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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
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Email:
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! Signature:
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| (by Person authorised to sign on
i behalf of person or organisation
| making submission)

-
; . 1 do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.
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{Wﬁ _ 1 do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
{7/ Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 o

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0 L 0 O 0 O O

Other (please specify) I J




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O/ Yes

—Ne

And

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

<
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Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-~tere-a-torehu (C1}
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatarea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protection-area

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

i do not believe that these reserves have been well thought out, or have had sufficient input from
local people who will be most affected by their instigation. What people who have previously made
submission from far off places overseas, or from our own North Island have to do with what happens
here smacks of interference. | am sure that our local fisher people will not be asked to comment on
the thar numbers is our mountains, or kauri die back in North Island forests, so what have Forest &
Bird got to do with sea reserves around our South Eastern coast?

I have fished the waters around Dunedin for over 55 years, as well as numerous other focations
around New Zealand and Australia. | have also attended many meetings were “experts” have
informed us on the state of our fish stocks around Dunedin. From experience the area south of
Tairoa Heads has stayed fairly constant at all of the local spots. The only time we experience a drop
off is after a decent spell of settled weather which has allowed the boaties to get out to our better
known locations. When the weather packs in, which is very regular, the numbers of fish and their
sizes bounce back quickly. The local weather patterns which make it too dangerous to go out have
kept our areas productive, when we care able to get out, for many years.

| have experienced areas around larger cities where fish numbers are low because of over fishing.
The areas are easily accessible and have larger numbers of both commercial and recreational users.
They can get out a lot more regularly and in far better conditions. The areas around Dunedin
definitely do not fall into this category. If the reserves, as notified, are implemented local folk will
have to take a lot more risks to go out and get a feed. It will also stop our children and future
generations from being able to safely experience what we consider is our right.

| agree with the ideas of reserves but they need to be placed in areas that need them, and will do
the most good. What has been proposed sound political and will only stop locals from enjoying
nature and put them at greater risk. Just because reserves have been put in places in the North
Island around larger populations is not a good reason to say they are needed in the south.

Putting in a reserve which encompasses all our city beaches is crazy. From my understanding that
will stop all citizens from enjoying easy access to our beaches and waters. It will stop them picking
up driftwood and seaweed. Driftwood is a nuisance if left lying on the beaches but can burnt or
made into artwork enjoyed by many, and the seaweed can help improve our gardens for better
healthier food. How can our local council do sand dune protection work ,and will they still be
allowed to discharge our treated effluent from their St Kilda works? If not, then the financial cost to
us all will be ridiculous.

| believe you need to start again and look at what is best of our coast. Not what makes a certain
political party look good to its members, or to those who are hell bent on interfering in areas that
they have no day to day knowledge and experience of, or will get any benefit from its improvement.
Set up another forum made up of people who know the area and can identify what is required to
improve conditions within it. Give them the information thatis being garnered by our experts and

let them tell us what they find and recommend.

Let those who live here control what happens to our area.
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Proposed marine protection measures
| would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O Yes
—Ne
And
| would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v’ Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve (11)

v" Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For days a year:

| 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.

| 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.

| 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.

| 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?
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| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

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

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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.
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For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. | 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.

| 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 sealions 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, | 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 | want
MPA’'S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.
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| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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
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Proposed marine protection measures

I would iike 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)

v
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\

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {H1)
Orau Marine Reserve {11)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
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Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protection-area

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)

AEl-223793-9-15-3:AE!

Page 2



My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated.

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

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

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | aiready 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 recreati$9(2)(@)
fishing on the already very limited days | am able,

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

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

the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken inta s9(2)
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fue|
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 settiements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at
minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying
and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their
families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely
economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and
those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally
important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of
the proposed network, fishing and gathering seatood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase
the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While | do not believe there is any good time to
implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst tlmm@g(z)(a)
possible.

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

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

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. 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 | think is
important hefore a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three guarters 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. sEaE
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described?

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

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

As 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 | 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 limite §9(2)(a)
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.

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

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline.
The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not
explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant
and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast | would have expected
more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5
years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a
time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the '"éé‘(‘?)‘@ﬁ'
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2Z’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Sigriature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
5 1

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 O

Other {please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

AN

AN N N N Y N N N N N N N

AN

Marine reserves

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

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1})
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

{ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possitle 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 waiking distance {for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, $t Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which 1
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

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

| need safe and easily accessible areas to fish. A variety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that 1 can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather. If | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays.

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. !t
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

1 would like to see the status quo maintained.

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

[Fthat is not possible, my third preference would be Tar scattered Marine Reserves (father than cohtinuous)
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
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v Individual
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o Yes

o/No
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Commercial fishing
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olo ¢« 0 0 0 0 O

-

Other (please specify) |




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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FOR NZ’'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS
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Email:
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Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on
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do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official information Act 1982.

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

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

{ adividual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
lo

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) L j
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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)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v" Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v" Okaihae Marine Reserve (1
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Orau.

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, cray fish 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. | 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, 1 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 Isiand, 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 iot of area for fisherman
and divers.

1 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 sealions 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, | 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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Are there any other benefits or impacts that have not been described?

Maintaining the status guo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are aiready limited places te launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large hoats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

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

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. i think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts 1o protect the enviranment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.

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 netwaork, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase
the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While | do not believe there is any good time to
implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing
possible.

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network
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Do you agree with the initial analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please
provide evidence to support your answer.

1 do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actuaily
necessary. [ would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. t would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. it
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out,

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as [ know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish {which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those {imited 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,
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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 Jaunching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | would not have known about these marine reserve propesals and the submission deadline.
The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not
explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant
and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast | would have expected
more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5
years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially at a
time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.
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Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

0O 0 00000

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures
| would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O Yes
—Ne
And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve (11)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For i 9- days a year:

| 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.

| 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.

| 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.

| 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?

Malntalning the status quo would have many benefits which are nol addressed, Including continulng Lo
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Ancther benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?
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| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availahility of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

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

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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.
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For people with small boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. | 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, | 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 sealions and Penguins around it.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA'S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AE| Page 8




| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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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To:

Subject: Submission on Proposed Marine Protected Areas
Date: Friday, 24 July 2020 5:11:37 pm
Hi there,

Please find attached my Submission on Proposed Marine Protected Areas.

Kind regards,










Sent from my iPhone
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST
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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

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

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

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

Oﬁvidual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

A

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) | |
















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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

g e i i SN ¢ o = 1 et . et A, v e w1

{ Name of submitter: : - I

. e e e - e e e

! Postal address:

B S S S o e o] - )

Preferred method of contact: l . . ’
| cmgil).

T e I ————

i
]
!
{
'
H
i
'

3
I - - - - emew

Telephone number:

o ——— —

— .- e o et e

= SR

3 Signature:

i (by Person authorised
! behalf of person or cryermemen
| making submission) ‘

. A et et s e emme rme e =& e s — e e e — m e —aw A et et e e e i =

s

] _—} | 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 | have provided, to be released under the
j Official information Act 1982

-

e ey

—

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
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Commercial fishing 3
Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua
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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  were «  ignated in the original
consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing to continue safely and locally.

[T that is not possible, my third preterence woudld be Tor scattered Marine Reserves (rather than contnuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline,
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A not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.

ﬁnot wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
+ ~ Official Information Act 1982
Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o XYes
-9/No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

~

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General publie

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

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

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

{ understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and focal people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ighored.
These reserves would remave a number of fishing spots close to share, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting

a line out.

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

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

j 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 wili be {imited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which ereates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.

My reasons for this are as follows:
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; - I do not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.
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_: Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

o No

~

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

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

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

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

{ understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remave a number of fishing spots clase to share, and therefore prevent the sheftering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. it
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting

a line out.

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

clase to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as Lknow 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.
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.

My reasons for this are as follows:
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O Owner of land adjacent to a proposed marine protected area
.ecreational fishing
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k Yes

—Ne
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Fwould-Hke-to tmalts 3 Sibiission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

¢ Marine reserves






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(- émail)
Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign on

behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual '
- L
Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) I




Y

Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O Yes
—Ne
And
| would like to make a submission on the following sites: {please tick all that apply)

¥" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve {I1)

v Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For days ayear: i D

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

With: sometimes alone or with family & friends.

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.

| 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. Smali crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.
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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. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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. |
would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather
than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves are needed in
densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

There are clear safety issues 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.

| 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.

| 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 | 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.

| 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 wouid 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 smali 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.

| 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, cray fish and biue 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. | 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, | 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.

1 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 welibeing. 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 wouid 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 sealions and Penguins around it.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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: Tony Glassford
i

Postal address: s9(2)(a)
" Preferred method of contact: email

Email: s9(2)(a)
i

Telephone number: . s9(2)(a)
!

Signature: s9(2)(a)

{by Person authorised to sign on

behalf of person or organisation

making submission)

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 M

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

00 00000

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O Yes
—Hhla
And
| would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v' Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v' Orau Marine Reserve (11)

v' Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
‘1 usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For 14 days a year:

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

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.

Being a coastguard crew member, | see our Coastline doesn’t allow easy fishing or access to 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. | am a volunteer coastguard crew member and see
what you are proposing as putting all fishers’ lives at risk, as well as the coastguard, no matter how big their
boats are. Or how experienced they are

I do not feel comfortable myself 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.

| 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?

| 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 doesn’t have to be such a big area, sea conditions for the most part stop
over fishing, and preserve the integrity of the areas anyway. You don’t need a reserve because of this. The East
Otago Coast line has few fishing areas where it is safe.to fish

A—
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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 !
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places, we launch our boats, enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close to 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 and costly, which wilt 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? [f not, why not? Please
provide evidence to support your answer.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckiand where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?
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| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which [ think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

| 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 | 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.

| 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 recreationai fishers and divers and create huge
safety concerns for the small boat users.

For what reason does this need to be put into an 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. | 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.

| 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 Pua, cray fish 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. | 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.

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AE| Page 6




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, | 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.

| 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.

| 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, | 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 (TH!S 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

[ am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | would
support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit
from them.

Reqcxrols vr.onj G'\O\SS'pO"(f
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email

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.

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

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

O/Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

c/ Yes

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangéta whenua

00 8o0Howe e

Other (please specify) |




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)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
V' Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1
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Orau.

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA'S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Ot'ago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact: :P +
OS5

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

s d

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
5 P

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) L ]
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Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Neo

And

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

<

D N VN N N N N N N N N RN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1}
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Yela-sratectisnarea

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

(Duned"n Coastline

[ usually fish at:

For é days a year:

With:

}'/rskn’r\j Club Members

Concevned about  the process

'f’o da’re. .

LOC,al ]EfSL!@VS Sh@uld have Conrtvo
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)
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

I do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any [ocations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire [ocal coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.
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The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flobding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at
minimal cost. Amid the current Covid-19 crisis (with supplies in supermarkets running low due to panic-buying
and impending isolation restrictions) the ability for locals to be able to get food to feed themselves, their
families and neighbours becomes increasingly important. This will only become more important as the likely
economic impacts of the Pandemic worsen and unemployment rises. For those who are unemployed and
those on low or limited incomes, the ability to catch fish and gather seafood locally will become vitally
important in order to support themselves and their families to eat. If the status quo is abandoned in favour of
the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase
the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While [ do not believe there is any good time to
implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing
possible.

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

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

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. [ would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.
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Are there other benefits or impacts that have not been described?

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before 1 start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

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

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

1 would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

If that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline.
The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not
explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant
and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast | would have expected
more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5
years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. [t has been managed poorly, especially at a
time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:
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Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

i

v

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

/4) not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
. il

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental.

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0 0 0O 0 O O

Other (please specify) |



















SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
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Name of submitter:
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Signature:
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making submission)
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v Individual
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Environmental
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Proposed marine protection measures
1 would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O Yes
—Ne
And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

¥" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v’ Orau Marine Reserve {I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For \?) days a year:

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

With: sometimes alone or with family & friends.

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.

| 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.

| 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 |
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. | 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. |
would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather
than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves are needed in
densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure? ‘

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

There are clear safety issues 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.

| 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.

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

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, cray fish 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 smail boats it would be very dangerous if you have to boat from Port Chalmers. | 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 Coastiine 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, ! 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.

| acknowledge that Marine Reserves have their place. There are some great places in the North island
Southland including Stewart istand. 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.

| 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 ail 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 familfies {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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | would
support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit

ham
from tS9 ®)@)

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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

e Qo Ty Qe

Postal address:

 Preferred method of contact: Mot

Email:
~ Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 e

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

( No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

© 0 00 0 0 O

Other {please specify) ’ l




Proposed marine protection measures

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

And

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

O

Yes

—Pla

A N N T N N N N Y N N N

A

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve {H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)

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

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Yalosratestinnares

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;

The Department of Conservation online map of marine reserves clearly shows
the lack of marine protected areas from Banks Peninsula to Fiordland. While I
agree more reserves shouid be put in place in this area, I believe the current
proposal is politically motivated rather than being motivated to serve the local
populations in this area.

Where possible ‘Marine Reserves or Protected areas’ should be accessible to the
general public so people can enjoy New Zealand’s exceptional biodiversity.

Marine Protected areas serve two distinct functions, one to protect marine
habitats and animals, the other, to provide educational and leisure opportunities
as a result of public access to protected marine habitats.

This proposal has ignored the opportunity to establish a Marine Reserve at
Blueskin Bay which is easily accessible from Dunedin by the general public. This
area is already used by Dunedin schools for seashore studies. The area has a
surf beach, rocky shore, reef with kelp forest and tidal estuary. The area is
already part of the East Otago Taiapure as fish stocks have been seriously
depleted because of unscrupulous people raiding the marine environment. This is
the sort of area that needs protection and could be developed to become a
tourist attraction similar to reserves like the Goat Island Marine Reserve. The
more the public comes to use and enjoy the area, the more difficult it becomes
for people to poach fish and shellfish, without being sighted and reported to the
authorities. The increased tourism also has a spin off effect for the local
inhabitants.

I believe marine reserves need to be accessible to the public and designed to
protect areas where fish stocks are threatened. Placing reserves in areas that
have good fish stocks and in areas difficult to access serves no purpose.

I have fished the Otago Coast south of Dunedin for many years and kept a diary
recording fish landed on each trip out. I usually target Blue cod, Trumpeter,
Gurnard and Kahawai. In the last 15 years I have seen no decline in fish
numbers and anecdotal evidence from other fisherman confirms this fact.
Recently the Review of Blue Cod Fishing Regulations has reduced the daily limit
and increased the minimum legal fish size. This change alone will serve to
further protect fish stock in the area. The fact the area south of Taiaroa Head is
designated a ‘GREEN’ area and allows a recreational catch of 15 blue cod as part
of a 30 fin fish bag limit indicates fish stocks are healthy.

The South East coast of New Zealand has some of the worst sea conditions in
the country. This serves to limit the number of days I can fish. Areas where I
normally fish will not be accessible under the South Eastern South Island Marine
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Protected Areas proposal. This means I will have to travel further to launch my
boat as beach launching in the reserve is not allowed. I will consequently be
forced to travel further on the ocean to access fishing areas, increasing the
danger of being caught out by inclement weather and increasing fuel costs.

Many people will fish reserve boundaries hoping to catch fish which overflow
from the reserve. This produces a barren area which is overfished on reserve
boundaries.

In summary - The current proposal will make my fishing trips more difficult,
more costly (fuel consumption) and more dangerous, because I will be forced to
fish further away from my launching area. Fisheries New Zealand already has
regulations in place to preserve fish stocks, the Blue Cod Strategy being a good
example. Regulations already in place preserving fish stocks have a spill over
effect protecting other marine animals in the food chain. The weather and sea
conditions are a natural barrier to easy access and over fishing on the South
East Coast.

This proposal needs to be re visited. Reserves should reflect the views and
knowledge of the local people and not be driven by lobby groups who do not live

i j | | g
or spend time in thesg?zrs?a)ama
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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)

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

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

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

e( Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) |




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)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v Orau 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:
| fish and dive regularly at these locations;

Okaihae,(Green Island).

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek)

QOrau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island)

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

With:

Tiend< € Lfamil y

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. | 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.

1 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, cray fish 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. | 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, 1 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 inciuding 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.

| 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, | 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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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

_— _J,_,

i

'
B o L

Preferred method of contact:

b
1
!
:
t
{

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

{by Person ..o
behalf of person or organisation
making submission)

|
S

: Ao not wish for my name and address to be released under the Official information Act 1982.

{ do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
¢ Official information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
. oy

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Y
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O O <« O#® omo®

Other (please specify) !




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

AN NN Y U N N N N NN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)

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

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea {L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)

Kelg protection-area

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

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

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

i do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

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

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuet
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unigue fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. i think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are putin place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

TFthat is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Viarine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

femectubmiter 1 focs Whithum |

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:
Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

making submission)

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v" Individual
- L

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0O 0 O 0 °

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—~RNe

' And

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

AN

AN N N N Y N N N N N N

<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve {B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve {\M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelpprotectionarea

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

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

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

{ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. 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 alsc around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours {either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to Jaunch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to faunch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots ¢lose town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. I think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
clase to lacal cribs and seaside towns is prohihited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

IFthat is not possible, my third preference would be Tor Scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter: Eastern Boating and fishing Club.

Postal address: Karitane store.

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email

Email: easternbfclub@gmail.com

Telephone number: s9(2)(a)

Signature:

(by Person authorised to sign 'on sl’gr?;\)(égr;t eastern boating and fishing club.

behalf of person or organisation

making submission)

x  |donotwish for my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

¥v" Organisation.

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Other (please specify) L

O 0 000 0O




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)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v" Orau 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:
We have club members that fish and dive at these areas regularly.

Okaihae,(Green Island).

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Stony Creek)

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island)

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

With:

My wife family & Friends.

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 putinto 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 clubsview this would not enhance any of the out-laying areas but would decimate areas
beside the MPA due to over fishing. | 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.
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The club does 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, cray fish and blue cod along
this part of coast line. It is the only area for small craft to fish and dive safely.

People take Children, 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 person 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, | 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 peoples lives at huge risk.

Itis of the fishing clubs view this reserve should NOT be imposed.

The Eastern boating and fishing club has been around for 40 years. We have approximately 110 members
consisting of Men, Women and Children who enjoy fishing and diving along our coast line.

We hold an annual open fishing competition where the proceeds go to charity’s, take a kid fishing day,
monthly club fishing days, and supports the running of the club through the year.

We support the Karitane community and Commercial fishermen that fish responsibly along the Otago
coastline.

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, | 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.

| have dived in Marine Reserves from the top of North Island as far South as Stewart Island so | do know what
they are like. | taught my kids to dive at Goat Island reserve at Lee. A great spot but it is a small area and easily
accessed by the public.

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 sealions and Penguins around it.
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The club 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, we feel this would benefits 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 travel in dangerous water to get a feed that is wrong.
People cannot afford large boats and the cost of running them.

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 there 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

The club feels the process on MPA'’S can not 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.
The club is totally against the MPA’S recommended in our area in the present format.

But would support MPA if they were put in the correct place and a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit
from them.

Regards.

President of EasternBoating and Fishing Club.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter: g).& ﬁﬂw
a—~

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
- -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

00 00000

Other (please specify) I




Proposed marine protection measures
i would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
C Yes
—ha
And
| would like to make a submission on the following sites: {please tick all that apply)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve {i1)

v' Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1}
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For 3 days a year:

| 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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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. | 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.

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

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

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workabhle.
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which [ think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, t 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.

| 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 | have to travel further to another fishing spot, |
will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays.

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

| 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.

| 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 Guilf, 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 | 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.

| am totaily 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. | 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 smail area.

If the proposal area was to be fished at 12km off shore, an electric reef 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, cray fish 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. | 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.

AEl-223793-0-15-3:AE) Page 6







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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact: Phone - email

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

s/

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

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

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

Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

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

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

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)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v’ Orau Marine Reserve (i1)

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:
| 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)

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

With:&\fm r {y f awg S

/

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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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.

| 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.

| 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, | feel this would benefit all parties. (recreational, commercial fishers and divers as
well as support the Taiaporai at Karitane.)

People with smail 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 | want
MPA'S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

1 am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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 N2’'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS
Name of submitter: | .39(2)(3)
osaladdres:  S9@I@"
preferred method of contact:  Emal

Ema” e 89(2)(a) T
Teephonemumber:  S9@I@N

. s'gnature e 89(2)(a) L

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

x  1donotwish for my name and address to be released under the Official information Act 1982.

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
: .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

00 000 O0O0

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures

| wauld like ta make a submission on the establishment of the full network:

0

Yes

—No

And

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

<

A N N N N N N N N N NN

Marine reserves

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

Whakatorea {L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelpprotection-ares

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

{ usually fish at: Taiarca Head and the surrounding Otago Peninsula area.

For: 5 days a year.

With: Other recreational fishermen by small boat.

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

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

| do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unigue marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to trave! for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
{arge 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 tc participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable}. This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close to town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
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community cuiture is a major benefit of the status quo in my cpinion. | 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 5t Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be abie
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that resuit from rising sea levels and
climate change, The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin, | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.

The status quo also provides families with a means to put locally gathered nutritious food on their tables at
minimai 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 wili 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 Jimited 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 gua is abandoned in favour of
the proposed network, fishing and gathering seafood becomes far more difficult, which will simply increase
the strain on many individuals and families during this crisis. While | do not believe there is any good time to
implement the proposed network, doing so during a pandemic and economic crisis is the worst timing
possible,

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

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

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is nat what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine Reserves Act
intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is important
before a blanket ban on ali fishing over a huge area the size of Auckiand or three quarters the size of Stewart
Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that safely,
and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach hefore 1 start fishing, which is of great concern for me, This is an impact which has been ignored.
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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. Avariety of launching and fishing places need to be kept open
so that | can find a spot out of that day’s wind and weather, if | have to travel further to another fishing spot |
will not be able to take advantage of any weather window that might come up during weekends or holidays.

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lase opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. it
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

As | mentioned above, there will also be major impacts on recreational sport and community culture if fishing
close to local cribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | know friends
who have travelled within New Zealand to go recreational fishing at our local spots.

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish {which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.

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

1 would like to see the status quo maintained.

if that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish 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 Guif, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals
along the coastline.

Please note that | also support the submissions of the Tautuku Fishing Club Dunedin & Haast Inc. Without
their leadership, | would not have known about these marine reserve proposals and the submission deadline.
The process has not involved any real consultation. For example, the Department of Conservation has not
explained it properly in the local paper, the Otago Daily Times. For something that is going to have significant
and permanent effects on recreational fishing along the whole South Eastern Coast | would have expected
more information to be given so public awareness was raised. There was some done in 2016, but that was 4.5
years ago on a different network of proposed marine reserves. It has been managed poorly, especially ata
time when we, like the rest of the country, have been coping with the Covid-19 Pandemic, and the increasing
stress and restrictions which have gone along with it.
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|

Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the $tatus Quo

Do youi agree with our initial analysis of the effects of majntaining the status quo?
If not, why not? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

|

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

habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and ad\/erse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of rectleat|onal fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the cany#ns can be available for as l|tJrle as 20

days a year.
i

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reerves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go flshmg To require me to travel for2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able. !

|
Are there any other benefits or impacts that have npot been described? :

Maintaining the status guo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a Iong distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong ct!Jrrents and shipping 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 Ioné distance south to Taieri Mo?th.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate ln a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe env;ronment
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the ma ine reserves will mean ﬂshlqg is
impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dunedln where the entire local cdastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehlcle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances t? avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters,

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, citjes and coastal settlements (%specially
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 spbts close town or close to ‘1
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me tb go fishing safely and easdy The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost lf the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts W1” 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 Ie;\/els and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | knqixw from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resndent’s sole
fine of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. ;' [
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

' Name of submitter: o .
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]
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|
t

Preferred method of contact:

o,

Telephone number:
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l Signature:
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behalf of person or organisation I
making submission) |

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
- M

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

JNO

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
Yes
—He
And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
¥ Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:

1 usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For [g days a year:

| 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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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 trave! a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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 initiai analysis of the effects of establishing the network? If not, why not? Please
provide evidence to support your answer.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
internatianal obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
ngcesSary. ] would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, Father than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in Qensé[y pbpulated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fis‘he”r‘s, but give:n :t‘h‘e'limi'tations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
riot jast have stricter rulés-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. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

| 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.

| 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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. | 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, 1 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.

| 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 sealions and Penguins around it.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? { 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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

ACI 772702 @ 1E 2.ACI nEage./
AL~ LL0 ¢ II7I7LI7I.ML1




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)

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

/Iﬁgnot wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
/ Official Information Act 1982

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

Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Aes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

O Commercial fishing

O ironmental

(zue:eral public

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

O Tangata whenua
O Other (please specify) r




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)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v’ Orau 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:
| 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)

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

With:

Llitnds ol o,

4

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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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 peopie 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. | 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.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v" Individual
. e

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

¢ No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General p‘ublic

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

Tangata whenua

00 O 0 O a0

Other (please specify) |










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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

{1 S stk e . i
Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

i
e . Cac I . «_},v B

|

|

{

1

{

Signature:

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

{ making submission)

— e =

e '

i § | do not wish far my name and address to be released under the Official Information Act 1982.

for—

i
Lo

vy
i

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

S ¢

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
. -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
lo

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

O

O

O

O

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

O

O

Other (please specify) ’




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}

v

AN N N N Y N N N N N N N

<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve {B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu {C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea {L1)

Tahakopa {Q1)
Kelp-protection-area

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

My reasons for this are as follows:

N,
WA—« C s ~C e~ S

=N TN
Car - Tghs .
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

{ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

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

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuet
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settiements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that resuit from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. tn poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

| would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreationat
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Telephone number:

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,

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
; ol

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
@No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) l




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

v

AN N NN Y N N N N N NN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)

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

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protectionarea

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

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

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

i do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours {either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance {for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters,

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. [ think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

I do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

l understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others, The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remave a number of fishing spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends aut fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas ta fish {which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

[t thatis not possible, my third preference would be for scatfered Marine Reserves {rather than continuous]
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at reguiar intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

(
=

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
5 cati

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

c:/\(es
No
Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator
Commercial fishing
Environmental

General public

Recreational fishing

Tangata whenua

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

Other (please specify) L




Proposed marine protection measures
| would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
O VYes
—Ne
And
1 would like to make a submission on the following sites: {please tick all that apply)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v" Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:

1 usually fish at:

For days a year:

| 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.

| 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 enabies me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which !
think is very unfair.
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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. | 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. |
would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this context, rather
than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves are needed in
densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more fishers, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

There are clear safety issues 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.

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

| 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. | 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, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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 smali 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.
i

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, | 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)

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AE| Page 6




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 | want
MPA'S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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 N2’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)

Official Information Act 1982

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

®/Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Mo Ledodel

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

O Commercial fishing

O , Environmental

J General public

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

O Tangata whenua

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

/ I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the

O Other (please specify) L

[y



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)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v’ Orau Marine Reserve (11)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

|

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

[ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly i mcrease the risk of losing unigue marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and ad\/erse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recr‘eatlonal fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyéns, can be available for as lit}'le as 20
days a year. :

|
Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reerves to further restrict recréahonal
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, ! already have limited opportunities to go ﬂshlng To require me to travel for2
hours {either in a car or out to sea} to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreat‘lonal
fishing on the already very limited days | am able. :

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be useci safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong cﬂrlrrents and shipping channels As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo mjeans it is possible for the owners of
large bhoats to find local options to launch without having to travel a Ioné distance south to Taieri Mouth

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, whic!’L enables me to participate ln a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe envirq;mment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the ma&ine reserves will mean fishirjg is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunqdin where the entire local cdastline
will be unavailable}. This will entirely prevent access to the sport for thoée who do not have a vehlcle\ which i
think is very unfair. i
J
Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken mto
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel

consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, citles and coastal settlements (éspecially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our in?portant
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing splots close town or close to ,
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easnly The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost lf the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts WVI be able to safely get out fa( enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and ,iSouth Dunedin will continuefto 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 witt:lin walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not Have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resider{t's sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact. ‘ i
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposajl. What changes to the netMork would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to srf[lpport your answer. :

|
f would like to see the status quo maintained,

i
If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrio‘fc the amount of fish recreatic;mal
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network. 1
|
|
If that is not possible, my second preference would be for type 2 MPAs Jas were designated in the orjginal
consultation process), rather than type 1, to enable recreational fishing :to continue safely and locally.

|

[FThat is not possible, my third preference would De Tor scattered Marine Reserves (rather than contjnuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching land fishing sports at regular
along the coastline.

ntervals

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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

}
Name of submitter:

Preferred method of contact: Phone - ema

Email:

F
‘ Telephone number:
l 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.
d

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v'  Individual
5 e

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o ,Yes

o o

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0O 00 O0O0O0

Other {please specify) |




Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
J Yes
—Ne
And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v" Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v' Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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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:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For dr- days a year:

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

With:  rretimesssiere 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.

| 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.

| 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.

| 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 aliow 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. Smail 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. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuei
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs} and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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.

| 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 &nd evidehce do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckiand where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach 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.

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

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

| 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.

| 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 focally.

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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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 fove 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. | 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, | 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.

| 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 sealions and Penguins around it.

| 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, [ 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 | want
MPA'’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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 | would
support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit
from them.

| 59(2)(a)
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SUBMISSION dN THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address: .

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

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

G/ Individual
O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Other (please specify) [

O 0O 0OO0O0O0O0




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)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v’ Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (1
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Orau.

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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.

1 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, | 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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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:

behalf of person or organisation

;
1
!
!
(by Person authorised to sign on |
i
{
making submission) 2

e e e e o g

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

" | I do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the

i____| Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v" Individual
. L

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

O  Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

jeneral public

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

Tangata whenua

O 0 < O

Other (please specify) L




Proposed marine protection measures

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

O

Yes

—Ne

And

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

<

A NN N Y N N N N N NN

<

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)

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

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelp-protectionares

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

1do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, ! already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status guo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |

think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced poliution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment, The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unigque fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

1 understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which 1
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

close to local eribs and seaside towns is prohibited. This may also have an impact on tourism as | knaw friends

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish {which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network wauld
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

[t that is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves {rather than continuousj
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

i Name of submitter: | ’PO_ A \ [ nNe H U\A C)l \-@?:DITCD -

|

Postal address:

l -
Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

‘ Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  individual
5 .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) l :|
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Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
Q/ Yes
—le
And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v' Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. I do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
1 usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For é days a year:

| 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.

| 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.

| 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 watking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements (especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

| 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 possibie, 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish and blue cod along
this part of coast line. [t 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. | 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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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ'S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

making submission)

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

| do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
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Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation? (Circle one)

O/Individual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?
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Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing’

Environmental

General public

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

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v Orau 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:
| fish and dive regularly at these locations;

Okaihae,(Green Island).

Te Umu Koau Area (Pleasant River to Siony Creek)

Orau (Tow Rock to St Clair and White Island)

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

With:

(c,\m{ ‘y F  freands

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. | 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.

1 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, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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
Southtand 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 ali 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 sealions and Penguins around it.

{ 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| am totally against the MPA'’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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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: B do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
. ¢ Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v' Individual
q -

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua
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Other (please specify) | J




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)

v

AN N NN Y N N N N NN

AN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)
Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (I1)
Okaihae Marine Reserve {K1)
Hakinikini Marine Reserve (M1)
Type 2 marine protected areas
Tuhawaiki (A1)
Moko-tere-a-torehu (C1)
Kaimata (E1)

Whakatorea (L1}

Tahakopa {Q1)
Kelpprotectionarea

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

| do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this regian does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours (either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

Are there any other benefits or impuacts 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 passible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a healthy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. [ think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status quo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

I understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish (which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

| would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

It that'is not possible, my third preference would be for scattered Marine Reserves {rather 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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Prbposed marine protection measures
| would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
(J Yes
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And
I would like to make a submission on the following sites: (please tick all that apply)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
v Orau Marine Reserve (I1)

v’ Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. | do not want the proposed network to be instigated.
My reasons for this are as follows:
| usually fish at:

Karitane East Otago & the Dunedin Area

For 8 days a year:

| 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.

| 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.

| 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 fine 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. Smali crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a long distance south to Taieri Mouth.

The status quo fosters a good environment for community fishing, which enables me to participate in a heaithy
outdoor activity with relative ease, and enables children to be introduced to the sport in a safe environment.
For recreational fishers without vehicles like some of my friends, the marine reserves will mean fishing is
impossible at any locations within walking distance (for example in Dunedin where the entire local coastline
will be unavailable). This will entirely prevent access to the sport for those who do not have a vehicle, which |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. 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.

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

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

I do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which | think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

If the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

| 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.

| 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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 sealions 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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 iot of stress to people that is not needed.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | wouid
support MPA if they were put in the correct place and reduced to a smaller size so everyone gets the benefit
from them.

Regards }\/\AKK_ ("\ uNDNLESTON
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:

Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

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

Individual
O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o , Yes

Q/No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) [ T
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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)

v" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v Orau 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:
| 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)_

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

Once MO A

With:

e . 2o
Friesds Vava;_

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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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 peopte 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.

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

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

Postal address:
Preferred method of contact:
Email:

Telephone number:

Signature: f
1
(by Person authorised to sign on |

i behalf of person or organisation
| making submission)

i
N

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

L

i ‘)E,do not wish the commercially sensitive information that | have provided, to be released under the
i . Official Information Act 1982

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
: .

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Envircnmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

© 0 0 0O 0 0 ©

Other {please specify) I
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

 understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline, This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which |
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach before | start fishing, which is of great concern for me. This is an impact which has been ignored.
These reserves would remove a number of fishing spots close to share, and therefare prevent the sheltering
from wind and bad weather that is currently possible.

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

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

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish {which will be limited). The likely
outcome of this is that it will place extreme pressure on marine life in those limited areas where fishing and
gathering of seafood can still be undertaken. There is a high risk that due to competition for those limited
areas, marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

If that is not possible, my third preference would be Tor scattered Marine Reserves {rather than continuous)
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter: MC.'\)(\’\Q‘A CAO@‘DQOC‘C}

Preferred method of contact: _Bherf€ — email

L
P

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Ingiyidual
il

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o , Yes

e/No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua
Other (please specify) r J
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Proposed marine protection measures
I would like to make a submission on the establishment of the full network:
fes
—hle
And
| would like to make a submission on the following sites: {please tick all that apply)

¥" Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve {D1)
v" Brau Marine Reserve {11)

v" Okaihae Marine Reserve (K1)
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My preferred option is the status quo. 1 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 O days a year:

| 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 trave! 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.

| 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.

| 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.

| 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 |
think is very unfair.

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travet should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will also mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unigue fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

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.

| do not agree. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse weather
conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit protection to
thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection and meeting
international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the protection is actually
necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from protections in this
context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why Marine Reserves
are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm and there are many more
fishers, but given the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why
not just have stricter rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.
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This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | would be more supportive of Marine
Reserves if they were for one or two beaches local beaches rather than a whole coastline like the Marine
Reserves Act intended. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which I think is
important before a blanket ban on all fishing over a huge area the size of Auckland or three quarters the size of
Stewart Island is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local opportunities to do that
safely, and close to shore.

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

if the proposed marine reserve areas off the coast of Dunedin were put in place, | would have to go a long way
off the beach This is an impact which has been ignored. These reserves would remove a number of fishing
spots close to shore, and therefore prevent the sheltering from wind and bad weather that is currently
possible.

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

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

1 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.

| 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 | 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.

| 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. | 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.

| 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, cray fish 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. | 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.

AEI-223793-8-15-3:AEI Page 6




You say in your Documents that this will not affect DIVERS, | 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.

| 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 welibeing. 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.

| 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, | 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 | want
MPA’S put in place by a certain date.

Has this person ever lived and fished in the Otago areas? | 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.

| 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.

| am totally against the MPA’S current recommended reserves in our area in the present proposal, but | 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 i\f\o\\f\\f\o,\,g C\\&‘v%g()cci

AEI-223793-9-15-3:AE!l Page 7




(AN

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: -Bhehe - email

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

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

ﬂdividual

O Organisation

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua
Other (please specify) li
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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)

v Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D
v Orau Marine Reserve (11)

v Okaihae Marine Reserve (1
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Orau.

This would be a huge loss to the recreational fishers and divers they gather Paua, cray fish 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. | 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, | 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 [ot 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, | 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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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR N2’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter: l/A;;d\( 0 B S C:‘Q (,(,

Postal address:
Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

'
) N

Signature:

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

!
S )

f" -

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

 eatamse e

[

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v"  Individual
. Yol

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes
o No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

Other (please specify) ] 4'
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Proposed marine protection measures

| 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)

AN

AN NN U U N N N NN

AN

Marine reserves

Waitaki Marine Reserve (B1)

Te Umu Koau Marine Reserve (D1)
Papanui Marine Reserve (H1)
Orau Marine Reserve (11)

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

Kaimata (E1)

Whakatarea (L1)

Tahakopa (Q1)
Kelo-protectonares

Arai Te Uru bladder kelp protection area (T1)
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 1: Maintaining the Status Quo

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

[ do not agree. The lack of MPAs in this region does not significantly increase the risk of losing unique marine
habitats and ecosystems at present. This is because bad weather and adverse sea conditions are common
along the south east coastline, and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 60 days a
year. Recreational fishing further off the coast, such as around the canyons, can be available for as little as 20
days a year.

Because of these natural limitations on fishing there is little need for reserves to further restrict recreational
fishing on the south-east coast. Working around bad weather and adverse sea conditions, and also around
work commitments and tides, | already have limited opportunities to go fishing. To require me to travel for 2
hours {either in a car or out to sea) to be able to fish would further prohibit me from enjoying recreational
fishing on the already very limited days | am able.

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

Maintaining the status quo would have many benefits which are not addressed, including continuing to
provide a safe environment for recreational fishing and shore fishing without the need to travel a long distance
offshore. Small crafts and inflatable vessels are currently able to be used safely, without venturing too far out
to sea. Spearfishing is possible in safe environments away from strong currents and shipping channels. As
there are already limited places to launch bigger boats, the status quo means it is possible for the owners of
large boats to find local options to launch without having to travel a fong distance south to Taieri Mouth.

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

Another benefit of the status quo is reduced pollution from boats and cars travelling long distances to avoid
the protected areas. | think the effect of increased fuel consumption through travel should be taken into
account, as goes against the efforts to protect the environment. The costs associated with increased fuel
consumption will alsa mean fishing is more expensive for boaters.

The status quo, where we are able to fish off beaches close to towns, cities and coastal settlements {especially
areas with lots of cribs) and where we can fish close to the places we launch our boats enables our important
and unique fishing culture to be maintained and encouraged. Fishing spots close town or close to
beach/holiday settlements create very important opportunities for me to go fishing safely and easily. The
community culture is a major benefit of the status quo in my opinion. | think this culture will be lost if the
marine reserves are put in place, and that only those with large crafts will be able to safely get out far enough.

Maintaining the status guo means that residents of St Clair, St Kilda and South Dunedin will continue to be able
to prepare emergency sand bags during the frequent flooding situations that result from rising sea levels and
climate change. The benefit of being able to take sand from a beach within walking distance should not be
understated. In poorer areas of Dunedin | know many residents do not have access to a car, and | know from
experience that the flooding can be sudden and unpredictable. Sand bags are currently many resident’s sole
line of defence, so the no-take policy could have a serious impact.
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Costs and Benefits of the Overall Network - Option 2: Establishing the Proposed Network

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

| do not agree entirely. Because of the natural limitations on recreational fishing caused by tides and adverse
weather conditions, the marine biodiversity in the South East of the South Island does not require explicit
protection to thrive. There is no need to ban recreational fishing for the sake of making an “explicit” protection
and meeting international obligations, because common sense and evidence do not suggest that the
protection is actually necessary. | would like to see proof of the exact benefits that are expected to result from
protections in this context, rather than a discussion of the benefits of marine reserves generally. | can see why
Marine Reserves are needed in densely populated areas like Auckland where the weather is calm, but given
the limitations on me already | am not convinced they are necessary in our situation. Why not just have stricter
rules on how many fish a boat can catch per day or some less extreme measure?

| understand there is a benefit of linking the marine reserves so that marine life has a safe passage between
them, but the detriment of this is that it entirely removes the availability of recreational fishing along a
coastline. This means the effect on recreational fishing would be extreme and sudden, rather than minor and
workable.

This is not what local people want, and local people will not support it. | know in the Hauraki Guif that Marine
Reserves spread out, which enables residents to fish at some local spots, if not others. The fish and marine life
there seem to be able to thrive within the bounds of the Marine Reserve, like at Goat Island for example. |
would be more supportive of Marine Reserves proposed if they were for one or two beaches local beaches
rather than a whole coastline. This would give researchers a spot to study and gather real evidence, which }
think is important before a blanket ban is brought in for the sake of it. People who enjoy fishing deserve local
opportunities to do that safely, and close to shore.

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

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

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

There are clear safety issues for me if the marine reserve areas off the south coast of Dunedin are adopted. |
will lose opportunities to take family and friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous. It
will also be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the weather before putting
a line out.

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

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

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

| also consider that an unintended consequence of establishing the proposed Marine Reserves is that it will
push all sectors of the fishing community into the same areas to fish {which will be 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
arpac marine life will be depleted, which creates new problems in areas which previously had none.
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Please consider the stated costs and benefits described in the proposal. What changes to the network would
you like to see? Why? Please provide evidence to support your answer.

I would like to see the status quo maintained.

If that is not possible, my preference would be for measures that restrict the amount of fish recreational
fishers are allowed to take, rather than the introduction of the proposed network.

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

if that is not possible, my third preference would be fof scattered Marine Reserves (rather than continuous]
similar to those in the Hauraki Gulf, in order to preserve local launching and fishing sports at regular intervals

along the coastline.
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SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED MARINE PROTECTED AREAS
FOR NZ’S SOUTH ISLAND SOUTH EAST COAST

SUBMITTER DETAILS

Name of submitter:

e Gmas%fd\

Postal address:

|

f
| Preferred method of contact:

Email:

Telephone number:

Signature:

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

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

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

Are you responding as an individual or as an organisation?

v Individual
5 —

Do you identify as tangata whenua?

o Yes

@/No

Which category best describes your main interest in this area?

Amateur fishing charter vessel operator

Commercial fishing

Environmental

General public

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

Tangata whenua

0O 0 00 00O

Other (please specify) |










I do not agree. |



| would like to see the status quo maintained.



OKAIHAE:

Te UMU KOAU Area:

Orau.
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