing the efficacy of compliance strategies,” SAAMBR/ 

ORI says in the statement. 
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Reasons for support the regulations 

SAAMBR / ORI summaries its reasons for supporting the regulations. These 

are that: 

• Drones have made shore angling a far more effective means of catching large 
fish. The MLRA limits angling to manual methods, and it is necessary to limit 

the gear technology that anglers use, especially as there is no possibility of 

limiting the number of anglers. 

• Drones enable anglers to target species and access habitats beyond casting 

distance from the shore.  This has resulted in increased catches of endangered 
shark and ray species and fish species such as black musselcracker in the 

Eastern Cape and silver kob and white steenbras in the Western Cape. 

• Drones are being used to fish illegally in offshore no-take areas which were 
specifically zoned to protect offshore reef fish (e.g. within the Pondoland 

Marine Protected Area). 

• Fish and shark species are being hooked long distances offshore (hundreds 
of metres) resulting in extended fight times, reduced survival rates after 

release and greater levels of depredation by other predators. 

• The long distances of line or braid in the water after the bait is dropped by a 
drone result in greater amounts of lost tackle (and subsequent environmental 

impacts) when break-offs do occur. 

• The high cost of drones makes this type of fishing only available to a few 
affluent anglers. This is considered an unfair advantage by most shore anglers 
who are limited to traditional casting. A degree of user conflict has thus 

developed between drone anglers and conventional shore anglers.  

• Flying of drones in public spaces such as on beaches can impact on the 

privacy and enjoyment of the beach by other users. 
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• Drones are being used to transport baits long distances out to sea (up to 500 
m) and in so doing are in contravention of the South African Civil Aviation 

Authority (SACAA) regulations which prohibit recreational drones carrying and 
dropping a payload. They also present a considerable danger to manned 

aircraft flying at low altitude along the coast, especially light sport aircraft. 

• Some drone anglers (especially along the KZN coast) operate their drones 
within a 10 km radius of an aerodrome or in prohibited, restricted or controlled 

airspace. This is extremely dangerous and is also prohibited by the SACAA. 

• Some drone pilots are charging a fee to carry other angler’s baits long 
distances out to sea. In most cases this is illegal as these pilots do not have 
the necessary permission (or training) to do this (i.e. a commercial UAV pilots 

licence). 

Knowing the law 

One contributor, Leon Rheeder, in a post on the Hook & Grill Facebook page, 

provides greater insight of the laws governing the use and flying of drones. 

These he says can be found in Part 101 of the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA). 

“In terms of using a drone for personal use, one can be grateful that a few of 

these rules have been excluded,” he writes. He adds that if a drone is to be 
flown for private use, it’s operator will not require a letter of approval from the 

Director, nor will he/she require a license. 

Further exclusions are that the pilot will not need an operators’ certificate, nor 
will they be required to maintain the drone in the same manner required if it 

were to be used for commercial use. 

“The CAA has introduced a number of guidelines for the use of drones, and it 
has been set out quite nicely on their website under the general information,” 

he points out. 
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Acceptable uses 

When it comes to using a drone for private purposes, these are some of the 

acceptable uses for a drone. 

• The Remotely Piloted Aircraft (RPAS) may only be used for an 
individual’s personal and private purposes where there is no 

commercial outcome, interest or gain; 
• The pilot must observe all statutory requirements relating to liability, 

privacy and any other laws enforceable by any other authorities. 

DO’s and DON’Ts 

A list of do’s and don’ts has also very nicely been set up: 

DO NOT 

1. through act or omission, endanger the safety of another aircraft or 
person therein or any person or property through negligent 

flying/operation of Remotely Piloted Aircraft, or toy aircraft. 
2. fly/operate Remotely Piloted Aircraft, or toy aircraft 50 m or closer 

from: 

• Any person or group of persons (like sports field, road races, schools, 
social events, etc.) 

• Any property without permission from the property owner. 

Unless approved by the SACAA, DO NOT fly/operate Remotely Piloted Aircraft 

or toy aircraft: 

• Near manned aircraft 
• 10 km or closer to an aerodrome (airport, helipad, airfield) Weighing 

more than 7 kg In controlled airspace In restricted airspace In 
prohibited airspace. 
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• Do not fly/operate Remotely Piloted Aircraft, or toy aircraft higher 
than 150m from the ground, unless approved by the Director of Civil 

Aviation of the SACAA. 

 DO’S 

• Fly/operate Remotely Piloted Aircraft, or toy aircraft in a safe manner, 
at all times. 

• Remotely Piloted Aircraft or toy aircraft should remain within the 
visual line of sight at all times. 

• Fly/operate RPA in daylight and clear weather conditions. 

• Inspect your aircraft before each flight. 

                                                                        


