
Submission re SEMPF 

To sempf@doc.govt.nz 

From Jenny Campbell,  

QSM for the Environment 

 

 

 

 

 

Submission on South East Marine Protected Areas 

To Whom it May Concern 

Rationale for creating Marine Reserves 

Our south-east ocean is home to an incredible array of species and habitats, yet contains no 
marine reserves. 

The South East Marine Protected Areas Forum (SEMPF) has consulted on 20 sites in South 
Canterbury, Otago and Southland for potential protection. Forest & Bird believes all these 
and more are needed to create a meaningful reserves’ network.  
 
Personal experience of the area.  
 
I have lived in Southland for over 50 years and have spent many wonderful holidays with my 
family, exploring this significant coastline. Holidays have been spent at places like Tautuku 
Peninsula, Oamaru, Kaka Point, The Nuggets, Waipapa Point, Papatowai and Curio Bay, as 
well as day trips to Bluff, Te Wae Wae Bay, Haldane estuary, and various other beaches and 
estuaries along this Eastern and Southern Coast of the South Island. 
 
At all these places and more I have experienced the huge variety of unique birdlife, 
mammals, crustaceans, fish, insects, shell fish… in other words, the huge variety of inter- 
relationships, webs, cycles and dependencies  only possible in a healthy ecosystem. The 
range of such ecosystems is extensive and each of these deserves to be included in the 



proposed reserves because of their contribution to biodiversity and the health of the sea- both 
coastal and the wider ocean  areas. 
 
It is these very coastal areas, particularly in estuaries which provide the safe places for eggs 
to be laid, young to develop and so provide the adults so necessary for replenishment of our 
stocks of fish and other organisms which keep the food web functioning in a healthy manner. 
 
As a former senior college Biology teacher I took Form 6 ( year 12) students to Tautuku Bay 
and Peninsula area for about 20 years so they could learn to appreciate the values associated 
with each of the different communities found along any healthy coastline. These include 
rocky shore eg rock pools and cliffs , estuary, sand dunes, in-flowing rivers, cave 
complexes…  
All of these communities need to be protected in marine reserves for both present and future 
generations. I consider it is short – sighted to only think of present users. Long term   
conservation methods must be set up to ensure the organisms present, have the best chance of 
surviving and thriving to ensure a healthy ecosystem for future generations. Reserves act as 
nurseries and so increase eg fish stock, shellfish numbers… not only within the reserve area 
but also adjacent and beyond.   
 
I have also been involved in the Forest and Bird Te Rere Scientific Reserve over at least 20 
years- planting native species at many working bees in order for the yellow- eyed penguins to 
have suitable habitat for nesting. Over many years I have been part of a small group which 
undertakes the yearly full day count of birds, early in December. My sadness is that in spite 
of suitable nesting habitat establishment, on- going trapping of predators eg stoats, rats, 
possums  and increased monitoring to ensure their safety, numbers are still decreasing eg 50 
birds in 2015 down to 37 this year. Chick numbers are down with only 9 nests this year, 
down from 12 last year. It seems to me that it could be the conditions at sea which are the 
problem  eg decreased food sources, having to swim further in order to get enough food for 
their chicks and increased sea water temperatures from climate change.  
 
Members of my family now live close to Kaka Point so I can easily spend time on the beach, 
swimming in the sea and enjoying the area for recreation.  
In my opinion marine reserves along this coast are essential and I support points made by 
Forest and Bird as outlined below.  
 
More in-depth comments around specific areas and reasons for their inclusion in the 
proposed reserves . 
 
I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine protected areas 
(MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, with expansions and additions 
to provide adequate protection. These additions are necessary in order to meet the 
Government's MPA Policy, and our international obligations.  



I believe the proposed sites do not go far enough to provide adequate protection for this 
important region. The extent of protection required to ensure the ongoing conservation and 
protection of marine biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea 
in no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% protection in 
Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough.  

There are obvious opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call 
on the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a percent of New 
Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no reserves currently in the South 
Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a comprehensive network of marine reserves and 
MPAs is essential to allow fish and other marine species a chance to breed and thrive. Such a 
network will provide species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this 
will in turn benefit the region as a whole.  

The proposed reserves must also be modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design 
Guidelines. The South East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic 
marine animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea lions, 
and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically endangered. Yet 
currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their foraging habitats.  

Marine reserves are most effective where they include the full range of habitats. I recommend 
the addition of protection for habitats that are not adequately represented in the proposed 
network. The network must include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a 
meaningful haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. 

 To achieve this I recommend the following:  

A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot for Hector's dolphins.  

B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with a further extension out to 12 nautical 
miles (nm) to provide better representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-
eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important Bird 
Area' (IBA).  

C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further extension out to 12nm to provide better 
representation of habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. 
This area is an internationally recognised IBA.  

D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): Support, and recommend further extending to 
include more deep subtidal reef habitat which is under-represented in the proposal, and 
increased protection for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags.  

E Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best representation 
of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal communities.  

F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend that it be reconfigured to 
extend to the coast to include Hooper’s Inlet and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders 
Canyon is larger, deeper and more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better 
more comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only proposal to 
contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, with its special bryozoan 



species. The extension to shore would take in an example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which 
have not been represented in the proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally 
significant saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point would 
allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and biologically productive 
area. Such areas are poorly represented in the proposal.  

G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option does not represent the full 
range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan communities.  

H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This option does not represent the full 
range of deep water biodiversity.  

I Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of Tow Rock. 
This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly productive area of Tow Rock is 
included. This will be a significant marine reserve for education, research and public 
enjoyment, being close to a major city, and world class if connected to site F.  

J White Island to Waldronville (Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in 
itself achieve much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) and Harakeke 
point (I)  

K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high diversity of life in a small area and will be 
valuable for research, public enjoyment and education.  

L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and 
habitat for shore and sea birds.  

M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to include site  

N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat is protected in a marine 
reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes 
make for easier reserve management. N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine 
reserve linked to Site M as above.  

O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm to better represent yellow-
eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an internationally recognised inshore and 
offshore IBA.  

P Long Point Offshore (Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current 
set net prohibition.  

Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it extends to join with Long 
Point (Option O). This is the only representation of an estuary in the southern area and needs 
to represent all the habitats associated with the mouth of the estuary.  

R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and 
habitat for shore and sea birds.  

S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary habitat. Geologically significant and 
relatively unmodified by structures and reclamation. Flounders, shellfish, whitebait and birds 
all use this area as habitat and breeding so it is an ideal place to be a marine reserve.    



T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat for numerous fish and 
invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better represented within marine reserves in the 
proposal.  

Additional Protection Needed :- 

I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and mining be prohibited in 
all the MPAs  

Additional Reserve Needed  

I also recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore to 12 nm to give 
representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the area of highest current speed inside 
the Forum's boundaries. This habitat type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A 
reserve here would also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with 
Forest & Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve.  

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on such a significant process. 

Nou te rourou, naku te rourou, ka ora te iwi. 

From your food basket and my food basket there is sufficient for everyone. 

Rangimarie,  

Jenny Campbell 



Submission re South East Marine Protection. 

 

I am in full support of coastal and wider marine protection. The current proposals a minimal and 
inadequate response to a major ecological/environmental problem. I consider that several of the 
proposed areas should be extended and view with dismay that neither the Shag Point nor Nuggets 
areas have been included. 

 

R G Cunninghame 

210 Signal Hill Road 

Opoho 

Dunedin. 

 

20th December 2016. 





significant saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point would allow for 
the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and biologically productive area.  
Extending a Saunders canyon reserve to Harakeke Site I proposed reserve enables the full protection 
of two substantive headlands. 
Hoopers Inlet is listed as a regionally significant wetland in the Otago Regional Water Plan, and listed 
as an Area of Significant Conservation Value in the Dunedin City District Plan and is described as an 
estuary of national and local significance. Such areas are poorly represented in the proposal.  
Incorporating Hoopers Inlet into a large shore to 12nm reserve would provide connectivity of 
ecosystems from wetland/estuary habitats to canyons and deep water habitats supporting numerous 
large species that rely on these areas. And such a MPA will provide for latitudinal and longitudinal 
variation, and cross continental shelf differences in habitats and ecosystems. 
In addition, Hoopers Inlet is used by Otago University for on-going research. 
The Saunders canyon contains more of the different deep water habitats and so a reserve here would 
enable representation of the the full range of biodiversity found in canyon habitats in the SEMPF area. 
Include Hooper's Inlet in this MPA. 
Extend and link the Saunders canyon reserve to the Harakeke Site. 
  
 G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: 
Don't support.  
This option does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan communities. 
  
H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: 
Don't support.  
This option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity.  
Papanui Canyon does not represent the plateau scallop habitat between Papanui and Saunders 
canyon. 
  
I Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend inclusion of Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the 
highly productive area of Tow Rock is included.  
This will be a significant marine reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to 
a major city, and world class if connected to site F. 
  
J White Island to Waldronville (Type 2): 
Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve much in the way of biodiversity 
protection it may provide a buffer, through fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of 
Green Island (K) and Harakeke point (I) 
  
K Green Island (Type 1): 
Support. This has a high diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. 
  
L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
  
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): 
Support, but recommend that it be extended to include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the 
offshore deep reef habitat is protected in a marine reserve.  
Also recommend straightening the boundary to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier 
reserve management. 
  
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): 
Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M as above. 
  
O Long Point (Type 1): 
Support, with a further extension to 12 nm to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging 
habitats. Long Point is one of the most significant yellow eyed penguin sites. 
This area is an internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. 
  
P Long Point Offshore (Type 2): 



Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net prohibition. 
  
Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend that it extends to join with Long Point (Option O).  
This is the only representation of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the 
habitats associated with the mouth of the estuary. 
The proposed Tahakopa marine reserve does not meet good scientific MPA design guidelines as it 
does not protect the whole Tahakopa ecosystem and associated habitats. 
Increase the the protection of marine reserve to the whole estuary and join to Long point P & O. 
  
  
R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. But prefer and recommend making the whole estuary a marine reserve ad link to coastal and 
offshore MPAs. 
Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
Increase the the protection of marine reserve to the whole estuary and join to Long point P & O. 
  
S Haldane (Type 2): 
Support. Important estuary habitat.  
  
T Kelp Forest (Type other):  
Support. Kelp forests provide habitat for numerous fish and invertebrate species.  
This habitat needs to be better represented within marine reserves in the proposal.  
Prohibit commercial harvest of kelp. 
  
 
 
PART C: CREATING A NETWORK OF MPAs/GENERAL COMMENTS 
  

1.     The Forum appears to have excluded most of the highly fished areas at the expense of 
MPAs (esp Type 1). While it is  helpful to reduce overlap and tension between 
incompatible activities - the benefits of MPAs esp fully protected MPAs will less likely be 
realised if important fish biodiversity is left out. Spawning and nursery areas. It is not all about 
fisheries. There are many and significant benefits (economic and non-economic) for fisheries 
and other users gained from setting aside fully protected marine reserves. 

2.     18 sites (20 options) for potential protection looks like a good start – but at proposing only 5% of 
the area as fully protected areas and 15% for type 2 MPAs is not good enough and not a fair 
balance.. The 5% of the marine space proposed for full protection is not sufficient and does not align 
with international scientific advice.  

3.     It is also very disappointing to read statements from the independent chair such as the proposed 
area of marine reserves is more likely to decrease than increase after the current consultation 
process closes on December 20.  

4.     The Forum should seek to propose at least 30% of each marine habitat in a network of highly 
protected MPAs. 

5.     It would be helpful to see what an objective selection of potential biodiversity protecting MPA 
options for the region looks like. The Forum could have used MARXAN to provide this.  

6.     All of New Zealand’s citizens stand to gain from a well designed and sustainable MPA network in 
the region. 

7.     Increase the size of the currently proposed fully protected areas. 

8.     Ensure protection of all the identified habitat types. 



9.     Ensure that the MPA boundaries are simple and that they are large enough to minimise edge 
effects. 

10.  Ensure that fully protected marine reserves are easily accessible. Access needs to be safe for 
everyone including those who chosen recreational activity is snorkelling/diving. 

11.  Include the Nuggets and Shag Point in the network as marine reserves. 

12.  Prohibit all sea floor impact activities such as indiscriminate bulk and non-selective fishing 
methods; marine farms; and oil exploration and mining in all the proposed MPAs  

13.  Prohibit commercial harvest of kelp in site T Kelp forest (Type other). 

14.  Ensure there is a good monitoring programme to review and track changes in all the MPAs.   
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Submission on the proposed marine protected areas along the south-east coast of the SI 

Prof Philip Seddon 
University of Otago 
18 December 2016 
 
My research involvement with coastal Otago dates back to 1984 when I commenced work on the 
yellow-eyed penguin. Over the last 16 years I have conducted research and supervised research 
students working on a variety of issues around the conservation of penguins along the Otago coast, 
including diet and productivity studies. I have a degree in protected area management, am a 
member of the IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas, and have advised government 
departments on protected area management and planning over the last 20 years. 

With the perspective of this background, I welcome any moves to address the shameful lack of 
marine protected areas in the region, and wish to thank the members of the forum for their hard 
work on what must at times seem like a thankless task. I teach Harvest Management at the 
University, and therefore realise fully the challenges in balancing competing demands for access to 
natural resources. However, my bottom line view of what is being proposed for protection in the 
South East Otago marine area, is one of disappointment – what has been proposed is a scatter of 
tiny, fragmented sites, that even lumped together comprise a vanishingly small area. Too often the 
areas set aside for protection for exploitation are the scraps that are of less value to the exploiters, 
rather than meaningfully large areas encompassing a range of marine habitats and a suitable buffer 
zone to reduce edge effects. It is of great concern to me that even the less-than-minimal degree of 
protection being proposed, might be whittled away by those without the vision to see beyond and 
over-exploitative business-as-usual future. 

There is concrete evidence that yellow-eyed penguin populations are indecline at many sites along 
the Otago coast, and that this decline is being driven by change in the marine systems. Declining 
populations under pressure from environmental change become less resilient to non-climate related 
impacts, such as fisheries interactions (e.g., bycatch), habitat degradation and human disturbance. 
We need to manage the impacts that are manageable in order to enable threatened species to 
persist in the face of other changes. Yellow-eyed penguins are iconic and one of the principal 
economic drivers of the regions growing nature-based tourism sector. Their loss from the Otago 
coast would be economically damaging and ethically irresponsible. With by-catch and fishing-related 
damage to foraging habitats known factors we should be managing, the creation of meaningful 
MPAs are an essential management tool. 

But more than just single species concerns, yellow-eyed penguins sit at the top of the food chain, 
they sample the marine environment and integrate condtions, and are thus indicators or marine 
health. Yellow-eyed penguins also act as umbrella species, whereby MPAs that are good for YEPs will 
also be good for many other marine species. 

A specific concern is that the size and location of the proposed MPAs is inadequate to protect 
penguins and other marine species that regularly forage over the shelf. Specifically: 

1. Options ‘E’ and ‘F’ (Saunders Canyon and bryozoan beds): while these areas provide some 
protection for YEPs, and contain reasonable biodiversity, they sit outside the range of the 
foraging ranges of many penguins breeding on the Otago Peninsula, and should be extended 
to the south-west to include the gravel foraging areas. Recent video footage from cameras 
mounted on foraging penguins indicate these areas are vital for successful foraging on 
common diet species such as opalfish. Of the proposed alternatives, option 1 is preferable in 
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that it protects a better range of habitats and deep water diversity. However neither of the 
alternative proposed areas extend far enough south-west. I therefore support alternative 1 
but with the proviso that it is currently inadequate. 

2. Harakeke Point to White Island: I support this area (option 2) but recommend it is extended 
seawards from Harakeke Point to south of Boulder Beach to protect foraging habitat of 
yellow-eyed penguins breeding at Boulder Beach and Sandfly Bay. At 3.1 km wide, it does 
not protect any foraging habitat for this and other species. The Boulder Beach site has in the 
past supported up to 140 YEP nests. The Sandfly Bay population is much smaller but is a 
valuable asset to Dunedin in that it is the focus of wildlife tourism. Tow Rock should be 
protected for its biodiversity and recreational values. 

 
3. Green Island (Type 1): the location of this proposed area is useful but the size of the area is 

much too small in relation to the foraging ranges of most of the species that nest on the 
island. Nevertheless, Dunedin should have a relatively accessible area like this under full 
protection. 
 

4. Foraging areas off the coast from important breeding populations remain unprotected: e.g., 
Moeraki Peninsula, Nugget Point, and Te Rere in the Catlins. 
 

5. Fishing bycatch is very likely to be an important source of mortality of yellow-eyed penguins. 
Known bycatch mortality has occurred on more than one occasion to the north of the 
proposed sites ‘B’ and ‘C’ at Waitaki. Therefore, I support these sites but with the proviso 
that they should be extended further north, and also further east at least another 5km to 
encompass habitats used by yellow-eyed and blue penguins, and Hector’s dolphins. 
 

6. There are several breeding sites along the Catlins coast, but the proposed protection is 
limited to one area offshore from the YEP Trust’s reserve at Long Point. I support these areas 
(Type 1 and offshore Type 2). While this is currently the largest colony in the Catlins, and it is 
good to see the seabirds at that site offered some protection, the relative size of colonies 
along the coats has fluctuated over the last three decades. For example, in the 1980s the 
largest population was at Nugget Point. It is therefore inadvisable to limit protection to only 
one population along the Catlins Coast. It is disappointing to see no proposed areas off 
Nugget Point. 
 

7. At all of the proposed sites protection does not extend far enough offshore; it should extend 
at least to the 12 nautical mile limit to protect a wider range of species and ecosystems. 
Penguins forage up to 20km offshore and seals probably go further. 
 

8. I also support the prohibition of all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining in all the MPAs. 

 



   The Otago Rock Lobster Industry Assoc.Inc. 
       
 

 

Otago Rock lobster Industry Submission on the Proposed Marine Protected 
Areas from the South-East Marine Protection Forum. 

The Otago Rock lobster association strongly support fisheries management initiatives and 
environmental protection to build abundance and protect local biodiversity. Through our sector 
representatives on the Southeast-marine forum we have proposed and support a network of marine 
reserves. However we are disappointed that the forum has not addressed the real biodiversity issues 
on this coast which relate to land based influences. In addition the forum being a multi sector body it 
is extremely disappointing that no proposals to manage fishing effort at a local level have been 
proposed.  

The 20 marine reserve proposals represent a simplistic and ineffectual attempt at Biodiversity 
protection. All start and finish with some form of fishing exclusion, predominantly aimed at 
commercial fishing. We have lost many thousands of hectares of fundamental marine habitat on this 
coast, and the existing kelp forest is under constant threat, yet the forum completely ignores this 
issue. 

Closures displace fishing effort, so you need to establish local management tools to ensure the fish 
stocks in areas outside reserves don’t collapse through the impact of addition fishing pressure.  

The reserves proposed would remove in excess of 20% of Rock lobster catch in CRA7. This would 
require a decrease in the TAC with the crown rebalancing by way of a buyout, compensating both 
ACE fishers and Quota share owners. 

The Otago Rock lobster Association supports the following network of five MPAs for the South-East 
coast. 

i. MPA (A) Tuhawaiki to Pareora – Type 2 MPA with Fisheries Act prohibitions on bottom 
trawling and dredging; 

ii. MPA (B) Waitaki Coastal (excluding the extension) – Type 1 MPA (marine reserve); 

iii. MPA (D) Pleasant River to Stony Creek (excluding estuaries and offshore extension) – Type 
1 MPA (marine reserve); 

iv. MPA (G) Bryozoan bed – Type 2 MPA with Fisheries Act prohibitions on bottom trawling, 
dredging and Danish seining; and 

v. MPA (H) Papanui canyon – Type 1 MPA (marine reserve). 
 

 

 

CRA.7   



In addition 

1. We strongly support a commercial harvest ban on Macrocystis Pyrifera  along the full extent 
of the South-East coast. 

2. The MPA (A) Tuhawaiki to Pareora – Type 2 should extend all the way South to the mouth 
of the Waitaki River. 

The network we propose in conjunction with existing commercial fishing exclusions already in place 
in the form of fisheries regulations , Mataitai and DOC administration provide for the equivalent 
level of habitat protection the 20 proposed reserves would establish. Without the impact on existing 
user groups and the impact of displacement of current fishing effort.  

The existing Mataitai(1) Tuhawaiki; (2) Waihoa; (3) Moeraki; (4) Waikouaiti; (5) Otakou; (6) Puna-wai-toriki; 
(7) Waikawa Harbour, complement the 5 MPAs proposed in providing protection for 20 marine habitats. 

 

Otago Rock lobster industry Association submit in opposition to the remaining proposals. 

• All of the estuarine proposals are advanced in complete absence of any identified risk to the 
areas concerned. The net effect will be to add a notional title of marine reserve to an area 
with no gain. These are areas modified in cases by surrounding land use not fishing activity. 
These are important areas that need action at the regional council level not from the 
Marine Reserves Act or Fishing Regulations. These proposals are at the forefront of the lack 
of effort on the part of the forum. 

• Dunedin’s South Coast properly managed will provide for the communities continued 
enjoyment. The areas proposed don’t have threats to biodiversity other than the level of 
recreational fishing and its impact on abundance. Along with the impact of terrestrial 
activities. 

• Akatore both Inshore and Offshore are an important part of our cultural heritage. A heritage 
that has been undermined by the loss of Kelp forests that ran from the Nuggets to White 
Island. Kelp forests so thick that boats couldn’t motor through them in many areas. The 
fundamental building blocks of this coasts biodiversity. We don’t need marine reserves, we 
need action to protect this area from river born contaminates. 

• Long Point is an example of a community that has taken responsibility for the marine 
environment and worked diligently to protect and enhance the areas biodiversity. They 
have negotiated voluntary closures and undertaken enhancement work over several 
decades. They have supported the work of the Penguin groups and in return the forum 
proposes to take away their right to access the area for a recreational take. Instead we 
should be proposing regulatory structures that enable the community to take responsibility 
for the management of the coast in multisector management. 

 

 



The Missing Pieces   

In section 26 of the MPA policy it makes mention of ‘addressing the effects of land-based activities 
on the marine environment’. 

This is particularly important on the South-East coast of the South island. This is one of the few open 
coast areas where fine sediment run off has devastated the marine biodiversity. Much is made of 
the Marlborough Sounds, the Hauraki Gulf, Tasman and Golden Bay. The Otago coast is forgotten as 
those that can remember disappear. We forget the changes to our river runoff as the marginal lands 
board, forestry subsidies and irrigation schemes changed the appearance of our terrestrial 
environment. We didn’t understand then that coastal interstitial waters would entrap fine sediments 
in a high turbidity cycle that would lead to the loss of thousands of hectares of Kelp forest. Along 
with changes in sediment size structure in our estuarine habitats. 

We now know what impact fine sediments have, so why has the forum completely ignored the 
issue? 

A network of marine reserves makes for a network of displaced fishing effort. We will multiply the 
present concerns about abundance in the key target species on this coast. The Forum has 
representation from most of the concerned sectors that can recommend regulatory change that can 
achieve multi-sector fine scale management. Most parties are looking for an increase in abundance 
across all marine species. This can only be achieved through fine scale management. 

Those that seek closure on its own set the course for serial depletion in the areas outside Marine 
reserves. This is counterproductive in a quest to secure marine Biodiversity. 

We are disappointed in a rushed process purely focused on closures. We are not against protection 
of important habitats but expected a much broader approach to marine management that would 
benefit the whole coast. 

Submitter details  
 For the purposes of this submission the contact persons on behalf of the Otago Rock lobster 
Industry association is the Chairperson Rodney Tribe. The preferred method of contact is 
email The name of the contact persons (but not their email 
addresses) may be released under the OIA.  
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In order to give effect to New Zealand’s national and international obligations, I support all 
of the Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) the forum has proposed, with extensions to improve 
their effectiveness. In addition, I recommend a Marine Mammal Sanctuary be created from 
Timaru to Waipapa Point, out to 12 nautical miles offshore, including harbours. Within this 
area, there should be no use of fishing methods that cause mortality of marine mammals 
and seabirds and other environmental damage (in particular gillnets and trawling). 
Exploration for oil and gas using air guns (seismic surveys) should not be permitted in the 
Marine Mammal Sanctuary. Any oil and gas exploration near the sanctuary should avoid 
noise that would be audible within the sanctuary. This Marine Mammal Sanctuary will 
provide urgently needed protection for Hector’s dolphins and other marine mammals in the 
area, as well as seabirds, sharks and other marine predators. Together, the Marine 
Mammal Sanctuary and the MPAs nested within it, will help ensure that New Zealand 
meets its national and international obligations for marine protection. 
 
The Otago area has a rich marine mammal (and seabird) fauna, including the endemic 
and endangered Hector’s dolphin as well as sperm whales, beaked whales, pilot whales, 
southern right whale dolphins, dusky dolphins, bottlenose dolphins, humpback whales and 
right whales. 
 
The small MPAs currently being considered are too small to provide protection for 
ecosystems. At best, they would protect smaller, less mobile species and leave 
unprotected the rest of the ecosystems to which these species belong. Ecosystem 
protection (including higher level predators like dolphins, whales and seabirds as well as 
fish and shellfish) requires much larger protected areas than those proposed by SEMPF. 
 
There are strong precedents for creating a larger Marine Mammal Sanctuary or area 
without commercial fishing, from both the Fiordland and Kaikoura (Te Korowai) MPA 
processes. In both cases, a lower level of protection was put in place over a relatively 
large area. In the case of Fiordland, commercial fishing inside the fiords is now banned. In 
Kaikoura, a relatively large Marine Mammal Sanctuary was created. In both areas, smaller 
no take areas (Marine Reserves) are nested within a larger area with a relatively lower 
level of protection. 
 
A Marine Mammal Sanctuary off Otago will provide much needed connectivity for marine 
mammal and seabird populations. For example, the Hector’s dolphin population has been 
depleted to below 30% of its original population size and is highly fragmented. Small 
populations of Hector’s dolphins at Porpoise Bay and off the Otago coastline (both around 
40 individuals) are currently isolated. A marine mammal sanctuary will allow Hector’s 
dolphins to recover in areas like Brighton, south of Dunedin, where these endemic 
dolphins used to be very common and are now very rarely seen. 
 
Seabirds with the same conservation problems include yellow-eyed penguins, which are 
currently found in small isolated populations such as Otago and Banks Peninsula. A 
sanctuary with no commercial fishing (or no gillnets) would help this species to recover to 
other habitat they have lost due to fisheries mortality and habitat change. 
 
From an ecological point of view it would make sense to include not only marine 
mammals, but also seabirds, sharks and other relatively wide-ranging fish (in the form of a 
Type 2 MPA). From a legislative point of view it may make sense to call this a Marine 
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Mammal Sanctuary rather than a Type 2 MPA. I will leave it to the South East Marine 
Protected Areas Forum to decide how to define the protected area. Removing gillnets and 
trawling from from Timaru to Waipapa Point, out to 12 nautical miles offshore, including 
harbours will have substantial ecological benefits. It will also enhance recreational fishing 
opportunities and tourism. 

  
The South East Marine Protected Areas Forum has been tasked with recommending a 
comprehensive network of MPAs, including representative examples of the full range of 
marine habitats and ecosystems in the region and provide protection for endemic, 
outstanding, rare, distinctive or internationally or nationally important marine habitats and 
ecosystems. 
 
This is exactly what the proposed sanctuary (or Type 2 MPA) would achieve, for seabirds, 
marine mammals, sharks and many fish species. Essentially all species that would not 
stay in the small MPAs outlined in Part B of this submission, most of which are only a few 
square kilometres in size. It would also have major benefits for recreational and 
commercial fishing. Using selective, sustainable fishing methods that do not kill marine 
mammals or seabirds will benefit fish stocks and therefore fishing opportunities. In the first 
place for recreational and customary fishers, and in the long term also for commercial 
fishing using selective, sustainable fishing methods (including fish traps and hook & line 
methods). 
 
 
PART B: SPECIFIC SITES 
 

A. Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2) 
Support, with the recommendation it is enlarged. 

 The proposal states that the designation is likely to have little impact on 
commercial fishers, as there are legal and voluntary restrictions currently in 
place. It makes sense to strengthen the current voluntary restrictions, so that 
everyone is required to adhere to them. 

 The stated purpose is to protect an egg-laying area known to be used by 
elephant fish. 

 The proposed area is very small (4.4 km2) and covers only a very small part 
of the elephant fish breeding area. I recommend enlarging the MPA by 
extending the boundaries north and south so that it extends 10 km 
alongshore and 12 nautical miles offshore. 

 
B. Waitaki coastal (Type 1) 

Support, with the recommendation that it be expanded significantly to the north. The 
main reason for extending this area to the north is to avoid protecting only part of a 
reef area. The protected area should include the Waitaki River mouth. 

 The area is likely an important region for primary productivity, due to the 
freshwater input from the Waitaki River and habitat type. 

 The area is known habitat for Hector’s dolphins, yellow-eyed penguins and 
little blue penguins. Bycatch of yellow-eyed penguins in setnets is known to 
have occurred in this area. A larger marine reserve would help protect these 
species from fisheries impacts. 
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 The proposal states that the designation is likely to have little effect on 
commercial and recreational fishers. A concession for whitebait fishing is 
inappropriate. The native fish species that collectively make up whitebait are 
severely depleted and urgently need to recover. 

 
C. Waitaki offshore (Type 2) 

Support, with the recommendation that the offshore boundary be extended to 12 
nautical miles from the coast. 

 This area contains important habitat for Hector’s dolphins, blue penguins and 
yellow-eyed penguins. The range and foraging habitat of these species 
extends to (and beyond) 12 nautical miles from shore. 

 
D. Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1) 

Support the larger option. 
 The site contains diverse habitat and therefore designation would protect 

multiple habitat types. 
 It is an important area for scientific research, and protection would facilitate 

comparisons with similar but unprotected areas. 
 The larger option is supported as it is more likely to provide protection for 

species in the upper levels of the ecosystem, including yellow-eyed penguins 
and other seabirds, marine mammals, fish (including sharks) and mobile 
invertebrates such as rock lobster. 

 
E. Bryozoan Bed and Saunders Canyon 

Support full protection (Type 1) for the entire canyon habitat (option E), closing the 
area to all forms of fishing. 

 The principal advantage of Option E is that it protects the heads of Saunders 
and Papanui Canyons, and hence provides some “canyon” replication. 

 The bryozoan beds are an important feature themselves, as well as being a 
biogenic habitat important as a nursery area for fish and other species. 

 The area also provides foraging opportunities for yellow-eyed penguins, New 
Zealand sea lions and other marine mammals. 

 The importance of this habitat, and the rarity of canyons within NZ’s territorial 

waters warrants the large protected area offered by site E. 
 Recent research has shown that the Otago Canyons are important habitat for 

sperm whales, beaked whales and pilot whales. Other species seen in these 
surveys off the Otago coast included southern right whale dolphins, dusky 
dolphins, bottlenose dolphins, humpback whales and right whales. 

 
I. Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1) 

Support option 2, but should be extended to 12 nautical miles offshore. 
 This would provide protection for NZ sea lions, yellow eyed penguins and 

other seabirds and marine mammals. It would also provide protection for a 
wider range of habitats, including deep gravels. 

 
J. White Island to Waldronville (Type 2) 
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 Support. 
 
K. Green Island (Type 1) 

Support, with the recommendation that the reserve be enlarged, by extending it to 
the coastline and offshore to 12 nautical miles. 

 
L. Akatore Estuary (Type 2) 

Support. 
 

M. Akatore Coastal (Type 1) 
 Support, with the recommendation that it be extended offshore to 12 nautical miles 

offshore, and that complex polygon shapes be avoided. The prefered option would 
be two landmarks on shore and an offshore 12 nautical mile boundary. 

 
N.  Akatore Offshore (Type 2) 
 Subsumed within recommendation M above. 
 
O. Long Point (Type 1) 

 Support, with a recommendation the site is extended south west along the coast to 
include the Tahakopa Estuary. 
 The area has a range of habitat types and supports a diverse community, 

including NZ fur seals and sea lions.  
 This is the only significant marine reserve proposed for the Catlins region. This 

area, therefore, represents an important component of a marine reserve 
network for the region. These factors also make it valuable for scientific 
research. 

 
P. Long Point (Type 2) 
 Support. 

 The biggest impacts on fishing are likely to be on the set net fisheries for rig and 
school shark. These are low value fisheries with high rates of bycatch, including 
protected species. 

 
Q. Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1) 
 Support, with the recommendation that the reserve be enlarged to cover the whole 

estuary. 
 
R. Tautuku Estuary (Type 2) 
 Support, with the recommendation that the protected area be extended to the 

estuary mouth. 
 
S. Haldane (Type 2) 
 Support 
 
T. Kelp forest 
 Support. 

 Kelp forests are important primary producers and provide habitat for a diverse 
range of species. 
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 There should be no commercial kelp harvesting in this area. 
 
 
Concluding remarks: 
I would like to thank the forum for the considerable time and effort that has gone into this 
process. This must have been a very frustrating process at times, resulting in a total area 
proposed for high level protection (type 1) of only 5.2%. This falls well short of national and 
international targets. 
 
Perhaps this outcome was inevitable given the heavy bias towards representatives of the 
fishing industry and other extractive users on the panel. With only one scientist and one 
environmental representative, it would have been very difficult to achieve a network of 
science-based MPAs with effective conservation outcomes. 
 
The extensions I have proposed would increase the total area of Marine Reserves to 
about 13%. This is not an ambitious target, given the current international target of 30% in 
high level protection such as s type 1 Marine Reserves or no-take areas. 
 
The forum received advice about design principles, experiences from MPAs in other parts 
of the country and other parts of the world. However, these principles are not evident in 
the proposed MPAs.  
 
In future, I recommend that the first step of the MPA process (e.g. in the next region 
chosen) be to develop two or three network proposals that satisfy ecological principles 
such as those outlined below. Community discussions can then be used to choose a 
specific set of MPAs that best suit the local community, without violating basic ecological 
and conservation principles. 
 
Internationally agreed principles of reserve design include:  

 In order to be effective, no-take areas need to be much larger than those proposed 
for Otago (shortest dimension >20km) 

 Protected areas should be replicated to protect against local impacts 
 Avoid fragmentation (e.g. protect whole reefs) 
 Represent all habitats 
 Protect >20% of non-reef bioregions 
 Maintain geographic diversity (i.e. represent cross-shelf and latitudinal diversity) 
 Apply all available information on processes to design viable networks 
 Protect uniqueness 
 Minimise edge effects by avoiding complex shapes 
 Maximise natural integrity (consider adjacent land uses) 

 
Together these principles act to protect habitats and the biological linkages within and 
among them, and promote recovery and resilience (e.g. Edgar et al. 2014; Fernandes et 
al. 2009; Gaines et al. 2010; Halpern 2003; Willis 2013). There is evidence of some 
replication and representativeness in the current proposals, but most of the other national 
and international principles of MPA design appear to have been ignored. 
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The proposed package of protected areas is piecemeal, recommending a set of minimal 
areas that the fishers on the forum could live with. It is essentially focused on the bottom 
half of the ecosystems in the area (smaller, less mobile species), providing little if any 
protection for larger fish and other predators, including marine mammals and seabirds. 
The social compromise approach used did not take sufficient account of ecological criteria 
and has therefore failed to result in an effective network of MPAs. 
 
The way the consultation process has been run, requires detailed scientific information to 
justify protecting an area. The default position appears to be no protection, allowing fishing 
and other extractive use of the area unless a strong argument for protection can be put 
forward. The burden of proof is on people who wish to protect a small part of the area, 
rather than those who currently exploit almost 100% of the marine ecosystem. This is of 
course the opposite of a precautionary approach. 
 
The system for considering MPAs needs to be reviewed in order to produce a more 
effective process that is truly precautionary. 
 
For wide-ranging species, such as marine mammals, seabirds, sharks and other top 
predators, MPAs need to be much larger to be effective. Relatively large coastal MPAs 
can be beneficial for seabirds and cetaceans, either through enhancing prey availability 
(e.g. Pichegru et al. 2010), or reducing fisheries related mortality (e.g. Gormley et al. 
2012). Conservation benefits are much greater for marine reserves larger than 100 km2 

(Edgar et al. 2014). I therefore propose that the MPAs proposed for south-east Otago be 
enlarged to adequately provide these benefits and in addition a lower level of protection be 
implemented throughout the SEMPA area in the form of a Marine Mammal Sanctuary or 
large Type 2 MPA. 
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From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 12:39:22 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  I was totally stunned to hear there are no marine reserves down the whole 
east coast from Southern Canterbury to Southland.  Let's start now to 
preserve our marine life before it's too late.

  Yours,
Jan-Maree Benny



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 12:07:27 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  This is very important for the future protection of our oceans. We need to 
think long term and not of short term gain.

  Yours,
Joanna Stacey
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I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  Here is a proposal to save our Marine Life. Too many marine species are 
threatened because of human stupidity

  Yours,
Pamela Moresby



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:48:45 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  I think NZ would be crazy if they don't. Let's make this world a better 
place again...

  Yours,
Michael Sanderson



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:48:34 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  Our oceans are in crisis and our marine ecosystems are being devastated by 
non-protection. Please follow the science, and give our ocean 30% protection.

  Yours,
Francie Beggs



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:43:16 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  New Zealand needs to get at protecting marine mammals.  The government's 
failure to properly protect Hectors and Mauis dolphins is appalling.

  Yours,
Richard Butler



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:32:46 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  New Zealand's coast lines are so important to not just the sea live that 
thrive in them and not just to the people of New Zealand but are a jewel that 
should be treasured and preserved for the entire planet.

  Yours,
Bernadette Staal



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:28:08 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 





From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 11:18:50 a.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  I feel the countries who invest now in their conservation of their 
environment will be reap the rewards in generations to come.

  Yours,
Rebecca



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Friday, 16 December 2016 8:22:35 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  NOT ENOUGH MARINE PROTECTION. PROTECT OR REGRET THE LOSS. ALL THINGS IN 
MODERATION. WE NEED BALANCE BETWEEN TAKE AND LEAVE.

  Yours,
Sarianna



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Friday, 16 December 2016 2:43:37 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  I fully support Forest & Bird's well-researched submission.  Let's not leave 
it too late to protect what remains of the parts of our marine ecosystem that 
are relatively unperturbed by human activity.

  Yours,
Paul Broady



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Friday, 16 December 2016 12:16:12 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  The only hope future generations have of having fish in their Diets is for 
greater creation of Marine Reserves where protection allows safe breading of 
future stock.

  Yours,
Anne Coplestone



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 12:58:25 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  I support all of the above, in regards to the preservation of all marine 
reserves and marine protected areas with expansions and additions where 
possible.
Nga Mihi
Anaria Tangohau.

  Yours,
Andrea Tangohau



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 1:19:58 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  This may seem like a lot to ask however we do not have more than one Earth 
so we must do all in our power to care for one another.

Thank you X x

  Yours,
Monica van Oorschot



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 1:50:09 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  The future of our Grandchildren and Great grandchildren's ability to enjoy 
our wonderful nature and God's creation depends on us protecting our 
inviroment.

  Yours,
Sylvia and Ken Walker



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 2:14:22 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  Good luck guys, I'm rangi about the iwi, kahurua

  Yours,
Douglas saunders



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 2:24:30 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  Creation of even one of these reserves would be a mighty bonus for New 
Zealanders - particularly of the future. Creation of 10 reserves would really 
help the Hoi Ho which is under savage attack on all sides.

Thanks for your attention

Shaun Norman

  Yours,
shaun norman



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 2:31:28 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  hasten the objectives of forest and bird by protecting our underwsater sea 
reserves for fishlife forever
brad

  Yours,
brad mcrae



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 3:42:10 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  As a nearby resident of Goat Island and a close friend of the late Bill 
Ballantine I strongly support this submission.

  Yours,
Averil Lovegrove



From: webadmin@forestandbird.org.nz
To: sempf
Subject: Submission on South-East Marine Protected Areas
Date: Saturday, 17 December 2016 4:18:30 p.m.

I support the implementation of the full extent of marine reserves and marine 
protected areas (MPAs) proposed by the South-East Marine Protection Forum, 
with expansions and additions to provide adequate protection. These additions 
are necessary in order to meet the Government's MPA Policy, and our 
international obligations. The proposed sites do not go far enough to provide 
adequate protection for this important region. The extent of protection 
required to ensure the ongoing conservation and protection of marine 
biodiversity is internationally recommended to be at least 30% of the sea in 
no-take Type 1 reserves. The Forum's current proposal offers a mere 5.3% 
protection in Type 1 MPAs. This is not enough. There are obvious 
opportunities to extend that protection to 18%, outlined below, and I call on 
the Forum to work towards a goal of at least 30%. With less than half a 
percent of New Zealand's marine environment fully protected and with no 
reserves currently in the South Canterbury, Otago and Southland regions, a 
comprehensive network of marine reserves and MPAs is essential to allow fish 
and other marine species a chance to thrive. Such a network will provide 
species in the region with some resilience from human impacts and this will 
in turn benefit the region as a whole. The proposed reserves must also be 
modified to reflect best practise in the MPA Design Guidelines. The South 
East bioregion is home to some of the New Zealand's most iconic marine 
animals, including yellow-eyed penguins, Hector's dolphins, New Zealand sea 
lions, and various species of albatross. Many of these species are critically 
endangered. Yet currently the proposal does not do enough to protect their 
foraging habitats. Marine reserves are most effective where they include the 
full range of habitats. I recommend the addition of protection for habitats 
that are not adequately represented in the proposed network. The network must 
include enough no-take reserves that are big enough to provide a meaningful 
haven and maintain full ecosystem functions. To achieve this I recommend the 
following: A Tuhawaiki to Pareora (Type 2): Support. This area is a hot spot 
for Hector's dolphins. B Waitaki Coastal (Type 1): Support the extension with 
a further extension out to 12 nautical miles (nm) to provide better 
representation of foraging habitats used by blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin 
and Hector's dolphin. This area is an internationally recognised ‘Important 
Bird Area' (IBA). C Waitaki Offshore (Type 2): Support with a further 
extension out to 12nm to provide better representation of habitats used by 
blue penguin, yellow-eyed penguin and Hector's dolphin. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA. D Pleasant River to Stony Creek (Type 1): 
Support, and recommend further extending to include more deep subtidal reef 
habitat which is underrepresented in the proposal, and increased protection 
for fish communities associated with kelp forests. This area is an 
internationally recognised IBA for yellow-eyed penguins and Otago shags. E 
Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 1: Support. This option provides the best 
representation of the range of bryozoan species and associated faunal 
communities. F Saunders Canyon (Type 1) – Option 1: Support but recommend 
that it be reconfigured to extend to the coast to include Hooper&#39;s Inlet 
and link to Harakeke Point (Site I). Saunders Canyon is larger, deeper and 
more complex than the Papanui Canyon, and so provides better more 
comprehensive representation for this habitat type. This is also the only 
proposal to contain representation of a deep water highly productive plateau, 
with its special bryozoan species. The extension to shore would take in an 
example of an Otago Peninsula inlet, which have not been represented in the 
proposed network. Hooper's Inlet is a nationally and locally significant 
saltmarsh and nursery area for flat fish. The connection to Harakeke point 
would allow for the inclusion of the Chasm, a high current headland and 



biologically productive area. Such areas are poorly represented in the 
proposal. G Bryozoan Bed (Type 2) – Option 2: Don't support. This option 
does not represent the full range of habitats associated with the Bryozoan 
communities. H Papanui Canyon (Type 1) – Option 2: Don't support. This 
option does not represent the full range of deep water biodiversity. I 
Harakeke Point to White Island (Type 1): Support, and recommend inclusion of 
Tow Rock. This marine reserve will likely be most effective if the highly 
productive area of Tow Rock is included. This will be a significant marine 
reserve for education, research and public enjoyment, being close to a major 
city, and world class if connected to site F. J White Island to Waldronville 
(Type 2): Support. While this Type 2 protection does not in itself achieve 
much in the way of biodiversity protection it may provide a buffer, through 
fisheries restrictions on the adjacent proposed reserves of Green Island (K) 
and Harakeke point (I) K Green Island (Type 1): Support. This has a high 
diversity of life in a small area and will be valuable for research, public 
enjoyment and education. L Akatore Estuary (Type 2): Support. Estuaries are 
significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat for shore and sea birds. 
M Akatore Coastal (Type 1): Support, but recommend that it be extended to 
include site N Akatore Offshore to ensure that the offshore deep reef habitat 
is protected in a marine reserve. Also recommend straightening the boundary 
to make it a rectangle, as simple shapes make for easier reserve management. 
N Akatore Offshore (Type 2): Support but as a marine reserve linked to Site M 
as above. O Long Point (Type 1): Support, with a further extension to 12 nm 
to better represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats. This area is an 
internationally recognised inshore and offshore IBA. P Long Point Offshore 
(Type 2): Support, and recommend that it be aligned with the current set net 
prohibition. Q Tahakopa Estuary (Type 1): Support, and recommend that it 
extends to join with Long Point (Option O). This is the only representation 
of an estuary in the southern area and needs to represent all the habitats 
associated with the mouth of the estuary. R Tautuku Estuary (Type 2): 
Support. Estuaries are significant nursery areas for flat fish, and habitat 
for shore and sea birds. S Haldane (Type 2): Support. Important estuary 
habitat. T Kelp Forest (Type other): Support. Kelp forests provide habitat 
for numerous fish and invertebrate species. This habitat needs to be better 
represented within marine reserves in the proposal. Additional Protection 
Needed I seek that all indiscriminate bulk fishing methods, marine farms and 
mining be prohibited in all the MPAs Additional Reserve Needed I also 
recommend the creation of a marine reserve between The Brothers Point and The 
Sisters, in the Catlins area. This reserve should be from the coast offshore 
to 12 nm to give representation of deep subtidal gravel habitats within the 
area of highest current speed inside the Forum's boundaries. This habitat 
type is not represented in the proposed MPA network. A reserve here would 
also represent yellow-eyed penguin foraging habitats associated with Forest & 
Bird's Te Rere yellow-eyed penguin reserve. Thank you for the opportunity to 
make a submission.

  When a tourist swims with seals and gets bitten then that proves an affinity 
with sealife and maybe a note in the literature to warn them.

  Yours,
dianne haist
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