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Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

I Yes 

<i/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

t 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

O Yes 

And 

I woufrl-Hke to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 
L 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine R~serve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 13retestieR area 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be avai lable 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 

fish ing on t he already very limited days I am-a~ e . 

Are there any other benefits ~mpacts that have not been described? 

-
Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are np t addressed, includi ng cont inuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing wit11outthe.."leed to travel a long distance 

offs hore. Small crafts and Inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, wittrout VenRl(ing 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 
,,.r 

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

The status quo fosters a good environment for comm unity fishing, which enables me to pa rticipate in a hea lthy 

outdoor act ivity 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 a ny locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

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

think is very unfai r. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

weather conditions, the mari~e 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 
J. 

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

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

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

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situatlbl\:i!Vhy 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 ~091 pooplewill not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

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

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

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

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

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

opportunities to do'tfia~close to shore. 

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

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

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for riie. 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-n;ed to be kept open 

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

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

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

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

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

a line out. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

If t~s not possible, my second preference would b~ for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

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

pre erence wou an con muous 

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

along the coast line. 

.... 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 
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Preferred method of contact: i Phone - email 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

I 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

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

0 Yes 

---Ne 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option ls the status quo. I do not wont the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this ore as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area 

For "30 days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With : sometimes alone or with fa mily & friends. 

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. 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts that are able to travel that 

far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience, this is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in 

sometimes adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable 

when the wind gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 
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Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

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

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

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. Tflese reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

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

The loss to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 

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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

along the coastline. 
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Please note that this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was 4.5 years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, 

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

the increasing stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, 

the East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE : 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas 

beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they 

would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau . 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 
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You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

---------·-------~------------------------~------

Name of submitter: <ope, 
1------·----··-·-- -- ----- ------ -

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

~ -·----·-- .. ---··----- --- ------
Email: 

Telephone number: 

t--- - - - - -------- ------
Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
~ - - ----------~----------------- - -·----- ---- -

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

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

Are you re-sponding as a-i'i itidividoal-or as an-organisation? (Circle one)· - · 

✓i ndividual 
0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amc!teur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: lf 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce(ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

---------------------------- -----------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name ofsubm,tter: l I 
[

------ ----- . ------------ ---- '! -·- --------- -----------I 

-----· --- --·-·--· ------ -··------ ·· - ---'. -·-- -·-·- - ·- ··· -- -- -- J 

LPostal address: , 

Preferred method of contact: 

------- :
Email: 1 

!
- -------·- · --··· --- -- · - ·- ----·-·--- ,,J.. _

Telephone number: 

--------------·· --- ,---- ·-- ----- -------- - ---- ·--------- ------ ------------

Signature: · 
(by Person authorised to sign on 

I 
behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
, ___ ____ - --- ------ ----- ---- - -- - ···-- ------·---·· ---- -------- - ·- - - - - - ---- ------ ----

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Oi=gaRisatioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

/No 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

-0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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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: 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have ac_cess to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole famUy to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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, witho4t venturing too far out 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 
___ __.'.::-=---:-=-====-=----======---========--==~- =-~-----------....J.------"1 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

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

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves ~o further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 loc~lly. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i_t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats tc;, launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau . 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY.. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives int.he future so let's get it.right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AR1EAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUliH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

- - - - -

Name of submitter: 

fn~\C\f:L t1f:\j 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Phone-~ 

~ ---. 
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

- -

,.Jcc«ov'\ 

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

making submission) 

-

- - -

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? (Circle one) 

0ndividual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o y.,es 
✓ Nlo 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

0 /lwner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

~ e Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

0 rau Marine Reserve (11) 

V Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

or as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: fA~\h..:j 0( 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page3 

s9(2)(a)



c.. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce(ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

AEl-223793-9-1$-3:AEI Page 4 



Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 
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SUBMISS(dN ON THE PROPOSED MA~INE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S \SOUTH ISLAND SOUTI-I EAS1 COAST 

:~::,:r~:i::~~ · · ·· · ·· ····.·. Ji:/-(441; ~ _ ~·- ··· - _ .. 1 

Postal adclress: 
I 

.. ·I · 
Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephon , number: 

I 
Signaturet 

{by Perso · authorised to sign on 

: behalf of, person or organisation 

, making su~mission) 
.. . .. .. .. ·· - ·•··· 

i 
I do not wish for my name and a ,dress to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I I 
I do rot wish the commercially l ensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 

Offlr Information Act 1982 

Are you re,sponding as an individual o as an organisation? 

I 
✓ ln

1

dividual 

Organ i&ation 

I 
Do you id~n'tify as tangata whenua? 

o vL 
0 Nb 

I 

I 
Which category best describes your m in interest in this area? 

0 ~mateur fishing charter vess j operator 

O dommercial fishing 

O Efnvironmental 

0 d eneral public 

O ~ wner of land adjacent to a p oposed marine protected area 

✓ ~etreational fishing 

O j ngata whenua 

0 dther (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures I 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full netw ! rk: 

0 Yes 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protestion area 

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

I : 
My reasdns ~or this are as follows: j _/ 

J: ~ K.f £.,,f,sµ r"()/ L ~ 

I 

i 

! 
I 

I 
i 
I 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of ma~ntaining the status quo? 

If notJ why not? Please provide evidence to suppbrt your answer. 

I 
I do.not agree. The lack of MPAs in this _re_gion does not significantly incrtase the risk of losing unique[ marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This 1s because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

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

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canydns, can be available for as litl le as 20 

days a year. 
I 

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

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adver$e sea conditions, and also a1ound 

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. I I 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have npt been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not ad~ressed, including continuing o 

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

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be usec/ safely, without venturing tob far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong c~rrents and shipping channelk. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo rrjeans it is possible for the ow1ners of 

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

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, whic~ enables me to participate i~ a healthy 

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

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishi1g is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dun~din where the entire local c9astline 

will be unavailable) . This will entirely prevent access to the sport for tho~e who do not have a vehicle' which I 

think is very unfair. j 
Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and c rs travelling long distances t avoid 

the protected areas . I think the effect of increased fuel consumption thrpugh travel should be taken i:nto 

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

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

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we la nch our boats enables our iliill portant 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing sp~ts close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for met~ go fishing safely and easily., The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I tr,ink this culture will be lost i} the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts w\11 be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Ki Ida and !south Dunedin will continue Ito be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situationslthat result from rising sea l+ els and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach wit~in walking distance should 1ot be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not 1ave access to a car, and I knq,w from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand ba~s are currently many resid~~t's sole 

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

Do yoJ agree with the initial analyi is of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

j pro~ide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not a ree entirely. Because of the ~atural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather c1onditions, the marine biodiv~rsity in the South East of the South Island does not requi re explicit I I 

protectio1 to thrive. There is no need ~o ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an 11explicit11 protection 

and meet\ng international obligations, [because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the · 

protection is actually necessary. I woul8 like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protectio~s in this context, rather thani a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

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

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

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

I understJnl:l there is a benefit of linkin~ the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

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

coastline. his means the effect on rec~eational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. I 

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

Reserves .pread out, which enables reJidents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 
I 

there see to be able to th rive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example . I 
I 

would be me supportive of Marine Rf:,serves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

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

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

opportuni
1 
ies to do that safely, and clof e to shore. 

Are there other 6enefits or impacts that have not been described? 

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

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

These res 1rves would remove a numb~r of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is cur riently possible . 

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

I I 
so that I can find a spot out of that dai

1
s wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not b1 able to take advantage of a1y weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

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

will lose o~portunities to take family a1d friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also b I very time consuming if we Hi ave to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I menti , ned above, there will also bf major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 
I . . . . . . . . . . 

who have ! ravelled within New Zeal an, to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also cons der that an unintended con5iequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

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

outcome df this is that it will place extri me 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 
I I 

areas, marine life will be depleted, whi<ih creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposdl. What change~ to the net),Jork would 
I 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to s1' pport your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restric~ the amount of fish recreati ll nal 

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

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs !as were designated in the 0riginal 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing ~o continue safely and loca \lJ 

I 
pre erence wou uous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching iand fishing sports at regula:r ntervals . 

along the coastline. 

1 
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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) 

-,-<-iL I \ / ..-,c:.:,'TT",J -¥\_c l,V\ ~ • 

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

OrgaAisatioA 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes / 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

./ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

And 

vves 

--Ne 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow- V 

With: sometimes alone or with family & friends. / 

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. 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts that are able to travel that 

far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience, this is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in 

sometimes adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable 

when the wind gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

AEl•223793•9•15-3:AEI Page3 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

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

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

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

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

The loss to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 

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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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. 

AEl•223793·9·15•3:AEI Page 5 



Please note that this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was 4.5 years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, 

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

the increasing stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed . It does not have to be such a big area, 

the East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas 

beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they 

would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau . 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 
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You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and stilt leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has alt the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

Th is will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

~s 
o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

O Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

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

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

s hv-.d~~ Co.a.~-\-\,~~ 
For } '?-- days a year: 

With: 

v'JJJ ·,-¼ ~ .J1._ .\.,, ""' & f (-e_J ~ <;. ~ <Ah WI ts5 i .,:.,._ E, ~-

;,/:... ? e-e-r ~d.,.aJ..ie ..---. J hs l. .. e.q; ¥~:'x' n--/4/i,;,._, 
oV) .:'~ ~ s . ~v-- \\ fro c:ess . ---
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

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

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

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

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

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

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

days a year. 

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

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

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

possible. 

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

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

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

a line out. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

along the coastline. 

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

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

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

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

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

more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4

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 increasin

stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 
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South East MPA proposals - potential issues for Dunedin City Council 

The following proposed MPAs are adjacent to the Dunedin City Council's area of jurisdiction. 

Proposed MPA Location Prohibitions 

Okaihae marine reserve Green Island In the 3 marine reserves these 

Orau marine reserve Harakeke Point to White Island activities would be prohibited: 

Papanui marine reserve Offshore from Otago peninsula • All fishing (customary, 

recreational and commercial) 

• Mining and petroleum 

exploration (but exceptions may 

be granted) 

• Extraction of any material for 

commercial use 

• Vehicle access over the foreshore 

(with exceptions for vessel 

launching & consistency with DCC 

Bylaws) 

Kaimata Type 2 MPA Offshore from Otago peninsula Bottom trawling, dredging, Danish 

seining, set netting, mid-water 

trawling, purse seining prohibited 

under fisheries regulations 

AraiTe Uru kelp Coastal strip north of Dunedin Commercial harvest of bladder kelp 

protection area prohibited under fisheries 

regulations 

The marine reserves will have negative effects on fish populations around Dunedin 

• The Orau marine reserve is in a very popular area for recreational fish ing, especially for paua 

• Together, the Orau and Okaihae marine reserves will push all recreational fishing effort into 

a small area (Blackhead) as this is the only readily accessible fishing spot that will remain 

available for Dunedin residents 

• Compression of recreational fish ing into a small area will increase tensions between fisheries 

users and will place tremendous pressure on popular recreational fish species such as paua 

and blue cod 

• Paua populations around Dunedin will become depleted because all the fishing effort will be 

concentrated in a small area. These depletion effects have been experienced in other cities 

where marine reserves have been established on top of popular local fishing spots (e.g., 

Taputeranga marine reserve on Wellington's South Coast) 

The MPAs will make Dunedin's marine environment more vulnerable to other pressures, such as

the impacts of climate change 

• By displacing fishing effort, the MPAs will increase the fishing pressure (from recreational 

and commercial fishing) in the areas outside the MPAs. The majority of the Dunedin's 
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marine environment will therefore be subject to more pressures from fishing than they 

currently are, and will be less resilient to climate change and other stressors 

The marine reserves and Type 2 MPAs wlll have significant economic impacts on commercial 

fishing operations and recreational fishing charters that operate out of Port Chalmers 

• Many Dunedin households depend on income from local fishing businesses and their 

supporting services 

• These businesses will be severely impacted by the proposed MPAs (especially in relation to 

fishing for CRA7 rock lobster) 

• It is particularly unfair to impose additional financial pressure on businesses that are already 

struggling as the country seeks to recover from COVID-19 

• In our current circumstances the export earnings from a profitable seafood sector are even 

more important to the country and to Dunedin 

The marine reserves will make it harder for certain existing DCC activities to obtain resource 

consents 

• There are many existing resource consents in the proposed Grau marine reserve including 

consents for coastal discharges and occupation of the coastal marine area. Some of these 

consents are likely to be for DCC infrastructure (e.g., storm water pipes) 

• The marine reserves will not have immediate impacts on existing resource consents 

• However, under the NZ Coastal Policy Statement Policy 5, councils are obliged to avoid 
adverse effects of activities that are significant in relation to the marine reserves, and 

otherwise avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects of activities on marine reserves 

• This obligation will be relevant when the existing resource consents come up for renewal, 

and may result in consents for existing activities being declined or subject to additional 

conditions in order to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects on the values of the marine 

reserves 

The Intended benefits of the MPA network can be achieved without establishing the marine 

reserves 

• Biodiversity in Dunedin's marine environment is already world class and high quality- it is 

protected to a large extent by the region's low population and inclement weather and 

maritime conditions 

• It is not necessary to establish marine reserves in order to provide for scientific study­

scientific study (including of relatively unmodified areas) can occur at numerous sites 

already 

• Public access and enjoyment of the sites will not be increased by declaring the sites to be 

marine reserves - in fact, much of the current public enjoyment of these sites is associ

with opportunities to take home a feed 

• There are more effective solutions that will achieve real benefits for Dunedin's marine 

environment-for instance, many submitters recommended that fisheries abundance 

should be improved by better management of fishing under the Fisheries Act 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: MA L J<.0(311-4.SO~ 
--·------··-- --·· -- -· --·--··-· ··~----··- ·---------- ---....---------- --:Ii' ---

Postal address: 

!--------------·---- - . 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sig~ on 

behalf of person. or organisation 

making submission} 

r -] I do not wish for my name and address to be released under tli e Official Information Ac~ 1981. 

1--£.o not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~ Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you fesponding as an individoalor as" an organisation? (Circle one)· -

~dividuat? 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o® 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

C7::Recreational fi~ 

0 Tangata whenua 

O other {please specify) 

I' 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these-locations; 

Okaihae.(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA In this area in its current format.-----
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------,---------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pn;,cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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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) 

 

Phone - email 

 

 

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

OrgaRisatioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

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

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area 

For 20 days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

My husband and other young family members 

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. 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts that are able to travel that 

far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What_about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience, this is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in 

sometimes adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable 

when the wind gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

------..;.~~ ----~--------------------------------- -1-----
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Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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 

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

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

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 
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I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

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

The loss to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 

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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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. 
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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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was 4.5 years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, 

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

the increasing stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, 

the East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Preferred method of contact: 

~- ------ --- .. - - ---·-·---
Email: · · ·-~ - - ·- · l l · ·· 

"7 
Telephone number: 

>-----------·--+ -------~ 
I 
j 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) ~---------·----- --- ---· -- , ____ - ----- ·--- - ~ 

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

,--- /40 not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the L.L1 Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an·organisation? (Circle one) 

/4idual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

/4 
o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

@/l"angata whenua 

0 Other {please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission .on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce(ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of.area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For ex.ample, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karltane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering fives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

¼Mt< 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1

------- ---------------------··· -- - ------ --- . - , 
Name of submitter: I 

. ··-· --·-··-··- ·------ .. --···- -- - - ... -- -- . .. J 
L~ostal address: __ j  _ _J 

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email --7 
- ------ . 

Email: 

--·- -4~-·-·-··-..J.- ·•••· - - -- - -- -- - ~ --- ----

Telephone number: 

t gnature: 

--·-· ------- i 
--- ----------j 

I ~~y Person authorised to sign o

·I behalf of person or organisatio
making submission) 

•-------. - ------· - -- - ---- · -·--

1· ·-·-1 _ VJ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

1

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rgaRisatioA 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

\ . 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

/ 
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 di~tance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, withol!t 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 commu~ity fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 
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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. 1 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. 

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

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

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i.t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka , the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they wou_ld have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support M  correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

Regards 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

! Name of submitter: 
! 

Email: 

Telephone number: 
I 

1 
Signature: 

i {by Person authorised ta sign on
: behalf of person or organisation
i making submission} ·--- .. ---- ...... 

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

i J I do not wish the commerclally sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
• ' ' Official Information Act 1982 .__., 

Are you respondln1 as an Individual or as an orsanlsatlon? 

✓ Individual 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~o 

Which category best describes your main Interest In this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 other (please specify) 

• 

-

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

~ 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve {Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve {Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

!<:elf) i;irateE-tian area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 



My preferred option Is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be Instigated. 

My reason~ re as follows: 

u(d ',\ Q,&~ J --C- q<, 

" 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 
protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 
the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary In our situation. Why not just have stricter 
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 
workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Haurakl Gulf that Marine 
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting , 
a line out. 

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

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

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 
outcome of this Is that It will place extreme pressure on marine life In those limited areas where fishing and 
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There Is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 



Please consider the stated costs and benefits described In the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see1 Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

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

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

pre erence wou an con muous 

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

along the coastline. 



SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

I behalf of person or organisation 

! making submission) ·· -- _______ !_ --- _____ _] 

l-. -~ :not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

·l ~ o not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
I Official Information Act 1982 

, ~- I 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0r:ganisatieA 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

/No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 . Other (please specify) 

l 
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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 that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option Is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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, withol)t venturing too far out 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. -- ----- - - - -
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

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

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page4 



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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves ~o further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, ~Y 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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects or'l recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i_t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY .. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of ttie sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, _lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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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) 

( ~o not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official lnforma;ion Act 1982. 

,-- ydo not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~ Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you responding a·s an indillidual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)· -

~dividual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these-locations; 

Okaihae.( Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area {Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White lslandl 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA 1n this area In Its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce~ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMlnER DETAILS 

r---~------------- -- -- ----i
! Name of submitter: J 

:--... ------- ____ ,. ___ -·----------.. -~ 

~ Postal address, ___________ !
Prefe~redm••~:~~co:~~- --~ ~ - _ _ _ __ _ _ __ .. . ·-- ______ J 

~m•~: --- --- . -- - - _- ~ ___ ----JI 

l T~:~h:~e~~-~~~~'.- ··------ --

I Signature: 

i  j {by Person authorised to sign on I 
1 behalf of person or organisation i 
L making submission) ______________ _; _ ----------- -- ------- --- -- -----

r-01 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r✓!' I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 .-

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

'1 No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

~ Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

Kelf3 ~roteGtioR area 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

days a year. 

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

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

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not1 why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

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

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

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

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

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

a line out. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

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

. 
l/1 I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
LJ Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

And 

0 Yes 

---Ne 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot offishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

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

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

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

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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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: -Phorre"- ema ii 

- ···---·-- .. ----- ··---- -----
Email: --· ---- -

 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

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

- ---------- - -

( ~I d~ n_ot wish for my name and addre·ss to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

,-- ~o not wish the commercially sensitive information that I ha~e-provided, to be released under the 
~ ~;cial Information Act 1982 · 

Are you responding as an individual or as an·organisation? (Circle one)- - -

<O'°'lndividual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o/ I\Jo 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae.(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

---------------------------- ---------------------.------------------------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the prc;,cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Rega
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

1 Email: 
l 
I ! Telephone number: 

I Signature: 

i {by Person authorised to sign on i 

! behalf of person or organisation ,
I 

I making submission} • 
L.. --- ______ ,.. ____ -·-' - .... 

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

f ~: I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
l • L_j Official Information Act 1982 

Are you respondlns as an Individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

QreaRisatieR 

Do you Identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 
q/ No 

Which catesary best describes your main Interest In this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

• 

l 

1 
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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: 

~~ . ;.. a_r~~ t::k,, 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

-" Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (81) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kalmata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (ll) 

' ✓ Tahakopa (Q1) 

~Ip ~FOlilGt-il~R area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 

• 

Pagel 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

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

If not1 why not? Please provide evidence ta support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or Impacts that ha11e not been described? 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

marine reserves are put In place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough • . 
Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

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

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

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

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

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

Do vou agree with the Initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
prollide e11ldence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational f1Shing caused by tides and adverse 
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 
protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 
the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there Is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 
workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Haurakl Gulf that Marine 
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 
off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 
These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shor~ and therefore prevent the sheltering 
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 
so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishins spot I 
will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 
will also be very time consumlns if we have to travel well off the coast and out Into the weather before puttins 
a line out. 

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

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

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 
push all sectors of the fishing community Into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life In those limited areas where fishing and 
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which preViously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described In the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see1 Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

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

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

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

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

pre erence wou 

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) 

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

G/' Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

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

~Yes 

------Ne 

And 

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

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kelp protection area 

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

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For · days a year: 

With: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

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

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

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

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

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

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

days a year. 

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

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

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

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

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

think is very unfair. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

possible. 

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

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

provide evidence to support your answer. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dun.edin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

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

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

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

a line out. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 
' ) 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the -a.111().unt of fish recreational 

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

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

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

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

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

along the coastline. 

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

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

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

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

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

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. 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page6.,. . , 

J 



SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

f:
elephone number: 

·gnature: 

by Person authorised to sign on 

I 
behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
t----·-· ·- ----·· - -·· ·-- --·-- ----- -

r ---1 l _ _ j I do not wish for my name and addr er the Official Information Act 1982. 

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o /es 
✓ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify} 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



. . 

Proposed marine protection measures 

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

O Yes 

--Ne 

And 

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

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: "'\ 

u~~ 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have ac_cess to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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, withoyt venturing too far out 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

----~ t~h:in~k~i:s;;v:ery~ u~n::f:,:ai:r·~ ~ ------~========================-- --_J,__.. -
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

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

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

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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 . 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

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

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

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

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

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

workable. 

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

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

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

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

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

safely, and close to shore. 

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

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

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

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i_t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats tc;> launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau . 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY.. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. {recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families {THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding ofttie sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

1----- ----------·-- ·- ----· --------

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 
_______________ :_ _ _ __________ _ 

Email: --

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
--------

[11 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r-Fdo not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L.::J Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you 'responding Ifs an iMividual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)- · 

CY'lndividual 

O Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Am~teur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

~neral public 

O Owner of la!1d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tarigata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be Instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these-locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA In this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce~ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

---------------------------------------·------------------------------ --------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 
FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: ~S~h~_ C:.11~~~~ 
Postal address: _ ~- _ ____ _ ____________ .. 
Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

1 Signature: 

• (by Person autl)orised to sign on · 

: behalf of person or organisation 

I making submission) 
'· . --· ....... -

, I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

• I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
; Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an Individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0FflaRisaiieR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ o 

Which category best describes your main Interest In this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

O owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

• 

1 
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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 that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (01) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) ' 
Kalp pFetelf'iieR area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 

• 



My preferred option Is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be Instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 



,, 

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 suppon your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This Is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that haw 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 m~an fishing Is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing Is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 
provide e11Idence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There Is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit'' protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary In our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or Impacts that ha11e not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out Into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this Is that It will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There Is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described In the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to Sff 1 Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that Is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated In the original 
consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou arme eserves ra er an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 



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: ~ &t-fA-1,,c 

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. 

!?(1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
LJ Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o /es 
el' No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

/ves 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page 2 



My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fis~: 

fv/l-j{2 ./2 I,,/ 9 70,,,/ 
For / S-- days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

-thi-Ak*ver-y--uAwl+I'-,----
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach 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 t can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

-
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that app.ly) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concefns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

--------------------------------------------- ---------------------... ------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.} 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG} 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our- children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards
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FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I Email: 

i - - --·· --·- ----·-· --- --
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:./__ _i Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organigation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 13roteEtioA area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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.. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit'' protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not sugg·est that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

------- --·-·-···-------·-·-1
Name of submitter: 

·---- ·--- -··-·--·------- - . ------· ·-- - --,

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email 

Email: I 

Telephone number: 
-----·--·-·-·- --•·-----·-1' 

-----------·--·---·_J -----j 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on

I I 
behalf of person or organisat{on

making submission) 
, _____ . - -- ---- __ , __ ---· ---- --- . ---·--' 

1· :-1<-:': l _ ~ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I
I ~ not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 

I Official Information Act 1982 
-- l. 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0FgaRisa~ien 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓No 

Which category best describes your main interest In this area? 

· 0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing . 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

And 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (Dl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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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: A • / 

I usually fish at: ~-i ~ 
1 

( tU,,t.,,'/'v ~ /~ 

w'~} .f)IU ~ ~ .t« lo v\-clJ-iM ~ eiJ1.i> t,v 

For d$'f'5 a ·peQP.-

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have ac_cess to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out·and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

lhe Marine R~serve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line h~s few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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, witho1,1t venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in· safe environments away from strong cur_rents 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 lik~ some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distance·s to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves ~o further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i_t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km offshore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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.. 
SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

-
Name of submitter: ....-r' . 

{,dJy · lracetj 
··-·--------

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

----·-

--------------

-- ------------·--·---
Email: -·· 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

- -·---- ----· - -

[l I do not wish for my name and addre'ss to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you ·respcinding as ;;111 individual or as an·organisation? (Circle one)· · -

/4ividual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Am~teur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this orea in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying l want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'_S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r--- ------- -·· -
I Name of submitter: : 
I , 
L.- ·- ------------·· ------- ----------------•- - . ·i· 

i Postal address: 
I - .-~---~-- __________ _ ,. ________ ~-------·--- ----

; 

Preferred method of contact: 

~:~;;.~~;,,~ :----- C:
L -----· -- --· . ----- -- ... ·---
1 Signature: 
i 

l
' (by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
---·-·•------ -•---- --- • ___ l 

,-·--: 

/6€tS SurHE RJJt-A.JO / 
·-- --- - ----·--- -- -- ·-· -- -- --··--- ---- -· . -- -- --· -----~--------, 

-----

L __ __j I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

[ /, do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

G~eani6ation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

r/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

ef Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

ef General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve {Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

11:el~ ~reteEtien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 

AEl-223793-9-15-V3:AEI Page 2 



My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

1\--\ (2. \J-l r-..__r.-11" l--\ M cfo.e..9> 11 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, ·because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 

A~l-22.~79B-15-V3:Al:I Page2 



Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con inuous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 
1311..uc.15 . A . /--/ U T1o.1v 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an Individual or as an organisation? 

/ Individual 

OrcgaRisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

-o-- Yes ­

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest In this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 ~wner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

O Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

,/ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area 

For 2.-.:J days a year: 

With: ~eti111e, ~~family & friends. 

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. 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts that are able to travel that 

far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

getsup.  

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience, this is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in 

sometimes adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable 

when the wind gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 
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I . 

Are there any other benefits or imparts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network~ Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather 

conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to 

thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit'' protection and meeting 

international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually 

necessary. I would like tq see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this 

context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves 

are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more 

fishers, but given the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why 

not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

-------1--workable. 
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. 

The loss to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 

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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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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Please note that this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was 4.5 years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, 

especially at a time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and 

the increasing stress and restrictions which have gone along with it. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed . It does not have to be such a big area, 

the East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area : 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas 

beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they 

would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau . 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 
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You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 
affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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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: 

1-----------1-_i.
Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

------------- --

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
-------

[J{do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

1-- -i,., do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
~ Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you fe·sporiding as an individual or as an·organisation? (Circle one)· · · 

✓;ndividual 
0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

efNo 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amc!teur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these-locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island} 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

r do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. lfthe reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

lt is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places fn the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.} 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG} 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep thi~ fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the prc;,cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

1 am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards.  
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

l ;::::o~;"~-~~'.'~ _-- - --t  _ . 
i Signature: i
I ; I (by Person authorised to sign on I 

I
. behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
-----·· ·--- ------- - ------

[ ~ o not wish to, my name and address to be released unde, the Official lnfo,mation Act 1982. 

[ - .. I , do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_J Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o® 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

/.es 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

!Gelµ µreteetion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

~e... w~ 
\ 

~ c,~ -b-'} 0,..,-~ 

pro~ fk P8½ 
So IJLjj ~ I~ s/2,JJ w, J4 SC#ie 
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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 th is already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or Impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fish ing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable}. This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting int.ernational obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: Ar n1·e.. l(dd'-1 
Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

D I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Or:gaRisati0R 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

----Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot offishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

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 environmen_ts away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

------------------·-------

Name of submitter: (Yl f Che/J..,.e_ l+oo ec 
--·-----··--·-- ·- ---- -=---- P--""'-'---

Postal address: 

-------
Phone Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

[l I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□- I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you respOriding as an iridividual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)·· 

✓i::ividual 
0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that app.ly) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae.(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

r do not suppor'f fhe prOp(jS'ed MPA fn this area in its current format. 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page3 



Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concefns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the prc;,cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r-- ··----·· --- ____ : _________ ------·------ ------

1 Name of submitter: I 
'·· -- ---·······- ... --- --·--·--- ·-·· -·····+·· ·-·------

Postal address: ! -···----·-··-·--· . ·----·--·- ------·--·-- -·1- ·- ----------
Preferred method of contact: 

- -·---·----- -----· --- --- -- -- - - -- --· - -- - - -~ --

I {by Person authorised to sign on I 

I behalf of person or organisation 

I making submission) 
1---··--··-·------·---------- --- - ___ ,.__, ___________ ~----- -- ------------ ·-- --- ---·----- - -----

:/4o not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
\ _ _____ ! 

j .. (i do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
1 \/ Official Information Act 1982 L...~- __ , 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rgaRi&atieR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ o 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve {B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve {H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu {Cl) 

✓ Kaimata {E1) 

✓ Whakatorea {Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

11:el~ ~rotection area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

As CA . V\Qc r -0::Llr\ .o/\G\_I &s~ 1 c ! o,s, v\:J ct vea.s C{ f ~ 
6)Vtlw, q Qlv'l°\ ~ p.i1 r~S$Wv"e OVl opevt aveo.S . 
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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 tofu rt her restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

Fl5,0 7lo-tc/~ 

Phone.,~ 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rgaRisatioR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify} 

l 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area 

For days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: sometimes alone or with family & friends. 

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. 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts that are able to travel that 

far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience, this is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in 

sometimes adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable 

when the wind gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

- - ---- ------------·-----~--
Name of submitter: ____________________ B~~ - C oo~_ .... e__._s __ _ 

Postal address: 

1---------------1--

Preferred method of contact: Phone 

- ··-----------··--··----l--
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
- ---- -----··-

[l I do not wish for my name and addre'ss to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you fesponding a·s an iridividual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)· · 

✓individ ual 
0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

c/ Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amc!teur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that app.ly) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these· locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island}. 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek} 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. "They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety conce(ns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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✓ Individual 
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Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateurfishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (H1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

~el13 13rote£tion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

l-~ctv"2 to ,--fy-Cl.v'lel fu,,~ D(f- f:>Vl20rov1 bPoclA Fo 
\Q-e oG~ Tu ~ ~"11 wts,de ~ ue-~ (slavid ~80/'t.e . 

11A_i} l) ~ot f?Yctckical iv'l Cl £wtcill ~ . 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not~ why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

AEl-223793-9-15-V3:AEI Page 2 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

---N& 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

\<.Qtr,~ 
For 30 days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

~ te-1 i 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for . 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 
think is very unfair. 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number offishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MP As (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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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: 

·------·-

C. o~ bes ----------------

Preferred method of contact: Phone ~ 
- ___________ ,. _____ -- -- ---··-····---- ·-----

Email: 
·- .. - -

Telephone number: 

--
Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

- ------- ----- -

[l I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you "responding as an indiVidual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)·· 

/4ividual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka , the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

AEl-:Z:Z3793-9-15-3:AEI Page3 



Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG} 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r Name ofsubmitter:  . . . I 
I ... , ., ~- •• _..._ ·- • .,.-~ -·~·-· -• ------.- - ··--•- •---- "'·- -- -··--.+  --.---.-~ 
I l 

1 Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

---1--
1 
i 

--t--- --
1 

I 
•• ___ I • 

l 

i Signature: 

I (by Person authorised to sign on 

! behalf of person or organisation I , 
I making submission) I 
------·•-------------------- --- - __ !_ ___ -------------··------- - -------- --- --- ---··-- - --

r-···--, L.2 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

r··Zo··- ··: I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
1 , Official Information Act 1982 
L__· __ · -' 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rganigation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o _ys 
/ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment ofthe full network: 

0 Yes 

---N-G 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

1<:elp 13rotectioA area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be Instigated. 

My reasons far this are as follows: 

Crecrt,v1CJ. 1l~£~ v .esevve,r T5 nt)+-- ·,~ ilv__ b-esf-
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions. are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which 1 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion . I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintain ing the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 

AEl-223793-9-15-V3 :AEI Page 2 



Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or h<:>lidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 
____ 

Preferred method of contact: 

l 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or org
making submission) 

. 

/1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

711 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
i Official Information Act 1982 " 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

For /;}_ -f days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a-spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount offish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous) 

similar to those In the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

Please note that this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka , the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

AEl-:m79H-15-3;AEI 



. 
t' ., 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AEI Page 7 



J 

SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

--------··------
Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authoris

behalf of person o

making submission) 

D I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you respciriding as i:frt individual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)· · -

✓i;;dividual 
O Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓f\10 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

O Amc!teur fishing·charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

0 .,9-wner of la~d adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Re~creational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 

1 

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)



Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed M PA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the pr9cess on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Rega7/4 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

I Name of submitter: } ----- -------··----- ----- ··-··---------------

1---- ··--·-----· ------- ------ --- -----~ 3a-C-4 ___ ~q( __ ----·-·- ------ ----·-··---------

1 Postal address: !
l_ ________________________________________ · __ __ ···--···-----··----
l i
/ Preferred method of contact: i

1-- ---------- ------ -.. -- ----- ---l-
1 Email: ! 
I .. -- -----·-•·-· --- - t-··· ,.1/4 -----·----- ··-
I Telephone number: J 

~ ·---· ·-·· ··----······- -- -~- ·- -----
! Signature: 

J (by Person authorised to sign on l 

1 
behalf of person or organisatian 

I making submission) 
I ~-•·-·--·•--•---

i--· ·- -' I. __ j I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

,-·--
' I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
! : Official Information Act 1982 ..... _..J 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organi§atien 

Do you i/tify as tangata whenua? 

1/~:s 
Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fish ing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify} 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (Bl) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl) 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

Kel13 ~retettien area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

:z. ~ ~ ~""' r:t!? ~ &.zi&l,,..:,{, ,_j(C'.!1 ~ ~ 

5ARl ,4?Ji4.s. N <Z~ 'el: ~ 
~LvfA :i::~ ao 

lo,..,, <lw.,I.! 5o ,~ J.Ji,w, ~ ~ ~ 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 

Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs (as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my 1r pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 

.. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

[

--- ---·-·-7
-~-~-':~~:~~~~: _ ·---······- _ __j

' ............ ~ ___ _J
Preferred method of contact: I Phone - email 

·---·---
I 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

l
·- ,.., ____ -·-··- -- ·~

i--· ·--·-
--------- -1 

----------, 
Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

I I 
behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 
1-------- - ----·-•··- --- --- -- ---- -- ______ , 

l -~ I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I vlc·-; do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
I Official Information Act 1982 
' 

Are you responding as an indlvidual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

OrgaRisatiaR 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

o No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

l 

s9(2)(a)
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--Ne 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Grau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 
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My prefe"ed option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

K.CPv I 1-CtA/\Jl_ (A}~, · 
For 5 di:!VS a year: 

I fish fpr c!S much a_s sea & weather conditions allow-

·, 

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have ac_cess to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that.far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

pro_vide 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, witho1,1t 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 lik~ some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves ~o further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 ~llowed 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 continuou~) 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where i_t is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats tc;> launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no incol'!le and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of ttie sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended ~eserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them

Regards 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

- ------ ------ ----- --·------- ------·-

Name of submitter: iaMrn3 ao;e 
··---- ·- ----

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: Phone -email 

-- --------~- ·• ·--- ----• --- - ·- -------·•-····----·-· ------· 

Email: 
·- -

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

{by Person authorised to sign on 
behalf of person or organisation 
making submission) 

[ -J I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

□ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
Official Information Act 1982 · 

Are you responding as an individual or as an-organisation? (Circle one)- -

O Individual 

0 Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

✓ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

O Other (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

We would like to make a submission on the establishment of the three MPA'S below. 

And 

We would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1 
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Our preferred option is the status quo. We do not want the proposed networks to be instigated. 

Our reasons for this are as follows: 

I fish and dive regularly at these locations; 

Okaihae,(Green Island). 

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek) 

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island) 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

With: 

We do not agree with the information supplied in the MPA forum document. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create 

huge safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the M PA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 

It is of the fishing clubs view this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate 

areas beside the MPA due to over fishing. I know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so 

they would be pushed to the remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over 

fishing in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 
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Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiord land where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 
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Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

r- --------- --·------- __________ : _______ -------- ------------------------ ---------------- -
I Nameofsubmitter: j ;v{;Cl4-t1-e-L ~ov L._ J 
1···- - ·---·--·- · ---- --------.. ···--- ---· ·r .. -- --- ··· · ·-···· .. ·-···-· · ···· ·· ·------ ··--- - ·-- ·--- --- 0 --- --- ------·-··- ·- --- -- 1 

f 7~~~::;.~-:~-~:~,_-~.   
r ~::~~.~~~.:b~r: --- -
t- - -· ~--· ·---- -·- -- ....... •~- - ~ ~--- -- - ·- - -
j Signature: ' 
i I (by Person authorised to sign on !
i behalf of person or organisation I
I making submission) I___ ,, ___ ,_,, ______ , ________ ·-·-·· --' 

r---.. --, 
! , i j I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 
'-· ·---· 

!,.. -- .. J I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 
L_...,..,...i Official Information Act 1982 -

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

Organisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

0 Commercial fishing 

O Environmental 

0 General public 

O owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

O Tangata whenua 

0 Othe~ (please specify) 

1 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Marine reserves 

✓ Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Papanui Marine Reserve (Hl} 

✓ 6rau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

✓ Hakinikini Marine Reserve (Ml) 

✓ Type 2 marine protected areas 

✓ Tuhawaiki (Al) 

✓ Moko-tere-a-torehu (Cl) 

✓ Kaimata (El) 

✓ Whakatorea (Ll) 

✓ Tahakopa (Ql) 

!Gelia prsteEtion area 

✓ Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (Tl) 
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo 

Do you agree with our initial analysis of the effects of maintaining the status quo? 

If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine 

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common 

along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a 

year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20 

days a year. 

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational 

fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around 

work commitments and tides, I already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2 

hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational 

fishing on the already very limited days I am able. 

Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. 

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able 

to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and 

climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be 

understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin I know many residents do not have access to a car, and I know from 

experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident's sole 

line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. 
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network 

Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please 

provide evidence to support your answer. 

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse 

weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit 

protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection 

and meeting international obligations, because common se·nse and evidence do not suggest that the 

protection is actually necessary. I would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from 

protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why 
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I know in the Hauraki Gulf that Marine 

Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life 

there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. I 

would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches 

rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I 

think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local 

opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore. 

Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described? 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach before I start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored. 

These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering 

from wind and bad weather that is currently possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot I 

will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. I 

will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It 

will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting 

a line out. 

As I mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing 

who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots. 

I also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will 

push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely 

outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and 

gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited 

areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none. 
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would 

you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer. 

I would like to see the status quo maintained. 

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational 

fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 

If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs {as were designated in the original 

consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally. 

a 1s no poss1 e, my ir pre erence wou an con muous 

similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals 

along the coastline. 
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS 

FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST 

SUBMITTER DETAILS 

Name of submitter: 

Postal address: 

Preferred method of contact: 

Email: 

Telephone number: 

Signature: 

(by Person authorised to sign on 

behalf of person or organisation 

making submission) 

I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982. 

I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that I have provided, to be released under the 

Official Information Act 1982 

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? 

✓ Individual 

0rgaAisation 

Do you identify as tangata whenua? 

o Yes 

~ No 

Which category best describes your main interest in this area? 

0 Amateur fishing charter vessel operator 

O Commercial fishing 

0 Environmental 

O General public 

0 Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area 

✓ Recreational fishing 

0 Tangata whenua 

0 Other (please specify) 
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Proposed marine protection measures 

I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network: 

0 Yes 

--N-e 

And 

I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply) 

✓ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1) 

✓ Orau Marine Reserve (11) 

✓ Okaihae Marine Reserve (Kl) 

- - ----- -- -
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated. 

My reasons for this are as follows: 

I usually fish at: 

D \ t<V,-9-~ ~½ ~ l>\ \ b OU\'("" + l~ et:\~ _s t 

For ~ -. r1.. days a year: 

I fish for as much as sea & weather conditions allow-

{1 LLA\.SL ~ ~ ,~\ (_ 

With: 

Our Coastline does not allow easy fishing in the proposed areas. 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. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can make this very dangerous 

having to travel so far out and so deep, A lot of fishers DO NOT have access to crafts or electric reels and are 

unable to travel that far out and as it is so deep It would be likely to put inexperienced fishers lives at risk. 

I do not feel comfortable having to travel that far out to sea, Fishing is meant to be an enjoyable activity for 

the whole family to experience This is not going to happen if there was a need to travel so far out in some 

adverse sea conditions. Especially when on the South Coast the weather can be unpredictable when the wind 

gets up. 

Fishing is meant to be a cheap fun experience the family can do together and under the proposed Protected 

area this does NOT allow this. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast 

What about the people who DO NOT have access to any fishing craft? 

The Marine Reserve is ridiculous. It does not have to be such a big area, the East Otago Coast line has few 

fishing areas where it is safe. 

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to 

provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance 

offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out 

to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As 

there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of 

large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth. 

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy 

outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment. 

For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is 

impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline 

will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which I 

think is very unfair. ------ -'-----~~==-=--~= -:;_~ ___ - _- ______ _____________ _________ _j 
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Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid 

the protected areas. I think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into 

account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel 

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters. 

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially 

areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important 

and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to 

beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The 

community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the 

marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough. 

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at 

minimal cost. This will only become more Important 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. 

Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather conditions, the 

marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to thrive. There is 

no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an "explicit" protection and meeting international 

obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually necessary. I 

would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather 

than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. I can see why Marine Reserves are needed in 

densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given 

the limitations on me already I am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter 

rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? 

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between 

them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a 

coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and 

workable. 

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. I would be more supportive of Marine 

Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine 

Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is 

important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of 

Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that 

safely, and close to shore. 

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, I would have to go a long way 

off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing 

spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently 

possible. 

I need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open 

so that I can find a spot out of that day's wind and weather. If I have to travel further to another fishing spot, I 

will not be able to take advantage of any w~ather window that might come up during weekends or holidays. 

There are clear safety issues if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. The loss 

to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. 
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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. 

I am totally against the size of the areas proposed. Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little 

need for reserves to further restrict recreational fishing on the south-east coast. 

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 this has not been explained it properly in the local paper. For something that is going to have 

significant and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast I would have 

expected more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but 

that was at least 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. 

I am totally opposed to a Marine Reserve and the amount proposed. It does not have to be such a big area, the 

East Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe. 

OKAIHAE: 

This is a great place to take novice divers spearfishing and gathering crayfish. Also, to catch blue cod. groper, 

gurnard close to shore. Great for small boats to launch off Brighton Beach and fish and dive safely. 

If this was to be put into a reserve it would surely be missed by recreational fishers and divers and create huge 

safety concerns for the small boat users. 

For what reason does this need to be put into a MPA as the marine life is plentiful and sustainable in its 

current format. 

Te UMU KOAU Area: 

If the MPA is imposed to 12km off shore there would be tremendous fishing pressure put on the small reef 

structure from Pleasant Point- Matanaka, the Taiapouri and the shag Point areas. 
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This would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas beside the MPA due to over 

fishing. 1 know of at least 30 boats that fish in the proposed MPA area so they would be pushed to the 

remaining small area. That is not good management of our coast line. 

Small boats would have no areas to fish and create safety concerns having to travel further due to over fishing 

in the remaining small area. 

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reel would be required which are out of 

most people price range. Especially for families. 

I do not support the proposed MPA in this area in its current format. 

Orau. 

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, crayfish and blue cod along 

this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely. 

People take their Children and grandchildren along to the beaches in this area. They love gathering shells and 

pieces of drift wood. If the reserve is imposed, they and any other people would not be able to do this under a 

type 1 MPA. 

For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. I have huge 

safety concerns for everyone. The only other place to dive and fish is Cape Saunders which has dangerous 

currents and sea conditions putting people's lives at huge risk. 

It is of my view this reserve should NOT be imposed. 

The area of Coastline between Shag Point and Taieri Mouth is very exposed to weather conditions. The general 

public DO NOT have a lot of area to fish along our Coast Line. 

You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, I find this very hard to believe, and the person that 

made that statement has absolutely no idea about our coast line. 

Our coast line is not like the North Island, the top of the South Island, Stewart Island or Fiordland where there 

are Islands and Bays with reef everywhere so MPA'S can be imposed and still leave a lot of area for fisherman 

and divers. 

I acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island 

Southland including Stewart island. A small reserve can be beneficial but when a whole coast line is being 

proposed this effects people lively hoods, mental health and wellbeing. Having such large areas of reserves will 

affect the local; community's that thrive on having easily accessible food. 

For example, an area that would have made a great MPA would have been the Mole at Aramoana the 

entrance to Otago Harbour. It has all the fish species, as well as paua, crayfish and kelp, plus easy access for 

the public plus the Albatross colony on the other side of the harbour but you seem to not want this. WHY. 

Another area that would make an excellent MPA is Seal Point with a radius of approximately 300 meters 

around the point. It has good access for people from land and has sea lions and Penguins around it. 

I would be happy to support Te Umu Koau proposed MPA if the 12km boundary off shore was brought in to 

just 500 meters off shore, I feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as 

well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.) 

People with small boats will NOT be able to get a feed without endangering lives. 

People will have to put themselves in unnecessary risk to provide for their families (THIS IS WRONG) 
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.. . 

People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them. Some people cannot afford a boat at all. 

With the Covid 19 crisis there are people out there without work and little to no income and you will take 

food and recreation away from them. 

The commercial fishermen will lose their businesses because of these Proposed MPA'S in their current format. 

Documents show we have a healthy fishery down here, the adverse weather helps keep this fishery in check. 

There needs to be FAR BETTER planning around a reserve instead of a person in Parliament saying I want 

MPA'S put in place by a certain date. 

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? I would think NOT or they would have a better 

understanding of the sea, weather conditions in these areas. 

The whole MPA process has had faults and to now try and push this through in a hurry will cost, lives, lively 

hoods, and a lot of stress to people that is not needed. 

I feel the process on MPA'S cannot carry on with out better Representation, information and discussion. 

This will affect our lives and our children's lives in the future so let's get it right. 

I am totally against the MPA'S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but I would 

support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit 

from them. 

Regards 
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