
SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'.S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

~;:~-; -:~-~:~:i~t~;;- -- - -- -- ---:--tJct~h 'V (·~V 

PQS~ I ad~,e~, .•..... _ .... ...... .. ·· .·. 

Preferred method of contact: C,W\_Ct, ; \ 

Telephone number: 

i Signature: 
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i (by Person authorised to sign on 
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! making submission)_____ _ ______ _ -.J 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
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I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi&ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 
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s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

/ 
0 Yes 

----flJ.e 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (A1) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-toreh4 (C1) 
1>,_~ 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ir pre erence wou an con mucus 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 
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Postal address: 
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Preferred .method of contact: 
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I 

• 

I s• i 1gnature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 

l making submission) , 
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i . I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
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I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

"@Ip protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl} 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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i i I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
i. _____ ; 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
, Official Information Act 1982 ._ _____ ; 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisatign 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (01) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

K;el13 ~retection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
'provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: R A.(~ tHd 'fv\ ct C c ~ u A. ,,,.__ I ~ 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

D I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi&atien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o J Yes 
q/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelf3 f3reteetioR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

·- i\ A '1~ 
I usually fish at: ()-(' f -\~\(,VI 1v ' 0 \A I 

For \ CJ days a year: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that hove not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fish ing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough . 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on the ir tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises . For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible . 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MP As (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please· note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation . For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 

l Signature: 
; 
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l (by Person authoris

; behalf of person o

! making submission) 
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L 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organ isation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 wotee:tion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment ofthis is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original ,,., 
consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ir pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 
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I 

! Postal address: :,' ___ -- ···-· _. ________ ·--- -
! . :~~-~~rr~~ method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

I 5• i 1gnature: 

/ (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 

I making submission) 
; --·-••<>••-------•--- ·----------·-•------·· -·-- - -·-' 

: ·;;r;:: not w;sh for my oame and address to be released under the O/f;dal lnformaUon Act 1982. 
L ·-···-' 

i 7, do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L __ ~ __! Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi5atign 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o yes 
o/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp pretectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not~ why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

arid meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

------..ar.eas,..ma e life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amou_nt of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather t han the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

! Signature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 

! making submission) , 
• -----·-· -----·----·--- · --·-·- --·- -----•·--- -~ -·- ___ 1 ••

L 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi5atisn 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

0 

W g ry best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kairnata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelf) f)rotectieR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

1m~le111r11H1~~ a goo~ Ma t10_9£J1nev1t )1retkJ.~ wo1,11 d 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This w ill entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I th ink th is culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only t hose with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situat ions that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a ca r, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather condit ions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have st ricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables res idents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 
' 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a rs no poss, e, my ,r pre erence wou an con rnuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

) Name of submitter: 

;·· .. .. -·••---·· - - ··-··-·--· ·----~ .. --· - -i-

l- ~:st~I address: ... ------ -- ---- - --

[Y'vt,OJll 
Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

l Signature: 

[ (by Person authorised to sign on 

t behalf of person or organisation 

i 

- - ·-·----· ... . , 

! making submission) , 
; ---- -·--· ·---- --- -- . --- -------------- --···--- - ----· - ___ .. -- ------------- -------------·. ----- ·- ---- --- -- ···- ------ --- .. - -- - · -· ---- --- - - . ·· -· - -- ------

! ___ --~ o not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o.J Yes 

W No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

-We 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

"el13 wotection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline . 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1-------------- --- ----------- - --- --

1 Name of submitter: 
! 
; . -· - ... _. .- ·-···. -· .. 
' 

! . . . . 

_ -i _f\Jl r o_l q _ _ _ l{q_f!& (?__~-- ______ _ 
I 
i 

··-· - ~-··--·- ~ -- ---- - _.J 
i 
f Postal address: 

~-·- · ·- ·- . 
i 

Preferred method of contact: 
• I 

[M/lLAJ -
Email: 

_ Telephone number: 
I 

I s• i 1gnature: 

!_ 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) , 
·---- ·-- -- . - -· ·- --·- - ·--------· ·---- ---- - -.-1 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi!iatien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other {please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa {Ql) 

li:elp protectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area {Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by t ides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation . Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fish ing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fish ing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

------ai:eas,.marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 M PAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou anne eserves ra er an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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Proposed marine protection measures I 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full netw ! rk: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all hat apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kel13 13retectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My prefe f red option is the status quo.I I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 
I , 

My reasr s for this are as follows: I 

I ' 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of ma~ntaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to suppbrt your answer. 

i 
I do_not agree. The lack of MPAs in this _re_gion does not significantly incr~ase the risk of losing uniq4el ~arine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This 1s because bad weather and ad~erse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of rectjeatio~al fishing to about 60 bays a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the cany, ns, can be available for as litl le as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for resbrves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adver$e sea conditions, and also a1ound 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go Ifishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recrea 
1
ional 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able . I 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not ad ~ressed, including continuing o 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing to6 far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong c~rrents and shipping channel~. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo rrjeans it is possible for the ow'ners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a lonJ distance south to Taieri Mo1 th . 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, whic~ enables me to participate i a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduce~ to the sport in a safe envir , nment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishi~g is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dun7din where the entire local c~astline 

will be unavailable) . This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle( which I 

think is very unfair. I I 
Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and Cclrs travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption thr~ugh travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased ~uel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. J I 
The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cit es and coastal settlements ( specially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we la nch our boats enables our i~

1 

portant 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing sp~ts close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me tp go fishing safely and easily.I The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I tr.ink this culture will be lost i the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts w \11 be able to safely get out fa enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and lsouth Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situationslthat result from rising sea lei els and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach wit~in walking distance should not be 
I 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not ~ave access to a car, and I kn9w from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many reside~t's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. i J 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Net~orl< - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do yoJ agree with the initial analyi is of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

\ 

pro~ide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not a ree entirely. Because of the ~atural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather c
1
ohditions, the marine biodiv~rsity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protectio1 to.thrive. :here is ~o n_eed ~o ban recreational fishing for th_e sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meet1;ng international obl1gat1ons, !because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I woul8 like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protectio~s'in this context, rather than[ a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine R+ erves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not ~convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on hbw many fish a boat can catc;h per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understalnd there is a benefit of linkinlg the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that (t entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. his means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. I 

This is not what local people want, and[ local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves pread out, which enables reJidents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 
I 

there seer to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine R~serves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather thah a whole coastline. This wmj ld give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is im~ortant before a blanket ba ~ is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportuni ies to do that safely, and clobe to shore. 
I 

Are there other Aenefits or impacts that have not been described? 

I 
If the pro osed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

I , 

off the be~ch before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 
I 

These res rves would remove a numb~r of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is curnently possible . 

I 
I need safe and easily accessible areas fo fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

I I 
so that I can find a spot out of that day'is wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not b, able to take advantage of ar weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if t r e marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose oi portunities to take family a1d friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also bll very time consuming if we Hiave to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I menti , ned above, there will also bf major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 
I , . . . . . . . . . . 

who have ravelled within New Zealan , to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also cons der that an unintended con5iequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome dt this is that it will place extr~me pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering bf, seafood can still be undert6ken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, ma~ine life will be depleted, whi ~ h creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposa1. What changes to the netri}.ork would 
I 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to sl' pport your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restric1t the amount of fish recrea}il! nal 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the propose~ network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs !as were designated in the 0r
1
ginal 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing ~o continue safely and locall')(. 

I 
pre erence wou nuous 

I 
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching land fishing sports at regular ntervals 

along the coastline. 

1 

· 

! 
I I 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

! Signature: 
i 

i (by Person authorised to sign o

i behalf of person or organisation 

I making submission) 
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I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (A1) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp pretectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
1 

] { / I . (l ) 
H~ 1v.>.O Sqre+-y· 

I 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not,, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMITTER DETAILS 
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' Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on
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; ~ o not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
_ J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0Fganisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

/4s 
o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

~neral public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp proteetion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

~ 
For days a year: 

vtk, ~v:u ,11- x;Q_ ,e< lttf. 
With: 

of 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page 3 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with re lative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline . 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 
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Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 
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0 Environmental 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelf3 f)retectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

//mw1-1 (7-- ~~l?li 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take fam ily and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

/ves 
--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 
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✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protectioR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tab les at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it . I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored . 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible . 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establish ing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Email: 

1 Telephone number: 
I 
' r·- . -· - ~- · -· ,.. 

i 
i Signature: 
' 
i (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 
1 

I making submission) ______ __________ _

!. 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

i ·- Y, do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
!_l('_! Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o /Yes 
c/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

"elp pretection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl} 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network- Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fish ing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I vt<.o not w;sh to, my ,am, aod addcess to be celeased ,ndec the Offidal I nfo,maUon Act 1982. 

□ I do not w i~h the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

OFga n isatien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o / Yes 

o/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp proteetion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable) . This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises . For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis . While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible . 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network • Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained . 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreationa I 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page 



SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Nameofsubmitter: 

i--------+---
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation

making submission) 

I ~ do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o / Yes 

ef No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

l(;elp protestioR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For \0 days a year: 

With: 

.J..., 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, w ithout venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and sh ipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fish ing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without veh icles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I wou ld have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted . I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it w ill be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited . This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MP As (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Duned in & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrict ions which have gone along with it. 

AEl-223793-9- 5-3 : El age 2 



i 

SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
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! Name of submitter: 
! 
' ' ' ! i 

l ·• •. ·-· ·-······ - ··· -· · -- -· ·· 
' 

. ---·- .... ----- - . - -- . + 
l 
I Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

. Telephone number: 
I 

i Signature: 
' 
! {by Person authorised to sign on 

: behalf of person or organisation 

! making submission) 
; - ------------------------------- -- ---- - --- - ___

L 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

· Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

l(el13 weteGtien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

r 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my ir pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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, I 
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Low 
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I do not wish for my name and a ,dress to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I I 
I do hot wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

i 
Are you r~sponding as an individual o as an organisation? 

I 
✓ l~dividual 

Organisation 

i 
Do you id~ntify as tangata whenua? 

o vL 
0 Nb 

Which caJ gory best describes your m in interest in this area? 

0 j mateur fishing charter vessJ operator 
I 

O dommercial fishing 
I 

O Environmental 
I 

I 
0 General public 

O 9 wner of land adjacent to a p oposed marine protected area 

✓ Jetreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 
I 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full netw , rk: 

/ves 

And I 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all hat apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve {Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp preteGtion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My prefe~red option is the status quo.1 I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 
I I 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of ma~ntaining the status qua? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to suppbrt your answer. 

I 
I do_not agree. The lack of MPAs in this_re_gion does not significantly incrf ase the risk of losing unique

1

marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This 1s because bad weather and ad}Jerse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of re cJeational fishing to about 60 ~ays a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the cany, ns, can be available for as litt le as 20 
days a year. I 

I • 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for resbrves to further restrict recrdational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adver$e sea conditions, and also a1ound 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportun ities to go j~ishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recrea~ional 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. I I 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? i 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not ad~ressed, including continuing
1
to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing wit,hout the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be usetj safely, without venturing tob far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong c~rrents and shipping channe+ As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo rrjeans it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to t ravel a long distance south to Taieri Mo1!1th. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fish ing, whic~ enables me to pa rticipate i a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe envir , nment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishi1g is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dun~din where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This w ill entirely prevent access to the sport for tho}' e who do not have a vehicle which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and c rs travell ing long distances t avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption thrbugh travel should be taken into 
: I 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters . J 
The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cit es and coastal settlements· ( specially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we la nch our boats enables our important 

and un ique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing sp~ts close town or close to I 
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me tp go fishing safely and easily,: The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opin ion. I tt, ink th is culture will be lost i!
1 

the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts w\11 be able to safely get out fa enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and !south Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations/that result from rising sea lel els and 

climate change . The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach wit~in walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not 1ave access to a car, and I kn Jw from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand ba$s are currently many reside rlt's sole 
I I 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. : I 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Net~ork - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do yo j agree with the initial ana/yi is of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
pro~ide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not a ree entirely. Because of the ~atural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather c:onditions, the marine biodiv~rsity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need ~o ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, [because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 
I • 

protection i,s actually necessary. I woul8 like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protectio1s in th is context, rather than[ a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine R1serves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not :convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on hbw many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understalnd there is a benefit of linkin~ the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that 1t entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. his means the effect on red eational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. I 

This is not what local people want, andj local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves pread out, which enables re$idents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there see~ to be able to thrive within ~he bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be ~ ore supportive of Marine R~serves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather tha t a whole coastline . This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ba ~ is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportun]·
1 

ies to do that safely, and clof e to shore . 

Are there other Jene/its or impacts that have not been described? 

If the pro osed marine reserve areas o~f the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 
I , 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These res 1rves would remove a numb~r of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is cu rriently possible . 

I 
I need saf . and easily accessible areas fo fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

I I 
so that I can find a spot out of that day1s wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

w ill not b, able to take advantage of a1y weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are ti ear safety issues for me if t ~e marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted . I 

will lose obportunities to take family a1d friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also bt very time consuming if we fh ave to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I menti , ned above, there will also be major impacts on recreat ional sport and comm unity culture if fishing 
I . . . I . . . . . . 

who have t ravelled within New Zealan, to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended con~equence of establ ishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome df this is that it will place extr~me pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering bf seafood can still be undertbken . There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

------dl.l::~, ai ine life will be depleted, whi~h creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposa1, What changes to the netWork would 
I , 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to s · pport your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the propose~ network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs las were designated in the 0rrginal 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing ~o continue safely and loca\l~-

1 
pre erence wou nuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching iand fishing sports at regular ntervals 

along the coastline, 

1 

I ~ 

I 
·~ 

' ' ,- . 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

L ou_\se \ o && 

f.f'\ci\ \ 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 
1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released 
under the Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

o Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

o Commercial fishing 

o Environmental 

o General public 

o Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

../ Recreational fishing 

o Tangata whenua 

o Other (please specify) 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

erYes 

-----Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

,/ Marine reserves 

,/ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

,/ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

,/ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

,/ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

,/ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

,/ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

,/ Type 2 marine protected areas 

,/ Tuhawaiki (A 1) 

,/ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

,/ Kaimata (E1) 

,/ Whakatorea (L 1) 

,/ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protection area 

,/ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo a, ri _, ~ -.::_-:; ·t-1; 0 .,, d. ( 
.P~'J:(._,.5.,,J' anoc d,)vJ~ 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 0111!:J 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing 
unique marine habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions are common along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of 
recreational fishing to about 60 days a year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as 
around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict 
recreational fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions, and also around work commitments and tides , I already have limited opportunities to go 
fishing. To require me to travel for 2 hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would 
further prohibit me from enjoying recreational fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing 
to provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a 
long distance offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, 
without venturing too far out to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong 
currents and shipping channels. As there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the 
status quo means it is possible for the owners of large boats to find local options to launch without 
having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate 
in a healthy outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport 
in a safe environment. For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends , the marine 
reserves will mean fishing is impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in 
Dunedin where the entire local coastline will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to 
the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances 
to avoid the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should 
be taken into account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated 
with increased fuel consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters . 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements 
(especially areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats 
enables our important and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots 
close town or close to beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go 
fishing safely and easily. The community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. 
I think this culture will be lost if the marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with 
large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 
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Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue 
to be able to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from 
rising sea levels and climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within 
walking distance should not be understated . In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do 
not have access to a car, and I know from experience that the flooding can be sudden and 
unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole line of defence, so the no-take policy 
could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their 
tables at minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low 
due to panic-buying and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get 
food to feed themselves, their families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will 
only become more important as the likely economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and 
unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and those on low or limited incomes, the 
ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally important in order to support 
themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of the proposed 
network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase the 
strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good 
time to implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the 
worst timing possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why 
not? Please provide evidence to support. your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and 
adverse weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not 
require explicit protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of 
making an "explicit" protection and meeting international obligations, because common sense and 
evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the 
exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather than a discussion 
of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in densely 
populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but 
given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. V'1-hrrr-rrrrt-+"' 

· er ay o 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage 
between them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational 
fishing along a coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and 
sudden, rather than minor and workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive 
of Marine Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline 
like the Marine Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real 
evidence, which I think is important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of 
Auckland or three quarters the size of Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who 
enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go 
a long way off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact 
which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and 
therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be 
kept open so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to 
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another fishing spot I will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come 
up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are 
adopted. I will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more 
difficult and dangerous. It will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast 
and out into the weather before putting a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community 
culture if fishing close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact 
on tourism as I know friends who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at 
our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that 
it will push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). 
The likely outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited 
areas where fishing and gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due 
to competition for those limited areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in 
areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the 
network would you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish 
rrcreationafl f,ishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 
I h no...- "-e,,f".I\ ore.ot.5 oh I 4 
If that is not possible, my second prefer'ence would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the 
original consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely 
and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than 
continuous) similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing 
sports at regular intervals along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. 
Without their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the 
submission deadline. The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the 
Department of Conservation has not explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. 
For something that is going to have significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along 
the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected more information to be given so public 
awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4. 5 years ago on a different 
network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a time when we, 
like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MA~INE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S t bUTH ISLAND SOUTI-I EASI COAST 

:~~:l:r~::: - - --•- ···•-·i· 

Postal adf ress:  . . . . ... . .. --. ----
. T 

: Preferre.tneth~d of contact: ! ! 

Email:

Telephoni 11umber: / 

. . 
• Signature

i (by Perso_r authorised to sign on 

: behalf of
1 

person or organisation 

i making supinission) . ··--r- -- ---· ---------- -·· .... ---

_ / I . V _; I do not wish for my name and a dress to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

~ ✓- ; I do ~?' wish the commercially Lsitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
· · Official Information Act 1982 -· ·· . I 

Are you r~sponding as an individual o as an organisation? 

I 
✓ Individual 

Opgani£ation 

i 
Do you id~ntify as tangata whenua? 

I 
o / Yes 
r/ Nb 

Which caJ gory best describes your m in interest in this area? 
I 

0 4mateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O 0ommercial fishing 

O + vironmental · 

O General public 

O 9 wner of land adjacent to a p oposed marine protected area 

✓ Jecreational fishing 

0 Tj ngata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures I 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full netw ! rk: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all hat apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp proteGtion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My prefef red option is the status qua.
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I do not want the proposed network ta be instigated. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of ma}ntaining the status quo? 
' 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to suppbrt your answer. 
I I 

I do_ not agree. The lack of MP As in this _re_gion does not significantly incrfa;e the risk of losing unique/ marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This 1s because bad weather and ad}Jerse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of red eatio~al fishing to about 60 bays a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canydns, can be available for as lit~le as 20 

days a year. I I 
Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for res~rves to further restrict recr~ational 

I I 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adver$e sea conditions, and also a1ound 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go f ishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours {either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recrea 1ional 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. I 
Are there any other benefits or impacts that have npt been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not ad~ressed, including continuing ~o 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be usetj safely, without venturing top far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong cili rrents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo ~ eans it is possible for the ow:ners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mor th. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, whic~ enables me to participate i~ a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduce!d to the sport in a safe envirJnment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishi ~g is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dun~din where the entire local co

1

1astline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle which I 

think is very unfair. j 
Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and c . rs travelling long distances t avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption thrpugh travel should be taken i:nto 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased l uel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we a re able to fish off beaches close to towns, J es and coastal settlements· ( specla lly 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we la j nch our boats enables our iml portant 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing sp~ots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me tp go fishing safely and easily.I The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I tr. ink this culture will be lost i! the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts w\11 be able to safely get out fa· enough . 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and !south Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency san~ bags ~uring the frequent flooding situatio~sl:hat res.ult f~om rising sea lei els and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach w1t~1n walking distance should. 1ot be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not i ave access to a car, and I knqiw from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many reside~t's sole 
i I 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. ; I 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Net~ork - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do yo j qgree with the initial analyi is of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
pro~ide evidence to support your answer. 

I . 
I do not a ree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather c:onditions, the marine biodivf rsity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protectio7 to.thrive. :here is ~o n_eed ~o ban recreational fishing for t~e sake of making an 11explicit11 protection 

and meeting international obligat1ons1 !because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protectio~ is actually necessary. I woul~ like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protectio~s in this context, rather thani a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Rdserves are needed in denseli populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limita~ions on me already I am not ~onvinced they are necessary in our situation . Why not just have stricter 

rules on hbw many fish a boat can catc'.h per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understa\nd there is a benefit of linkin~ the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. his means the effect on rect,eational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. I 

This is not what local people want, and! local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves pread out, which enables reJidents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there see~ to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be ~ ore supportive of Marine R~serves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather th+ a whole coastline. This wotjld give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ba ~ is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 
I 

opportuni ies to do that safely, and clof e to shore. 

Are there other 6enefits or impacts that have not been described? 

I 
If the proµ,osed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

I , 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These res1
1
rves would remove a numb~r of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is curriently possible. 

I need saf i and easily accessible areas ~o fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that dayjs wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be\ able to take advantage of al y weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are ~I ear safety issues for me if t ~e marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family a1d friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also bll very time consuming if we fltave to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I menti , ned above, there will also bf major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

lal cribs and sea~i.de...tc · · · · · · · · 

who have ll ravelled within New Zealan to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also cons der that an unintended con~equence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome dt this is that it will place extr~me pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering bf, seafood can still be undertbken . There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, ma~irie life will be depleted, whi~h creates new problems in areas which previous! had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposai. What changes to the network would 
I 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to sI' pport your answer. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restri9 the amount of fish recrea~i I nal 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the propose~ network. 

If that Is not possible, my second prefecence would be for type 2 MPAs !as were designated in the ~'/"'n;I 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locall'r(. 

I 
pre erence wou an con nuous 

I 
similar to those in the Haural<i Gulf, in order to preserve local launching \and fishing sports at regular ntervals 

along the coastline. I 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

. Telephone number: 
I 

I Signature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

/ behalf of person or organisation 

i making submission) __ __ __ __ _________ _ ; 

!_ 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

[ -·- / 1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
:_L _i Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi£atien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

y No 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other {please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve {Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakin ikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

~elia iaretection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

hl/¥1-✓ ~ 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for t he owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easi ly. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a rs no poss, e, my rr pre erence wou an con rnuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'.S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1---··---·-·------------·-·--··-· · --- -- - -· - -,---~=-- --- -- .. ··---- ---------·--·---· .. -·---·--- .. ----······-----··---·· ·-- ··-·--·--·--·---·· I 

! N•~-••fsub~itter: - ) G-w_)~ 'Fn~lC\~-Q_,, ..... - ___ ; 
l Postal address: 
: 
; ~ . , ~-· ~- -- -·-~ ~·--· -·-·· - -·· - ------- ---•

j Preferred method of contact: 
I 

I --- --
: Email: 

I 
f 
1 Telephone number: 
I 

l Signature: 
I 

I (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 
: 
! making submission) ' 
' -------------- ·--- --· - ---------- ·- -·- -- ·---- -- ---- - ___ ! __ 

L 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi£ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

I 
I 

I 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

✓~es 
--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

"el13 wetectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were fo r one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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I 
Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ,r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Email: 

: Telephone number: 
I ; 
i s· j 1gnature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation ' 

l making submission) 
I •-------••·••--•-•-- --- ·- · · •---·-~---- ---••·• • • -·- - ·---

/i I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
I -
I.--··-' 

/do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
!___ : Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi5atien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

VNo 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

----Me 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 wetectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea condition_s are common 

along the south east coastline, and th is already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limit ations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and t ides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need t o travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture t o be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I th ink this cu lture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach w ithin walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I Name of submitter: 

! --- -- - - -.. 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

I Telephone number: 
I 

i s· i 1gnature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

/ behalf of person or organisation 

! making submission) _______ __ .. _ _________ 
1 

L 
' I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

·-·-; 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please t ick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata {El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelµ µretectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations with in walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables ou r important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r--------------- --- ----

1 Name of submitter: 
I 
I • -• •·-·•••-·•-•·· 
I 

112-~ ?ov\c_2 ~ . ----- ---- ---- - ---- . -;- ··- - -· - ·- . ------~ -- ---- -- - --- --r -----·-- -- -- -- --- --- -- ----- ------. - -- ... -----------·-··-- ------
i i Postal address: ··· ____ __ __ _ ___ .. 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

__ 

Telephone number: 

I • i Signature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign 

/ behalf of person or organisati

! making submission) 
; . ---· ---·· ---- ·-- -- • ------------------- -- --- - --- - · ----

L 
I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I 
·----- •• i 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rganisatien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (01) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp pretectien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

AEl-223793-9-15-V3:AEI Page 2 



i 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction.of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 M PAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1-------···--- --- --·----· --·· 
i I 

i Name of submitter: 
• I 

j I ! 
1 • -- -·•-·-·•"·•-·-. --- - -- ----- ., .. ----- ---- . - -- - - -- --- - --.; 

' l 
: Postal address: 

--- ···- ----- -- - --- ··- •··! 

/--- .. ~ .. , .... ~--··-· · 

j" 
I 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

J Signature: 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 
! behalf of person or organisation 

! rr:_a}<}'}!1_!~~!!1i~s-~ '!L. _____ _____________ , 

!. 
Ji! do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

[ J 'ct~ ~ot wish th_e commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~--- __! Off1c1al Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

/ Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking dist ance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unava ilable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my p'reference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my ir pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r---·----- ---- ---- ---- --- --

! Name of submitter: 
( 

J Postal address: 
' 
i 

[ Preferred method of contact: 
' I ---- ··· ·-·- --

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 
! 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

! 
i 
i. 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

-·' 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi£ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

0 

0 

Yes / 

Nov 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

---f>J.g 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp pretection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not~ why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line CJ~ce, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

-------a.reas, a ine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the a mount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ,r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

i i Name of submitter: 
! 

l 
i bes ~eU I 

I - ··-·- ··- · ---- - -·· - - ·t --- ---- - ·- . . --- -. --- --- . - --·-- -- ------- ···-· ··- #• -- ---- • - - -- ---- - ___ .. -- • • ---- -- •••• - -------· - - - ------ --: 

Postal address: 

l-··• ··- ·- . 
; 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

i Telephone number: 
I 

i s· i 1gnature: 
, 

i (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) i 
----· ------ ·--- -- . - · . ----- --- ------- -- - -- -- --- - ___ ! 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
i . 
L -----' 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~- __ ., Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (A1) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa {Ql) 

"elp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able . 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas . I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy cou ave a serious 1m act:.----------------------



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

arine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my ir pre erence wou 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
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, Email: 

[ ___ __ --------- _. -···-·· ·---- .. .... . --··. --
/ Telephone number: i
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l
Slgnature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on ;

behalf of person or organisation i
making submission) '
---· ---- ·-------·-- - .. .I 

I·-··--- '. 

i 
--- . · ---·. - . -- . .. 1 

I 
I 

- - ... ---- - . -· _J 

1 ' I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. L __ ! 
r--·-- ··1 
j I I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an Individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest In this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of !and adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O · Tangata whenua 

0 other {please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitakl Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanul Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okalhae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp prntoGtlaA area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option Is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

1 do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly Increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. Thls is because bad weather and adverse sea condit! ons are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 
days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, l already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either In a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or Impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, Including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and Inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far.out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible In safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it Is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taler! Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreatlonal fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves wlll mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with Increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing Is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture ls a major benefit of the status quo In my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put In place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flood ing can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Networlc • Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Networlc 

Do you agree with the Initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not1 why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require expl1clt 

protection to thrive. There Is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit'' protection 

and meeting International obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection Is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather ls calm, but given 

the !imitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary In our situation. Why not Just have stricter 

rules on how many flsh a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that It entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know In the Haurakl Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed If they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think Is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. ·People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put In place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This Is an Impact which has been Ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots dose to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that Is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me If the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

wll! also be very time consuming If we have to travel well off the coast and out Into the weather before putting 

a llne out. 

As I mentioned above, there wlll also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture If fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that It will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this ls that it will place extreme pressure on marine life In those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There Is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas whlch previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described In the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the Introduction of the proposed network. 

If that ls not poss!ble, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated In the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a ts no ·poss1 e, my r pre erence wou 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I I • - -- - • • - ·- -·- · ---------- ----, 

I Name of submitter: j r -+- C. v-l---\- i 
! : "-----1 rq rd 0 l Io" 1 

l P~st~i~~~~es-~=-- •· -·- · ---- · · · ·· 

1--··- ·- . _ . _ .. ___ ... _ . __ ·- __ 
i I I i Preferred method of contact: i E0'"1 q; J j 

1-~~:i·i=··-·---·- ···· ·······- ······-- -·--···
I r·;e;~·~~-~~:·-n~~-~:r;·-- ·-· --
! 
;- - - ·-·---· -·•· ·· -- ··-···-· ··•--- -· ---··· · -····-· --
i 
! Signature: 
i 
i 

(by Person authorised to sign on ; 

behalf of person or organisation 1

making submission) ; 
------··--·•---··------- ------- -·------ - - __ _ 1_ - - - --- -- - - ------------ ·- ------- ----------- ---------------- - - -----

1-··-···--. 
: ' I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
!_ __ ._, 

! I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
, i Official Information Act 1982 
L-.-,_i 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Ind ividual• 

Organi£ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

i 

I 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea {L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

Pr~ 'I ~,sh ~(GJM M~ :re-ts\::-1 -, -\ wit\ be 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If notJ why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea condit_ions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restriet recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far .out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

______ _.,,r:,eas,..rn.ar.i.n.e.l.if.e wLbe_rl_e.pleted,_whlclLcLe.ates..n_e.w..p_robJe s i _ areas whicb reviouslY...,_h,.,,a..,.d..,_n...,,o,.,_n,.,.e.,_. ________ _ 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my rr pre erence wou an con rnuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

wrnrnunlty t:ulture Is a major benefit of the status quo In my opinion. I think this culture will be lost If the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safe ly, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishinlit spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the shelterin~ 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline . 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

I 

> -

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

1

1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Or:gaAisatioA 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

/ves 
o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 
,,..,,, 

ef' Yes 

-N& 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protectioA area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

CJ 
For cZO days a year: 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoi

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community cullur1: i!> a rnajur l,er11:fi'l ohlte !>'Lcl'LU!> 4uo i11 111y opinion. I think this c.ulturl:! will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended . This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think i

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the siz

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do th

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

The.se reserves wo11lci remrive n n11mher nf fishing spnts rinse tn shnre, 11nci therefore r,revent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consum ing if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited . This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fish ing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the incr

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it . 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: f ( l,1 Sec,/~ 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: f 4oftf.. I ~c.~J 
'\. 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

__________, 

-----
-----
-----

[_ I I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensit ive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o/No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

------~--- -
---------

-- - --------

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



., 

Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

✓ves 

----Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (Dl) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

r~/1,,,o~Qt.,/K (Jt.,f-1l-<t((ir/} c,,,-p~J C,-i;..{( rc)C-((r 

- ,",,. 
For €:Ni; days a year: 
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With: 

bo c. ~ 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the wurst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that days wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation . For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more i.nformation to be given so public awareness was raised . There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 1Y1 v\/ I 1A-V\ W 1l)i a,..,-, rll \A(/ 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: ~ -- #\Cf;\ 
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

D I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

l 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the St

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea . Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrict ions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

· provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation . Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited . This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fish ing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and local ly. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation . For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised . There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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• I 

SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

-· -- -- - -- - - - --- - - -- - -· -- - ---- - - -- -- - - - -- ---

Name of submitter: \..~~~ tf\ .. t\\o v'l~" 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

~ \ 
1 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

 behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
L-.. ____ 

-- ---- ----- ------- -- -- --- - -- --- -------

[] I do not w ish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Ind ividual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establ ishment of the full network: 

And 

O Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (Dlt 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp proteetion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fis,hing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natu ral limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

cond itions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fish ing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fish ing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

''---S\JBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 
Mc£,I 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

 behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

[-7 0 1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

~ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 

L/ J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o/ Yes 

6 No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

O Yes 

-Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at : 

For ''LO days a year: 

With : 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast . Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo meqns it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers w ithout vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number offishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the p_roposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: ~ ·,\ 
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



,I 

Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

O Yes 

----Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 13FeteetieA aFea 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fish ing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea . Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will enti rely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Preferred method of contact: 

~ 

1--Em_ a_il: --------1"
Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

D I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

{;4,,/)3/ / ~~/' 
For days a year : ,., 

~ ~ ~i«ile //~ ~~c/2-
With : 

I I 

\l2l NI (7-y' ~ 4 . 

@/ ~ ~ ~-<'i .i:: ff t".ci ,( C / /,,-/\ .£e 

~ ~ Ze s ,,_ 4--/ 4,-
y 
P~ ~ , c - /S-

,... 

7 
LS 

s--o 

. 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page 3 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that hove not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable) . This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts ofthe Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish . A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Ma:\ 
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

[2] 1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

[ i.)" do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~ Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

/ Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

r:-

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

O Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For /o ·- -1...0 days a year : 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea condit ions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends,. the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: ti I+ ~Ja,) 
Email: Af 4, I 
Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I ~ o not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes · 

v'No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

✓ves 
---Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

'ID "V\ °' ""C-{_,""' ~ IS e_o-t c_,,,t, . 

For ? days a year: 
S - Jo 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing w ithout the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations with in walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted . I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture iffishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
yo_u like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: e ""'a ti I M~t, \ 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

[2] I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r-;i I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
l:J Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

·v No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

✓ves 
--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For j D days a year: 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea . Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of. 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and .close to shore. 
~------------------ftf'
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture iffishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 
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Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
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□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be 

Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a su bmission on Lile establishment of the full network: 

✓ves 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Ka imata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at : 

l OCA s I 
For days a year: 

$ - [O o,{ ~ 

With : 

of Qof 1 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MP As in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable) . This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost . Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation . Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact w~ich has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture iffishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised . There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I N:,; ~ sub~~ter: 

I 

I Postal address: 
I 

1 
Preferred method of contact: ·, \ \ 

, __________ ?~h~c0~"'~-e.~ _11'3 Q.'.~ ... ~---------
1 
I Email: 
I 
I 

i Telephone number: 

I 
' Signature: 

, (by Person authorised to sign on 

, behalf of person or organisation 
I 

I makin_g subm~~sion) 

f -7 1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
I 

I I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
_ J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Oi=ga nisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

ef'" Other (please specify) I "D \ \I e,,,>/s~ ...-.""\ e..:\c. . 

I 

I 

1 

----

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp proteetioR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea . Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good time to 

implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

_ i~c{=\~,~- ~~ -

1<?7 -~ ~\- C<-,~- - -

!Email: 

Telephone number: 

' Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation

making submission) 

I I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
I . 

:\ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
I I Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

✓ves 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 13rotection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For \0 days a year: 

With : 

S:-::N\0:1 L 

~ 

~e 

::::ro 

'l~' 

~c..---a 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and t ides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (e ither in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea . Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Ta ieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a hea lthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables child ren to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes aga inst the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited) . The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4 .5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest ofthe country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it . 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I - - -- -- -

I Name of submitter: 

I 

I Postal address: 
I 

J Preferred method of contact: 
Q_~, \ 

, Email: 

I 

- - - -

--
1 Telephone number: 

I 
I 
I Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
-- -- - - - ---- --- - - -- -- -- -

~--~r, do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r--1 1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L__ Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

OrgaRisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

j 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment ofthe full network: 

And 

c/ Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites : (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Q <ou 
For \ 0 days a year: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without 

their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline. 

The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not 

explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant 

and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected 

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 

years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a 

time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'.S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

J'f, Ot ✓ () /J afVN,} fJ /' 

· ·

tfvlt1/v1 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Kaau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl} 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatarea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Keli;i proteEtien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international ohligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

/lJr ·e: Ii or. e r 
£V'vlA./ / 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 
' 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released 
under the Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

,/ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

o Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

o Commercial fishing 

o Environmental 

o General public 

o Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

o Tangata whenua 

o Other (please specify) 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



" 

Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

efYes 

-----Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

../ Marine reserves 

..f Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

../ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

../ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

../ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

../ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

../ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

../ Type 2 marine protected areas 

../ Tuhawaiki (A 1) 

../ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

..f Kaimata (E1) 

../ Whakatorea (L 1) 

../ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protection area 

../ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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·~.: r:-e~r;:ed optH:Jl'I ;, tAe stst1:1s..qu0r. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo o.,.. ;,.€.,0,~f ~'1 .(\ 1J4"1
~ 

a~- cAvi .-..,.,~ 
Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 01i J 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing 
unique marine habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions are common along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of 
recreational fishing to about 60 days a year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as 
around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict 
recreational fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions, and also around work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go 
fishing. To require me to travel for 2 hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would 
further prohibit me from enjoying recreational fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing 
to provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a 
long distance offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, 
without venturing too far out to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong 
currents and shipping channels. As there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the 
status quo means it is possible for the owners of large boats to find local options to launch without 
having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate 
in a healthy outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport 
in a safe environment. For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine 
reserves will mean fishing is impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in 
Dunedin where the entire local coastline will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to 
the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances 
to avoid the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should 
be taken into account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated 
with increased fuel consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements 
(especially areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats 
enables our important and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots 
close town or close to beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go 
fishing safely and easily. The community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion . 
I think this culture will be lost if the marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with 
large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree wjth our jnWal analys;s of the effects of majntajnjng the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provjde evjdence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing 
unique marine habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions are common along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of 
recreational fishing to about 60 days a year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as 
around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict 
recreational fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea 
conditions, and also around work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go 
fishing. To require me to travel for 2 hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would 
further prohibit me from enjoying recreational fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefjts or jmpacts that have not been descdbed? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing 
to provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a 
long distance offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, 
without venturing too far out to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong 
currents and shipping channels. As there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the 
status quo means it is possible for the owners of large boats to find local options to launch without 
having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate 
in a healthy outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport 
in a safe environment. For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine 
reserves will mean fishing is impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in 
Dunedin where the entire local coastline will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to 
the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances 
to avoid the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should 
be taken into account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated 
with increased fuel consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements 
(especially areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats 
enables our important and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots 
close town or close to beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go 
fishing safely and easily. The community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. 
I think this culture will be lost if the marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with 
large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 
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Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue 
to be able to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from 
rising sea levels and climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within 
walking distance should not be understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do 
not have access to a car, and I know from experience that the flooding can be sudden and 
unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole line of defence, so the no-take policy 
could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their 
tables at minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low 
due to panic-buying and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get 
food to feed themselves, their families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will 
only become more important as the likely economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and 
unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and those on low or limited incomes, the 
ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally important in order to support 
themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of the proposed 
network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase the 
strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While I do not believe there is any good 
time to implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the 
worst timing possible. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree wjth the jnjtjaf analysjs of the effects of estabUshjng the network? If not, why 
not? Please provjde evjdence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and 
adverse weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not 
require explicit protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of 
making an "explicit" protection and meeting international obligations, because common sense and 
evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the 
exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather than a discussion 
of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in densely 
populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but 
given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not 
just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage 
between them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational 
fishing along a coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and 
sudden, rather than minor and workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive 
of Marine Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline 
like the Marine Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real 
evidence, which I think is important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of 
Auckland or three quarters the size of Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who 
enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefjts or jmpacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go 
a long way off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact 
which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and 
therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be 
kept open so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to 
- ·----------------------- ---------------j.., 
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another fishing spot I will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come 
up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are 
adopted. I will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more 
difficult and dangerous. It will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast 
and out into the weather before putting a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community 
culture if fishing close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact 
on tourism as I know friends who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at 
our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that 
it will push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). 
The likely outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited 
areas where fishing and gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due 
to competition for those limited areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in 
areas which previously had none. 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the 
network would you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish 
recreational fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the 
original consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely 
and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than 
continuous) similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing 
sports at regular intervals along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. 
Without their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the 
submission deadline. The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the 
Department of Conservation has not explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. 
For something that is going to have significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along 
the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected more information to be given so public 
awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 years ago on a different 
network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a time when we, 
like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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another fishing spot I will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come 
up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are 
adopted. I will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more 
difficult and dangerous. It will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast 
and out into the weather before putting a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community 
culture if fishing close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited . This may also have an impact 
on tourism as I know friends who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at 
our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that 
it will push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). 
The likely outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited 
areas where fishing and gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due 
to competition for those limited areas, marine life will be depleted , which creates new problems in 
areas which previously had none. 

Please consjder the stated costs and benefjts descdbed in the proposal. What changes to the 
net~ork would you Uke to see~ W~y? Please provide evidence< to suppor~<our .:swe\ < 

I would like to see the status quo mamtamed. "''"' r-e.-cl'e ,,.;fc.~V\Cl f ¼-l'.<L, ~ /{) ,u., ) 
If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish 
recreation,al fisher;s are ailowed to take, rather than the l[ltroduction of the proposed network. 
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If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the 
original consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely 
and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than 
continuous) similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing 
sports at regular intervals along the coastline. 

Please note that I also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. 
Without their leadership, I would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the 
submission deadline. The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the 
Department of Conservation has not explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. 
For something that is going to have significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along 
the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected more information to be given so public 
awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4. 5 years ago on a different 
network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a time when we, 
like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing 
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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EMR competition 

* Andrew Penniket  
To Andrew Penniket Copy Vicki Jepson 

Hello everyone 

You probably know by now that the winners of the EMR trip to the Poor 
Knights Islands are  and  who both did great 
entries. But it was a hard and close decision as several others were 
very good too so well done to all of you! 

I will be in Dunedin in July and would like to catch up for a debrief 
and perhaps we can hear from Ario and Oliver about their trip. I am 
sure it will be good. 

Also, for those that are keen, I am hoping to organise a trip to 
Stewart Island next autumn, to snorkel in the Ulva Island Marine 
Reserve. Once again, we wont be able to take everyone so there will 
be another competition of some kind - probably along the lines of 
submissions to the South East Coast Forum. I will give lots of 
guidance on that. 

But we will be able to take a lot more of you so start saving now as 
there will be some cost on this one. 

Ok thank you all for coming along to EMR and I hope you found it 
interesting. 
Remember, the sea is a very exciting place but it demands respect. 
Better to be safe than sorry. If you want advice about local diving 
conditions ask Dive Otago - I am sure they will be very happy to advise. 
Maybe start saving for a scuba course with them - the world is your 
oyster! And I always say, if you learn to dive in Otago, you can dive 
anywhere in the world. 

I hope to meet up again in a couple of months 

Best wishes 
Andrew Penniket 

 

27/07/20, 9:42 AM 

! 7/5/2015 05:12 ~ 
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EMR This Saturday 

Andrew Pen$ket  ! 11/3/2015 15:02 [:;I 
To Vicki Jopson Copy       

        
      

        
  

► ~ 1 attachment View Open in browser Download 

Hello Everyone too! 

The weather is looking like light easterlies on the weekend which is not so good for Mapoutahi. 
I will check it on Friday and make a call but will let you know for sure on saturday morning where we are going. 

If Mapoutahi is no good we will go to the Mole which is fine in light north/easterlies. It has a lovely kelp forest. 

Attached is a file with suggestions on possible actions and artwork for the Poor Knights competition. Please do 
ask questions if you need guidance. 

Also, after your weekend dive please make an online submission on the sea sketches site on the south­
eastmarine.org.nz website. 
It doesnt take long. On there you can suggest locations for marine reserves Eg Shag Point, Mole, Tairoa Head, 
Nuggets etc. 

Looking forward to a wet weekend! 

Best wishes 
Andrew 

On 09/03/2015, at 10:27 PM, Vicki Jopson wrote: 
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EMR competition and South-East Coast Forum address 

* Andrew Penniket  
To Andrew Penniket Copy Vicki Jopson 

! 30/3/2015 09:11 [;J 

Hello Kings' EMR course students 

Dont forget the deadline for getting your actions/ submissions/ artwork finished. ( 5 pm, 17th April - Friday) 

You can enter both. 

Judging will be over 20121st April 

Below is the address to send material for the forum ( submissions/letters/proposals/essays). 

Also, don't forget possible sites - (Tairoa Heads, Shag Point, Nuggets, Aramoana Mole) 

Please send a copy to Vicki and myself, either by e mail or hard copy to: 

Andrew Penniket 
PO Box 300 
Wanaka 9343 

Artwork - please take a digital photo and send to Vicki and me 

For more info about marine reserves visit the DOC website 

Keep thinking and good luck. 
Dant forget the Poor Knights Islands are one of the best dive locations in the world! 

Best wishes 
Andrew 

 

South East Coast Forum 

C/0 Conservation House 
P.O.Box 5244 
Moray Place 
Dunedin 9058 

Or email to me at this address, 

Kind regards 
Ruth 

Ruth Mackenzie-White! Communications and Community Engagement I South East Marine Protection 
Forum I Department of Conservation 
T  
V  
M  
E  
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r-·-------- -------- ---
1 Name of submitter: 

k--- ------------- -- --- ------, 
I Postal address: . I

i-------•¥-~-- .,..___ - ·-·--------- ,.. ____________ ,_, ---- ·---
Preferred method of contact: 

' 
i 

I Email: 

i - -- ---····-·-. -- -- t· ------
1 Telephone number: 
! 

••• I

I Signature: 

I I (by Person authorised to sign on i
, behalf of person or organisation 
I making submission) 
----------------~--------------- --- -- --•- ------------

r-·---. 
I. __ j I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

!
,-··-· --, , do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 

'--.J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

GtgaRi&atioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fish ing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

---Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (A1) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kel13 13rotection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

1-ooo ~~f-V'lefi'~ 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weath.er and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there a re already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a IS no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Post~I address: 

· Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

; Telephone number: 

[ Signature: 

[ (by Person authorised to sign on 

: behalf of person or organisation 

! making submission) 
···--· -- - ·· . -· --···--- --- ---

 I 

-~ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

J; do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi&ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

• 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

--fll.e 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protectioA area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
( 

I 1,· ke +,·ch I Jilj 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not1 why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough . 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r-·--------··-·--·- - ·· ---- ············-·-···· -·--····1 

I Name of submitter: I 
:-- - ··-· ····•-·-· -·-····-· ---·-·---·----- •--·•······ -· ..... ·····-· ··-· ·-··-·-·1 

I Postal address: . !
····-····---•··-··--· - ---··---·- -····-···------ ··· ..... :-

Preferred method of contact: :

-·---- -· ---·-·- ·-- -· ---- _ _.: ~V'Y\ o_; I_-·. - - . , 
f Email: 

I 
1 

Telephone number: 
I 
~ ·- -· ~--· --··· -~--- - ... -·-· 

i Signature: 
i 
i (by Person authorised to sign on 

I behalf of person or organisation 

L making submission) _______ . ----- ---·---

I" . - -
I_ ::::'"J I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

f 0 I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L__j Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

GrgaRi5atioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

v No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

--NG 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve {Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve {Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki {Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

!<:elf) proteEtien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network- Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 
\ 
\ 

f
--------- . -----------------, ----- ----·----------------------------------------------
Name of submitter: I '12 0 . _ 1 O\ 

I \7'\"- I A vv ;;x,,,e-... '----- ·---- ·-··-•-··--•-------- ------ ---- ------t------ --------- -- -------- -------- ... ·- --·-- ------- ---------------- .. 
Postaladdress:  

-- ----·· -·-·· ---·----- - ·····-- -------- --·- ---- ---·
Preferred method of contact: 

I-r
'I ·j 
! j Signature: 

I I 

I j (by Person authorised to sign on 

: behalf of person or organisation 
I 

! making submission) _________ --·---~- _____ __________________ _ 

r·-----, 
L. _·_j I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I

;-·-- --
1 

, do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
.____j Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi&ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

---N-G 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

Gn"C?r-J Ts-~~ ~ 0<2-J,vJ /V fi ft 7:> 5: '-f..c..t.-.... 

A ~') KK f;;-.12_V,-{_ p a_,-:z:.r-> / ,ro~ c.. _,/'\..,-'S 
c;:,,.-......n, ... (.__ ,~ o?, '7 h)L.../~ 7.:, /3/4 

fA.rv>fJrr. ])...., -<.. 7.::, vv/4/JTHJV(__ C'1o,,..,,,O,., F/o "\.../' 

,7 If r/1c....e_ r.:> ~ /}/~L/2 TQ 

St..cu::J, C:,--\1 cY C r,,;,c:. t-... ,4. 
./_,,. 

)- J-r-J,:> 0/- ,/' L.. 
~I~ 

1-J"' L <:-.J Ac1.L/z_ ,~ r,.Ju7 4e. o//"'5~o. ~,~ 

AEl-223793-9-15-V3:AEI Page 2 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my ir pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I N_•:• ~:~~::= _____ _j   _ ·-·- - ~~~: __ --~=J 
[ j 

Postal address: 

-- --------·-··-···-- -··--·-------------------- ---·- -- ---------------1 
Preferred method of contact: I 

I 
I 

- -···- --1 
Email: i 

-- . ·- --· _J 
I 

I Telephone number: 

--- - ·-- ---- ---- -__ J 
i Signature: 
I 
i (by Person authorised to sign on 

i behalf of person or organisation ,

I making submission) 
' ______ ., ___________________ - ------' --· ------·-· - ------

l. ✓-not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

i ~ do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0r:gaRi&atioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator · 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

I ves 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 iareteGtien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r---------··------ ---------,-------- ------------- ----- ---•·-----------------------· 
! Name of submitter: · I 
I 
'-· -- --······--- - - --···-- -·-·-- - -- -· - -

Postal address: . 
J-----·---····-··-· - ··-···· ---- _____ , __ ,, _____ -i

Preferred method of contact: j :p ~ - I 

---1- ·--·- ·- - ·--·- -·-
' Email: 

------·-· --- --·---t-----·- ---------
-· .J -- · ·- ---- -- . - -· --- - ---- - -· ·-·· -l 

i s· i 1gnature: 

/ (by Person authorised to sign on 

1 ~~~w~~  i 
L~~ng sub!_!!ission) _______ ____________________ J 

I .. £ I do n~t wish for my name and add,ess to be released under the Offidal I nfonnation Act 1982. 

rJ 1 d~ not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 . 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

G~ganisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

-✓ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected _area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

J Yes 

--NG 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp pretection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 

AEl-223793-9•15•V3:AEI Page 2 



My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able . 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life wilt be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ,r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

[ 
Name of submitter: () _ [ C I l ) · 1 

l'\_ 0 'S 5 i C, (:,__ \t- --e Y' 1, ---·- .... ____________ ------- ------ ·--· -----···-.......... ➔ --- ----- ·-. -----·------·-- -----• - ---------------·--------------------------------·-------t 

I Postal address: 

---------------- . ----- -
Preferred method of contact: 

l
1 Email: ________ ... -· ____ _ 

Telephone number: 
- - - -- ~ - --

-- -- ---- ...... ---·- - -·· ,.__ ---- - -

Signature: 

' I 
I 

(by Person authorised to sign on i
I 

1 
behalf of person or organisation 

i making submission) 
' -- -·-·· -------- ------- -·- - --- ·-- --~-----·--··- ------- -- --~-------- ---· -- ---------·- -

r- ---_ 
I_ __ _/ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

,--- .. ! I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_.J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi&ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

~elf) f)retestion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

f'"'Dc cA " C:, Q +-~<. ,l l/\ ('j 

. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or Impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable}. This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs} and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally . . 
pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

' 
: Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

! Preferred method of contact: 

i 
! Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

· (by Person authorised to si-gn_ o_n __ -behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

✓ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

~ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
.____, Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0FgaRisatioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

o Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

o Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

(;/ Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss, e, my ir pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1-·-·-, 
L _ _:-1: do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r··/f do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
LJ Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisatien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

~ 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El} 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 13retection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: · 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not~ why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, becaus·e common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locafly. 

pre erence wou an con mucus 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS  

FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST  

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: Kyle Forde 

Postal address:  

Preferred method of contact: Email 

Email:   

Telephone number:  

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

Kyle Forde 

 

 I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

 

 
I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 
 

o Yes  

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

o Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

o Commercial fishing 

o Environmental 

o General public 

o Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

✓ Tangata whenua 

o Other (please specify)  
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

o Yes 

      No 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Ōrau Marine Reserve (I1) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hākinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (A1) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (E1) 

✓ Whakatorea (L1) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelp protection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

 My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: Tow Rock along to Green Island no more than 2 kilometres offshore with my kids and it’s a 

great bonding experience with them. Most fishers in the area have small craft which need to be launched from 

particular beaches which are not capable of long distances. 

  

For  24 days a year:  

  

With: 

Family and Friends, we spend a days fishing along the coastline. It is a family event which we have enjoyed for 

many years. 

  

 

 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not?  Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems. This is because we have a relatively harsh coastline and weather conditions provide 

self-management of fishing and diving recreationally in the area. These conditions already limit the amount of 

recreational fishing to about 40 days a year for a recreational fisherperson. Most small boats cannot get out to 

unrestricted areas such as the Canyons where access for large vessels is down to 20 days a year which is 

predominantly fished commercially.   

The limitations provided by the current environment in this area provide a consistent management profile on 

fishing in this area which warrants any need to impose reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the 

south-east coast. Working around these conditions, and also around working commitments and tides, the 

community already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require lower socioeconomic families to travel 

for 2 hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further deny families from enjoying 

recreational fishing on the already very limited days available. 

If you look where MPA’s have been imposed in other areas these are areas where access is easily available e.g. 

can walk off a beach or off rocks and harvest crayfish and spearfish and gather paua in 1-2metres of water. I 

can understand how these areas were decimated and there is evidence to show the impact of imposing MPA’s 

here. However, if you look at the South-East Marine Area it is near impossible to get off the beach by 

swimming and if you could it would be unlikely you would survive. Dunedin weather is notorious for changing 

rapidly providing small windows for recreational fishing and diving during the year. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which have not been addressed,  

Safety: The ability to fish and dive inshore safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without 

the need to travel a long distance offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used 
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safely, without venturing too far out to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong 

currents and shipping channels. As there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo 

means it is possible for the owners of large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long 

distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

Access to areas requires a high level of skill and unlike other areas of New Zealand you cant just walk off the 

beach and gather or fish. 

 

Access: Access to the sea is very limited along the southeast coast and can only be navigated 
by experienced recreational fishing enthusiasts.  
 
Tomahawk Beach 

Access Hard Difficulty accessing the beach and 
actually launching through the 
surf 

Experience Required Intermediate to Expert You need to know how to get 
through unpredictable sand bars 
and surf 

Transport Required 4WD Vehicle Required for beach access 

Accessibility Required Boat Only means of accessing the 
ocean 

Barriers Swell and Weather Unpredictable and infrequent 

Activity Paua, Crayfish, Spearfishing, Fishing  

 
Careys Bay 

Access Easy Boat Ramp for Access 

Experience Required Intermediate Requires navigation skills 

Transport Required Vehicle 15k drive from Dunedin 

Accessibility Required Boat Only Access to Sea 

Barriers Distance 15k to the Ramp and 15 – 35 k one 
way to fishing grounds 

Activity Paua, Crayfish, Fishing  

 
Brighton Beach 

Access Hard Beach Access Only and hard to 
launch 

Experience Required Intermediate to Expert Local knowledge required 

Transport Required 4WD Vehicle Required for beach access 

Accessibility Required Boat Only Access to Sea some 
experienced spear fishers walk off 
the beach 

Barriers Beach, Swell and Weather Unpredictable and infrequent 

Activity Paua, Crayfish, Fishing  

 
Taieri Mouth 

Access Intermediate to Expert Local knowledge essential 

Experience Required Intermediate to Expert Local knowledge essential 

Transport Required Vehicle Required for boat launch 

Accessibility Required Boat Only access to recreational fishing 

Barriers Sand Bar, Swell and Weather The sand bar is one of the worst 
around and very unpredictable 
and claims a lot of vessels  

Activity Paua, Crayfish, Fishing  

 
Aramoana 

Access Easy Easy to Access by Foot 

Experience Required Beginner to Intermediate Need to know how to navigate the 
rock wall 
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The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair.  

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.  

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged.  Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.   

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sandbags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin, I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sandbags are currently many resident’s sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost.  Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying 

and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their 

families and neighbours becomes increasingly important.  This will only become more important as the likely 

economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises.  For those who are unemployed and 

those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally 

important in order to support themselves and their families to eat.  If the status quo is abandoned in favour of 

the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase 

the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis.  While I do not believe there is any good time to 

Karitane 
Access Intermediate Tide pending on safe access 

Experience Required Intermediate Need to know the tides 

Transport Required Vehicle Potentially a 4WD in certain 
conditions 

Accessibility Required Boat Boat to access out to sea some 
fishing off the wharf also for 
families 

Barriers Swell and Weather Variable weather conditions 

Activity Paua, Fishing and Spear Fishing  

 
Matanaka 

Access Intermediate 1.5 to 2 km swim round trip from 
the beach if snorkelling 

Experience Required Intermediate Need to know how to launch and 
where due to the rocks 

Transport Required 4WD Vehicle or Walk from Beach Required for beach access to 
launch a boat 

Accessibility Required Boat and Swimming Boat (mainly small inflatable) 
Swim about 1- 2 k for spear fishing 
and diving 

Barriers Swell and Weather Variable weather conditions and 
also a restricted area for 
gathering. 

Activity Paua, Fishing and Spear Fishing  
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implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing 

possible.    

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?  

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable.  

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore.  

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.  

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish.  A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather.  If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays.   

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted.  I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous.  It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as I know friends 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.  

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited).  The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 
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gathering of seafood can still be undertaken.  There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.   

 

Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.  

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally.  

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in other areas, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals along 

the coastline.  

The process has not involved any real consultation.  For example, the Department of Conservation has not 
explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times.  For something that is going to have significant 
and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have expected more 
information to be given so public awareness was raised.  There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 years 
ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves.  It has been managed poorly, especially at a time when 
we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing stress and 
restrictions which have gone along with it.    
A Blue Cod proposal implemented in July 1st 2020 which addressed fishing quotas for recreational fishers. It is 
important to note the coverage to this and consultation was scarce, e.g. I found out after the fact once decisions 
had been made. Local MPI authorities had very little consultation. 
 
For something that is going to have significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole 

South Eastern Coast I would have expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised.  

There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5 years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves.  

It has been managed poorly, especially at a time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with 

the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.  

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF STATUS QUO 

Environmentally the implementation of Network 1 has no evidence to support actual environmental change by 

including the restriction of recreational fishing and diving in the area. The only potential impact to the 

environment is the Paua stocks where currently commercial fisherman are illegally gathering in these areas for 

commercial purposes, where MPI officials in the region are under resourced to police this activity. 

IMPACT TO THE COMMUNITY 

The impact to the community will deny the ability for residents and families to gather food and enjoy the 

opportunities of spending time with family fishing and diving throughout the year. 

Lack of Research based Evidence to support the proposal 

Tourism – No evidence to suggest tourism would be increased due to the implementation of marine reserve 

what exists today and is continuing to grow has no impact on tourism.  

Hohio Penguins – Any evidence to suggest the Hohio penguins will increase numbers with the implementation 

of a marine reserve has not considered the environmental impact of the introduction of hooker sea lions. 
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Hooker sealions contribute to the decimation of sea life and fish stocks as a food source and the number of 

hooker sea lion numbers over the last 40 years has increased by the hundreds of thousands in this area. 

Kelp Beds – The kelp beds are a casualty of the runoff and silt from the rivers where farmland runoff 

contributes to the negative impact to the ecology of the kelp bed environment. The Dept of Conservation is 

unlikely to address this real threat due to the political backlash they would receive from the public as it is a 

controversial topic to address yet one of the most effective contributors to ecological pollution. 

Global Warming – One of the main contributors to the change to sea life in the South-East Marine Area where 

a rising temperature in the water has dramatically affected the entire ecosystem. Kelp beds, fish migration, 

penguin numbers and the introduction of new predatory species impact the entire ecosystem which a Marine 

Reserve will not address.  

Paua Stocks – Commercial paua fisherman harvest recreational paua areas decimating areas. Ministry of 

Primary Industry officials are under resourced to cope with this yet are aware of this occurring. 

Impact to Fish Stocks – If the MPA is successful it will drive recreational fishing to the small areas they are 

allowed to fish and will cause long-term impacts on fish stocks in this area. 

Impacts on Small to Medium Business – There has been no research on the economic impacts to small 

business where boating and fishing shop will be impacted significantly from the lack of local purchases of 

fishing, diving and boating equipment. 

Impacts on Society – No evidence visible in the proposal that consideration has been given to the food source 

to the local community and the long-term impact on families who will be denied the rights to gather for their 

family. This also extends to the recreational fishers who provide fresh kai moana to families who do not have 

access to fresh kai moana as an affordable food source. 

QUESTIONS FOR RESPONSE 

1. Is anyone benefiting financially from the implementation of Network 1 e.g. Iwi? 

2. Is this proposal aligned to a global environmental commitment the government have made to Global 

Leaders without any consultation with New Zealanders and this is the mechanism to achieve this e.g. it just 

needs to make up the numbers?  

3. Has the government realised the impact on the local community that removing the right to gather will 

impact lower socioeconomic demographics in the area? 

4. The people that can use boats and gather food for their families are they awarethese recreational fishers 

provide people who cannot get access to this food a percentage of their catch? Blue Cod at $46 - 70 per kg is 

not affordable for most families. Note the price went up to $70 a kilo on July 1st the day the new rules for 

recreational catch quotas were introduced. 

5. Has the research in the proposal addressed the economic impact on small to medium business in the 

community by imposing a marine reserve? E.g. Local boating businesses and local fishing shops. 35% of their 

business relies on the repeat business of recreational fishing activities. 

6. Network 2 was not considered as a step change measurement in the efficacy of ecological change of the 

introduction of a MPA, why has the government not considered measuring the impact of step change with 

research based evidence opposed to an unproven methodology of implementation of a full MPA without 

considering the effects this will have across the community? 
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7. The Dunedin City Council are providing an initiative to provide the launching of boats a right of access and a 

carpark for the community to park cars so they can access the beach, is the DCC not across the proposed MPA 

if they appear to continue to support recreational fishing activities in this area. 
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