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Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
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Do you identify as tangata whenua?
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o No
Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua
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o
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O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
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o
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Other {please specify} | : 1




Proposed marine protection measures

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

©

Yes

—-No

~ And

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

Waitaki Marine Reserve {B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)}
Orau Marine Reserve (i1)

Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu :(‘Cl)

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protectionarea

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

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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 ih 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 |

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 alsoc 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. | 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 guo 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 { know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

T that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves {rather than contihuous)
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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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. 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, | 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 | 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 |

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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

T that is not possible, my third preference would be fof scattered Marine Reserves (rather than cantinuous]
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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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.

| 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 | 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 |
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. | 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 unigue 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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 posisible, 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.

T that is nof possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves {rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve focal launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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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 littie 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, | 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 | 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 Tajeri 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 |
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. | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before 1 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 possibie.

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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, |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

1 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.

| 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 { also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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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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.

It that is not possible, My third preference would be Tor 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.
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Proposed marine protection measures
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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.

{ 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, | 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 | am able.

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not heen 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 ocal 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 |

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. 1 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

It that'is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves {rather thanh continuous]
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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FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

7 RO

Name of submitter:

remeersimer Poon Bown ]

Postal 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.
e

x'""‘""”’ .

i t do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
_; Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
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Commercial fishing
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

AN Y N N N N N N N N

<

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)
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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

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, | 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 | 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 |
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. [ 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

| 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 preférence would be for type 2 MPAs {as were desighated in the original
consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally.

Ifthatis not possible, my third preference would Be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than contindous)
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:

O

Yes

—-HNeo

And

{ would like to make a submission aon the following sites: (please tick all that apply)
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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)
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My preferred option is the status quo. { 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.

| 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 | 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 |
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 fuei
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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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. |
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 1
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 share, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

t need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | mentioned abave, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to lacal cribs and seaside towns is prohihited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| 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.

[f that Is hot possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than coniinuous)
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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My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

| 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, | 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 { 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 guo 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
impassible 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 |

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. | 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 cantinue 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 canditions, 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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 {ocal people will not support it. { 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. |
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 |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 clase to shore, and therefare 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot
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. |
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
aline out.

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
lose ta {acal cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may alsa have an impact on tourism as [ know friends

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

| 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.

| would like to see the status guo 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 Tor 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.
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. 1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.

|

~ldo hot wish the commercially densitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
' Official Information Act 1982

1

Are you reésponding as an individual 0|J as an organisation?
v' Individual
Do you ideigntify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which cate;agory best describes your main interest in this area?
|
Amateur fishing charter vesse| operator

Ciommerciai fishing
Environmental
General public
Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Ri‘ecreational fishing

Tangata whenua

dther (please specify) F N j

O O ¢ 0 0 O O ©




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O Yes
—Ne

And

i would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all 1

AN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (i1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

A N N N N N N N Y N N NN

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelpprotectionarea

Arai Te Uru biadder kelp protection area (T1)

AN
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My pre_feﬁred option is the status quo.: I do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
. |

My reasc?ns for this are as follows: ‘
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Netybork - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network
i
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.

| do not agree entirely. Because of the hatural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather condltlons, the marine blodlverswy in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protectlon to thrive. There is ho 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. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protectior&s in this context, rather thani a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reiserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the Ilmltatlons on me already | am not convmced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catcrh per day or some less extreme measure?

[ understa‘nd 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. | know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine
Reserves Jpread out, which enables resj.idents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within }'he bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather thah a whole caastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
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 clo'lse to shore.

I
Are there other éenefits or impacts that have not been described?

If the prodosed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, whlch is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remove a numbe‘r of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is current!y possible.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. Avariety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day s wind and weather. if | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
will not bel able to take advantage of ary weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays.

There are E:lear safety issues for me iftf[]e marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted.

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 ﬁlave to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting

|
aline out.‘ |

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

close ta lacal cribs and seaside towng is prohihited. This may also have an impact on tourism ag L knaw friends

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

| also consjder that an unintended consiequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing communi;cy 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 bf seafood can still be undert;aken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited

areas, mar‘ine life will be depleted, whith creates new problems in areas which previously had none,

i
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposa{. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. ‘

[ would like to see the status quo maintained.

\
!
i
|
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. t

|

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

[T that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scattered Marine REServes (father than contindous)
Lo _—

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

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
Name of submitter: N/
Postal address:

{ Preferred rvneth<od of contact;
* Email:

- Telephone number:

Signature:

| (by Person authorised to sign o
- behalf of person or organisation .
making submission)

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

. 1do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
- Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
0 -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

0O 0O L 0 0O 0O 0 O

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

AN N N N N N N N NN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {H1)
QOrau 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)
Kelpprotection-area

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

My reasons for this are as follows: }/Ja) f J 10 0 SQ 1[;7 l)/ ‘

/
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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,

[ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does nat 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, | 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 | 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
impossibie 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 |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforis 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, | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictabie. 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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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.

[T that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scattered Marihie 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.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

rName of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

| | b . |

Email:
{

f

Telephone number:

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on

behalf of person or organisation
| making submission)

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
. sl

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

e/Yes

o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

O Commercial fishing

O Environmental

%neral public

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v Recreational fishing

O Tangata whenua

O Other (please specify) ‘




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

AN N N N Y N N N N N RN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
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)
Kelsprotectionares

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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through trave! 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 couid 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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. | 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 | 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.

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AEl Page 5




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, ! would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it wil
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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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 N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS
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Signature: 1
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i " 1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
t i Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
5 .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o/ Yes
0

o N

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

O

O

O

O General public
O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v

Recreational fishing
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)
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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 (01)
Kelpprotectionarea

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

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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances fo avoid
the protected areas. | 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 placés 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 settiements 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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 guo 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 preferefice 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.
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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)

/

‘/ 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982 :

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
- .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o ,Yes

O/NO

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmentai

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing
Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) r

© 0 O © 0 @@




Proposed marine protection measures

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

/Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

AN N N NN Y U N N N NN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Ckaihae 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)
Kehoprotectionares

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:

| usually fish at:

For days a year:

With:

He=[lh o Sifely i o« Rald of.
o es . To He Fcles \Q(
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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that [ can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If| have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| also consider that an unintended conseguence 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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 N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

{by Person autharised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

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

;/ﬂ do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
. /| Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 . b

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

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

0 6 @ ¢ O’

Other {please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

\

AN N NN Y N U N N N NN

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)
Kelpprotection-area

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

- T

%@/

L e .
il
/
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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.

| 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 fittle 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, | 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 | 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 |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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 unigue 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

Ifthat is not possible, my third preference wolld 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.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

{by Person authorised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

\/ | 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
- isati

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o es
Q/ No 3
Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O O 0O 0 0 0 O

Other (please specify) I




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

~—hlo

And

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

<
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<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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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 cuiture 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

1 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

1 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. | 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 | 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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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)

u/’rdo 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
5 (st

Do you identify as tangata whenua?
o _Yes
e/ No
Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General puhlic

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) l J

O 0 00 0 0O




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

AN N NN Y N U U U N NN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
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)
Kelo-protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated,
My reasons for this are as follows:
l usually fish at:

NN AA  fercn

For (o days a year:

With:

(;geo-l Occ (cwlL'u?q \ (:&\]/‘h Aesn A “S'-\-p?lrvj)
N,

.
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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 aiready 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, | 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 aiready very limited days | 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 |
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. | 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 unigue 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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 initiol analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please
provide evidence to support your answer.

| 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 hot suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | 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. | 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 | 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?

{ 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 focal people will not support it. { 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 | think is
impartant 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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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. !

\
l do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly mcréase the risk of losing unlque{ marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and ad\/erse sea conditions are com’mon
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recrleatlonal fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyc’ms, 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 recreatlonal
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go lshlng To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further proh‘blt me from enjoying recrea’glonal
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

Are there any other henefits 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 cHJrrents and shipping channel.\ As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo mieans it is possible for the owners of

large boats to find local options to Jaunch without having to travel a loné 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 envirq:nment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean ﬁshirﬁg is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunadin where the entire local co}ast!ine
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for thoée who do not have a vehlcle\ which |

think is very unfair.

|

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and Cc rs travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken lnto
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 guo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (éspecially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our irnportant

lots close town or close to

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing sp
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easify. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the

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

]
Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and !South Dunedin will continuelto be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations[that result from rising sea leyels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach witfhin walking distance shoulid n]‘ot be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not lave access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many residedt’s sole

|
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. ; |
|
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%
Please cansider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposa;l. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Pledse provide evidence to s:.‘rpport yaur answer. ;
| |
[ would like to see the status quo maintained. | 5
i
I
If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restric{t the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. i
|
If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs }as were designated in the or;fginal
consultation process), rather than type 1, to epable recreational fishing "to continue safely and Iocall\}.

It that'is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scatiered Marine Reserves {rather than cohtinuous])

. . . . _
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching land 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
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Environmental

O
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Proposed marine protection measures
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Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
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Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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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 | know many residents do
not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Wt

| 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go
a long way off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be
kept open so that 1 can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to
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another fishing spot | 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. | 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 | 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 | 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.

1 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
rg-creational fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.
(h northern areas onl

(f 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc.
Without their leadership, | 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 | 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.

e were Poot—/j reprecented on Hoe Q)rwtm w;méni{'Pﬁe,,

Dr Tim  Ridehie “did nof reprecent us at all anel
Wﬂey sacltedd the other gy,
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v Individual
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Proposed marine protection measures
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Yes
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| would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all ihat apply)
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<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

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)
Kelp-protection-ares

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 f
Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? |
if not, why not? Please provide evidence to suppbrt your answer. ‘

|

[ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly lncrEase the risk of losing umque marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and ad\/erse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recrleatlonal fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyans can be available for as Iltile as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reslerves 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, | already have limited opportunities to go flshlng To require me to travel for2
hours (either in a car or out to sea} to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreatlonal
fishing on the already very limited days | 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 Iong 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 ct‘Jrrents and shipping channel.u 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 Iong distance south to Taieri Mouth

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, whicl'_L enables me to participate |q a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe envirenment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the matine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dunedin where the entire Jocal coastllne
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for thoe who do not have a veh|cle, which |
think is very unfair. 1

\
Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances t([J avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption thr0ugh travel should be taken mto
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 (%aspecially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our irrilportant
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spfots 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 w1H be ahle to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and /South Dunedin will contmue1to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding s;tuat:onslthat result from rising sea leVe)s and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach wnthm walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not Have access to a car, and | anw from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many residenjt’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 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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 possibie 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 heaithy
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 !

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. | 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. | 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 wili 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. [n poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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I would like to make a submission on the following sites: {please tick all that apply)

v

AN N NN Y N U N N NN

AN
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Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {(H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1)
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Kelpprotectionarea

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

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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 heaithy
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 |
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. | 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. | think this culture will be [ost 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.

[t that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scattered Marine Reserves (rather than cohtinuousj
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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General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing
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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.

[ 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, | 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 | am able.

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not heen 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 Jaunch 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 |

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. | 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 easify. The
community cuiture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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o Yes
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Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—RNe

And

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

<
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Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {(H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
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)
Kelpprotection-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.

[ 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, | 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 | 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 aiready 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 thase who do nat have a vehicle, which |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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.
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

[ 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, | 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 | 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 hoats, 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 |
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. 1 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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 guo 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 hot possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

| 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 littie 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. Waorking around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | 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 | 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. Smali crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far aut
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 |
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. | think the effect of increased fue! 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 {especiaily
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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the fiooding 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

1 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. | 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. |
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 |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before 1 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends

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

| 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.

If that is nof possible, my Third preference woulld De for scatiered Marine Reserves (rathef than contnuous)
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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Costs and Benefits of the Qverall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo?
Iif not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

{ 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, | 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 { 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 |
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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defehce, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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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.

hat'is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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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,

| da 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, | 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 | 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 enviranments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status qua 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 |

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 hoats 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 1o 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 {ost 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and ur - “:dictable. 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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Casts 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. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to resuit 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 | 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?

f 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. | 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. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two heaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
will hot 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. |
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 lacal eribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may alsa have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| 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 wiil 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.

| 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.

It that is not'possible, my third preAterence would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuousj
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
community cullure Is a major benefit of the status quo In my opinion. | 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 resuit 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

! 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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 wilf 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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
farge 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoic
the protected areas. | 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
communily cullure is a major benefit of the slatus quo in my opinion. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

| 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 [sland 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 s9(2)(a)
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves wouild remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that [ can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without

their leadership, | 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 | 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 589(2)(a)
time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the incre

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.
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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution fronv boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 comrﬁunity 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 |
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. | 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. s9(2)(a)

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AE| Page 4



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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

1 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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. : s9(2)(a)
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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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remove a nhumber of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

| need safe and eésily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

1 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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. '

s9(2)

a)
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Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing

Environmental

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area

O

O

O

O General public
O

v Recreational fishing
O

Tangata whenua

| 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 | have provided, to be released under the

Jther {please specify) |‘DLNe.~f‘ /‘:w(}fm-\m e.‘\t-
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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:

X wensT \\N\‘al\

—

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation

making submission)

| 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
o ey
Do you identify as tangata whenua?

~ Ves
lo

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

o
o
O
o
O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v
o
o

Other (please specify) l
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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)

"
v 1 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 isati

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

PN \Ies

(o]

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

Other {please specify) I J
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Jhava  Bakilor
| Preferred method of contact: 8 m W -

* Email:

Name of submitter:

‘ Postal address:

. Telephone number:

Signature:

i {by Person authorised to sign on
* behalf of person or organisation
¢ making submission)

- 1 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 | have provided, to be released under the
' Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v individual
5 L

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 O

Other (please specify) I



Proposed marine protection measures

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

0o

Yes

—Ne

And

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

v

AN NN Y U N N U N NN

AN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)

Type 2 marine protected areas

Tuhawaiki (A1)

Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatarea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)

Kelpprotectionares

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

Dp/ut (harnd p/
e
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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.

{ 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 coastling, 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, | 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 | 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 fong 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 ocal 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 |
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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

AEI-223793-9-15-V3:AEl Page 2




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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

1 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. | 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. |
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 |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 share, and therefare prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
will lose apportunities 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
aline out.

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close ta local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as ] know friends

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

1 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.

AE[-223793-9-15-V3:AE| Page 2




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

If that is not possible, my secohd 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.

[T thatis ot possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter: / Il7, Vi /q aQe / 7‘00{2”}

Postal address: s9(2)(a)
Preferred method of contact: Eisini
Email: s9(2)(a)
Telephone number:

Signature: s9(2)(a)

(by Person authorised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

| 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 | have provided, to be released
under the Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?
v Individual
5 -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
(a/ No
Which category best describes your main interest in this area?
O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
O Commercial fishing

Environmental

O

General public
Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O 0O <« O O

Other (please specify)- |




Proposed marine protection measures

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

C

rfes

—Ne

And

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

«

R N N N N N NN

«

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Helpprotestionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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another fishing spot | 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. 1 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 | 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 | know friends who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at
our local spots.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc.
Without their leadership, | 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 | 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 | 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. | 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 | 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 | know friends who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at
our local spots.

| 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 supporbyoqr answer.
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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 iptroduction of the proposed network.
Re,sf'n'cn? talke  (n Nm\“ﬁern aveas amT

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.

I would like to see the status quo maintained. v ecihe atio nwd {

5

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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc.
Without their leadership, | 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 | 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.

We fwm? (00'9"“ P€F=“eseeﬁ‘Hfa’or\ PYAY H’\Q Eo wtagi Cc)mmf»t"H’e o
and Hhis as  Mmade e lose ‘Q‘laﬂ' 'n the whole sfeTem
D-r‘ Tu{m Rl"!‘cf\fe Aas hD'lL CDV!_SL«{,['A?J cmyome /,'k/e {,_'e coas
seA ocecd Yo do and T Leel he hose B2 A i'-ﬁce:\ezr{f !-%Gltfrﬂ—f

'an‘ be ““j on the COWM{‘]“}'QQ “H’\ar\ to repr\esen“F the éf&llr‘nﬂ
At‘mhﬁ C‘.@W\V‘ﬂww"]t)/ ike he chould lad been opcv/f”fa.

AEI-223793-9-13-3:AEl Page 7



., [Michael Tadld

h'%_!" | 'For‘wn Repwesewquhon

WL\a{‘ a \jo[(C.I”

We hace been [e‘[‘ Aocon éj e ce/qooe’n‘l[men"‘
00 De Tion Rfﬁcﬂure as onme OQ ownr [/\eca’\ece"ﬁc‘onq,{
r epreSenjm{rfues-

D Rth,L\t'e hes  no [nl&res][ ‘n lsAtny: or G(It’vfﬁrjb‘

o~ Fhe PGOPI€- wheo Cttﬁ or Aile

Dr Rt’“’cﬁ\tle bhas beey\ r'hw\[edj to sever\al mee‘Lt'rys

0("" ‘H\e, Tauk%lrﬂ,{ /-.’::Q'L,l“py ﬁLo AEM oL/, V[’ews
O‘V\OP l‘f\@)t\m s L\ow ’I’L\e C®MM1#6<-3 (s y’w"\j ctnql

Ae}p#e Livm ( i 200 me“mes qcua}/ Qhom the c[qé
he has Oéec(t'mej ol i~ i’mugou\{o\‘l*c'on,

He hae avuupeu[anlc!y jvoﬁ:em am‘l[o Tl Comm‘\#eQ
to Llul b O LU Qjenaéq/ as hix Jans  borclers

the sen tohere he bas propesed) the norin e ce
| e the. r te .
He has fouuaéozeao a +£¢[<Fogom to The beach aind

e ‘Hn‘hk he i's [‘[ielj fo  ren eco 'Abvuf‘_S' @>nce

@ he 36'('3 his wa e and the resevuve goes aAeana
Our ofthen rep was 900‘[@[ @”ﬂc the CO""‘M‘(HQQ
ana( Aa’_g rep/acemen+ s @(A} @‘ﬂ AL_‘g 0{6/02%

and was more on [ess 3aﬁf€d’0




A 0 « .
Dune;\c%city Council Rates 27/07/20, 5:19 PM
\l

¥

Dunedin City Council Rates

[ |

{ w | Find address or place QR

91

https://dunedin.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html|?id=759¢c35fd91ee487e8e7ac3¢c9581b17b6 Page 1 of 1










Xtre *I‘ il 27/07/20, 9:42 AM
~4

EMR competition ”

Y7 Andrew Penniket §9(2)(@) v 7/5/201505:12 [d
To Andrew Penniket Copy Vicki Jopson

Hello everyone

You probably know by now that the winners of the EMR trip to the Poor
Knights Islands ares9(2)(@)  and $9(2)(a) 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!

| will be in Dunedin in July and would like to catch up for a debrief
and perhaps we can hear from Arlo and Oliver about their trip. | am
sure it will be good.

Also, for those that are keen, | 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. | 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 | 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 - | am sure they will be very happy to advise.
Maybe start saving for a scuba course with them - the world is your
oyster! And | 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

s9(2)(a) ' Page 10f 1
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EMR This Saturday

Andrew Pemiiket 892)@) ! 11/3/201515:02 [

To Vicki Jopson Copy S9(@)(&) 1 [T [ [ [
B Bl D D D DS
B D D D D

» N 1attachment 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 e

% Andrew Penniket $9(2)(@) ! 30/3/201509:11 [
To Andrew Penniket Copy Vicki Jopson
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 20/21st 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.
Dont forget the Poor Knights Islands are one of the best dive locations in the world!

Best wishes
Andrew
s9(2)(a)

South East Coast Forum

C/O 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 | South East Marine Protection
Forum| Department of Conservation

T s9(2)(a)

VvV 89(2

Ms9(2)(a)

E s9(2)(a)
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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)

RN

=

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 | have provided, to be released under the
icial Information Act 1982
Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

Individual

5 -
Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o /Ye
No

1%}

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

o

mateur fishing charter vessel operator ‘\r-/ X ehee -
~

Commercial fishing  (Ey (Crews e~ @ Gprrnz_rw_q\ Qea

O Environmental

O General public

?/éwner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

O Tangata whenua

O Other (please specify) L —l




Proposed marine protection measures

| would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network;

—Ne

And

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

v

AN N N N N N N N NN

«

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1}
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
lelosrctecten—ares

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

| 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. Recreationai 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, | 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 flslalifzh)fzajﬂmhibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days 1 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 |
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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 supefmarkets 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 | do not believe there is any good time to
implement the proposed netwark, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing
possible. )

Costis 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.

| 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. | 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. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is caim and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | 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. | 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. s9(2)(a)
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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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before [ 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will aiso be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

As | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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 limiteS9(2)(a)
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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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 copsirégz\/ﬂ'gs the Cavid-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 N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:
Email:

Telephone number:

e e vt o e = o te meaee s e meme

Signature:

| making submission)

e

b i tarinm s i e e 4 e v e semtord

b shemceets s e s n ke e e byt e wo dnimt o

(by Person authorised to sign on
| behalf of person or organisation

Jack Holdem

b

e s s o s b

s et~ o rem et

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
. Wil

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) |

i 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 | have provided, to be released under the
i Official Information Act 1982

O

(0]

O

(]

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v

O

O




Proposed marine protection measures

1 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)

O

Yes

—Ne

v

AN NN Y U N U N N NN

\

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
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)
Kelo-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 foliows:

z'—"'c_)OC’ Gathering
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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.

{ 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 alfready 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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 guo in my opinion. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural {imitations 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” pratection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | 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. | 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 | 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?

{ 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 peaple want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine tife
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. 1
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

t need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that ] can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to lacal cribs and seaside towns is prohihited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| 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 1o support your answer.

| 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.

IFthatis not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Viarine 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.
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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) :

“/ | do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official information Act 1982.

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
q o

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) r 41

O 0O 0 0O 0O 0 O




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

v
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AN

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)
Kelpprotection-area

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

L like wf}'T//?frﬂg/
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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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. | know in the Hauraki Guif 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. |
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 1
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends

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

| also consider that an unintended conseguence 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.

If that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

-

! Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

! Telephone number:

D — - s e e e mmem = e

Signature:

| (by Person authorised to sign on
‘ behalf of person or organisation
| making submission)

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

Lo

~ 1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
_, Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
5 .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
¥~ No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O

O

O

O

O  Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v

O

O

Other (please specify) F J




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

AN

AN NN Y N N U N N N NN

<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

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)
Kelp-protection-area

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

tunderstand 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 wiil not support it. | know in the Hauraki Gulif 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. |
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 |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
lose to lncal cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as 1 know friends

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

| 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 wili 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.

{ 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 Tor scattered Mariné Reserves (rather than continious]
similar ta those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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v Individual
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General public
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O O 0 0 0 O O

Other (please specify) l ]




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Dhe

And

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

v

AN N N Y N U N N N U N N

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |

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. | 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 fuetl
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 settiements 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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. | know in the Hauraki Guif 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. 1
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 |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve lacal
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remaove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possibie.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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
aline out.

As | 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.

| 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 wiil be fimited). 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.

It that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

{by Person authorised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation
| making submission)

|
| Signature:
|
i
|

Evl
i ~ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official information Act 1982.

| S

3 \'/do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
i, Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
0 .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vesse! operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O O 0 O 0 0O O

Other (please specify) l ]




Proposed marine protection measures

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

/Yes

—-hl

And

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

v

AN N NN Y N N N N NN

AN

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)
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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.

{ 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, | 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 { 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another henefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. [ 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s scle
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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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.

It that'is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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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.

[ 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, | 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 | 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 faunch 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 |

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. | 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, S5t 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| 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 ho 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

t 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. | know in the Hauraki Guif 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. |
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 |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If ] have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to lacal eribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| 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 {imited). 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.

IFthat is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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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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o Yes
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Environmental

Generai public
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

And

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

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

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)
Lelepretestionarea

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

My reasons for this are as follows:
r~

Peact Catherin 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 {osing 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 iittle as 20
days ayear.

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, | 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 | 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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 settiements 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, | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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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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 recreationat
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.

[fthat is not possible, my third preference wauld be Tor scaifered 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.
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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.

[ do not agree. The tack 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, | 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 | 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 faunch 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 fong distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status guo 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 |

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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

1 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 availahility 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. | know in the Hauraki Guif 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. |
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 reai evidence, which |
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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
clase to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| 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.

[T that Is not possible, my third preference would be Tor 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.
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.

My reasons for this are as foliows: ' ‘
Yo

A { CX'QO%K\
50 .KDQ e N
00 ¥

U\\’O

gﬁmammw)_%gw\

\neen covced  arennd Q\b\f\\m and ooud SN
J}V\b \o \M\Véto\m and Qof’\ —\\r\Q \«gmlt \S

mﬁ_\_@?ﬁ*_ﬁp@%ﬁ&m@x
Ao coak ord oA mao AWM

emux M SO . \D\l\u rQV\‘( O\\\ Newn
Z/_ghne!?rb \DQ AV\’ clel " Ne  cave and @r\)o\.\

.  Cale Mo, ARA adlae CLah

)se_ec\ e —‘rap\\\u = DL{Y e A«eezqr.

TN T R Atm cm\ O\SQ
A e~ caiwnwec

Qs cmd ¥ s o AMeas 3:0 \ard

W\\I\XTQX\’\ [N \(‘JOO\\V A(\(\ Qj\‘j\‘\\m C\GQC

LQN é«o\,\&é& e’ QO\\V\D"G\\ &\%/\erMcu\

\Dk %«\\gr\ec\ O\Y\C\ oA C \C\\:\\Vs LVO Qﬂ\&b\‘\

;Q \i‘—}«\\ng \CQ CONID oe(\ \DQCCK\%Q hg

<

RON cr‘ﬁ\xv

AEl-223793-9-15-V3:AEl 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 aiready 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, | 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 | am able.

Are there any other henefits 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 {ocal 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 |
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. | 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, | 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 bhe
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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.

| 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 ho 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

t 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. | know in the Hauraki Guif 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. |
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 |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy flshmg deserve |oca!
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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

[ need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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.

| 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 previcusly 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.

[ that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scaitered Miarine 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.
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FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST
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| do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
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Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
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Do you identify as tangata whenua?
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No
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Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
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Other (please specify) [




Proposed marine protection measures

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

& Yes
—No
And

| 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 (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)
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Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-pretectionares

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

tusually fishat: (7)) o i~ Gg@‘\’ % AR

For g days a year:

With:

DU 40 peathev conditions and limited 4ine 10 q0 out
fishing. T believe the propesal 1s invalid and “unfaiv
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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | 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 unigue 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot-out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

{ 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.

Piease 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
I usually fish at:

Cape Saunders and the Canyons

For 30 days a year:

With:

Friends and family
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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.

[ 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, | 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 | 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
farge 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 |
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. | 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. [ 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
1 usually fish at:

Cape Saunders and the Canyons

For 30 days a year:

With:

Friends and family
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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.

| 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 t 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,

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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: Kyle Forde
Postal address: s9(2)(a)
Preferred method of contact: Email
Email: s9(2)(a)
Telephone number: s9(2)(a)
Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on Kyle Forde

behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

| 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v" Individual
- -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

0 Yes

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O <« RO0OO0OO0OO0OO

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

| 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)

<\

NN N N N N N N N R RN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
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)
Kelp-protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:

| 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.

| 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. |
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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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

Need to know how to launch and
where due to the rocks

Required for beach access to
launch a boat

Boat (mainly small inflatable)
Swim about 1- 2 k for spear fishing
and diving

Experience Required Intermediate

Transport Required 4AWD Vebhicle or Walk from Beach

Accessibility Required Boat and Swimming

Barriers Swell and Weather Variable weather conditions and
also a restricced area for
gathering.

Activity Paua, Fishing and Spear Fishing

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 |
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. | 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. | 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, | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | do not believe there is any good time to
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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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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.

| 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 | 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 1%t 2020 which addressed fishing quotas for recreational fishers. It is
important to note the coverage to this and consultation was scarce, e.g. | 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 | 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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Kelp-protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
[ usually fish at:

Cape Saunders and the Canyons

For 30 days a year:

With:

Friends and family
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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.

| 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 fimits 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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, | 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 | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 [ 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: s9(2)(a)
s9(2)(a

Postal address: ) (@)

Preferred method of contact: Email
s9(2)(a)

Email:

Telephone number: s9(2)(a)

Signature: s9(2)(a)

(by Person authorised to sign on

behalf of person or organisation

making submission)

| 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 | have provided, to be released under the
> | Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v" Individual
; L

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

DS
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O
O
O
O
O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
v
0]
@)

Other (please specify) l




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<
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Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.

My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Cape Saunders and the Canyons

For 30 days a year:

With:

Friends and family
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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.

{ 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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. | 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. | 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 | 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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 [ can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
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 | 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 | 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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: K en M C K O

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact: ” ,
emai -

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on
behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

| 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 | have provided, to be released under the
Official information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
5 e

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
@ No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

C 0O 0 0O0O0O0

Other (please specify) | ]




Proposed marine protection measures

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

@/ Yes

—HNe

And

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

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

| do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unigue 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, | 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 | 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 |
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. | 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. | 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

| 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. | 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 | 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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | 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.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. 1
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 | 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 | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| 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.

| 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 | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | 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 | 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. [t 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.

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AEl Page 6




r Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

; Telephone number:

SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Email:

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign o
© behalf of person or organisatio
\ mak/ng subm:ss:on)

- I do not wish for my name and address'te

'  -' | do not wish the commercially sensitive information

be released under the/Official Information Act 1982.

have provided, to be released under the

~ Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v

Individual

—

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

©O 0 0 0 0 0 O

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) I




Proposed marine protection measures

| 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)

(\

A N N N N N N N N N

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve {B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
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)

Kelp protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)

AE]-223793-8-15-V3:AEl

Page 2



My preferred option is the status quo. | 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.

( do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
hahitats 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, | 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 { 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 |

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. | 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. | 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 guo 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 | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | 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 ogree with the initiol onalysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why noi? 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. | 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. | 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 | 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?

[ 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

waorkable.

This is not what focal people want, and local people will not support it. | 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. |
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 |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve focal

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, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remave a number of fishing spots close to share, and therefore prevent the sheltering

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
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. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. |t
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 | 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 | know friends

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

| 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 exireme 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 benefils described in the proposal, What changes to the network would
you like o 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 fo continue safely and locally.

It 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.
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