
Submissions were received in many forms from a wide variety of individuals and 
organisations. Many submitters completed ‘template’ submissions (referred to as 
proforma submissions) which had been drafted by an organisation.  

Many of these submissions contained identical information – where this is the case, 
we have provided a single example of each type of proforma. Proforma submissions 
that contained additional comments or information have been included as unique 
submissions in the complete set of collated submission files.  

This is the proforma submission that Tautuku Fishing Club prepared for submitters to 
use.  

 























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Opus ID: #354, 

Identifier:  584f41eed8bcf942dee73e73, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 00:33:50 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“I”,”J”,”K”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”S”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: oppose, 

M - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

P - Selection: oppose, 

P - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 



The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

Q - Selection: oppose, 

Q - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

R - Selection: oppose, 

R - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

S - Selection: oppose, 

S - Comments: I Oppose the creation of a Type 1 marine reserve here. 

The current status quo of commercial and recreational fishing in this area has no 

proven adverse effect on the surrounding ecosystem. 

I want to be able to fish in this area. 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #355, 

Identifier:  584f5e91d8bcf942dee73f03, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 02:36:01 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Professor Abigail Smith, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: This area seems too small to be useful, but in conjunction with the 

adjacent mataitai, they will both become more effective.  Nevertheless the Forum 

should look at making the protection on this site, to ensure enough space is 

protected.   

It's essential to have some protection in the north Otago area, and this area is a 

good choice because of its significance as a nursery ground.  I support reduction 

of fishing methods in this Type 2 area, including nets, longlining, midwater, and 

lines with more than 5 hooks. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  This area (B&C) is essential to a network of marine protection.  It 

showcases the unusual cobble/gravel ecosystem and provides important kelp and 

rhodolith habitat, which support a diverse flora and fauna, including iconic 

vertebrates like penguins and dolphins.  This place has the whole package and 

should be a “flagship” marine protected area.  I support both extensions.  Together 

they cover about 350 km2, a good big chunk of the coastline that will really have 

an effect on biodiversity and productivity in the area. 

", 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: This area (B&C) is essential to a network of marine protection.  It 

showcases the unusual cobble/gravel ecosystem and provides important kelp and 

rhodolith habitat, which support a diverse flora and fauna, including iconic 

vertebrates like penguins and dolphins.  This place has the whole package and 

should be a “flagship” marine protected area.  I support both extensions.  Together 

they cover about 350 km2, a good big chunk of the coastline that will really have 

an effect on biodiversity and productivity in the area. 

", 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: On land we understand that if we protect the forest, we protect a 

huge range of associated creatures from bugs to birds.  It works that way at sea 

too, and the kelp forests of the eastern South Island are the “great forests” of 

this part of New Zealand. If Shag Point is to be sacrificed to fishing, then let’s 

make the Pleasant River Estuary and marine area offshore the stunning marine 

protected area it can be.  The boundaries should be extended southward to Cornish 

Head to connect with the East Otago Taiapure.  It is important that this option 

continue to include the Pleasant River Estuary, a significant wetland. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: The bryozoan beds on the Otago shelf are unusual, special, high in 

biodiversity, of limited extent, and easily damaged by bottom fishing.  I support 

Options E and F, because they will protect more of the bryozoan beds, and because 

some of the plateau between canyons will be covered.  In my view Options G&H 

provide too little protection.  There are many canyons on the Otago shelf and this 

proposal only protects the heads of two of them, and a small chunk of platform.  

There’s a case to be made to extend the platform protection.  In the type 2 option 

F, I support strong fishing restrictions including set nets, because no other area 

like this is included in the network. 

This protected area needs to be as large as is proposed, if it is to have any 

useful impact on larger animals like penguins and large fish. The loss of fishing 

habitat is more than made up for by the biodiversity and habitat variability 

protected by this outstanding site. 



F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: The bryozoan beds on the Otago shelf are unusual, special, high in 

biodiversity, of limited extent, and easily damaged by bottom fishing.  I support 

Options E and F, because they will protect more of the bryozoan beds, and because 

some of the plateau between canyons will be covered.  In my view Options G&H 

provide too little protection.  There are many canyons on the Otago shelf and this 

proposal only protects the heads of two of them, and a small chunk of platform.  

There’s a case to be made to extend the platform protection.  In the type 2 option 

F, I support strong fishing restrictions including set nets, because no other area 

like this is included in the network. 

This protected area needs to be as large as is proposed, if it is to have any 

useful impact on larger animals like penguins and large fish. The loss of fishing 

habitat is more than made up for by the biodiversity and habitat variability 

protected by this outstanding site. 

G - Selection: changes, 

G - Comments: This option is the bare minimum and I would prefer Options E & F. 

H - Selection: changes, 

H - Comments: This option is the bare minimum and I support options E&F, 

I - Selection: changes," 

I - Comments: I support Option I with the extension to Tow Rock, but not if it 

torpedos the whole deal.  The combination of sites I, J, and K, with a bit of 

extension, could make a marine reserve that becomes the “star in the crown” for 

marine ecotourism based in Dunedin.  A Green Island that has recovered its birds 

(which it can’t if there aren’t enough fish around for them to eat) and seals would 

be a great centre of biodiversity and a tourist drawcard. 

If there isn’t the will to include Tow Rock, it shouldn’t be allowed to destroy the 

whole idea.  The most important thing is that Green Island and adjacent waters are 

allowed to recover. 

J - Selection: changes, 

J - Comments: This part should become type 1 and link I to K. 

K - Selection: changes, 

K - Comments: This part should extend to the land and include Kaikorai Estuary. 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: Full support for all the proposed estuaries. 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: Excellent but would be better if linked to N, 

N - Selection: changes," 

N - Comments: This is another big offshore area and thus important and needs to 

remain this big.  In fact, I think it needs to be extended inshore to meet M. 

O - Selection: changes," 

O - Comments: This is a nice big area that will make a big different to the kelp 

forests, fish, birds etc who live there.  Here is an opportunity to showcase “Ki 

Uta Ki Tai” in a mountains-to-the-sea approach.   

It was a good idea to include in the document the Forum’s thinking about the 

Nuggets.  Many would argue that the Nuggets is the ideal place for protection.  

Perhaps, with protection and care, Long Point can become the kind of biodiversity 

hot spot that the Nuggets has been. I suggest this reserve could usefully be 

extended to the south till in incorporates the seawater part of Tahakopa Estuary 

(Site Q). 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: This is a nice big area that will make a big different to the kelp 

forests, fish, birds etc who live there.  Here is an opportunity to showcase “Ki 

Uta Ki Tai” in a mountains-to-the-sea approach.   

It was a good idea to include in the document the Forum’s thinking about the 

Nuggets.  Many would argue that the Nuggets is the ideal place for protection.  

Perhaps, with protection and care, Long Point can become the kind of biodiversity 

hot spot that the Nuggets has been. I suggest this reserve could usefully be 

extended to the south till in incorporates the seawater part of Tahakopa Estuary 

(Site Q). 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: Estuaries are important sources of nutrients to the sea, and 

excellent places for kai moana.  The proposal contains suggestions for protection 

of parts of several southern estuaries, all of which I support.  ", 

R - Selection: support, 



R - Comments: Estuaries are important sources of nutrients to the sea, and 

excellent places for kai moana.  The proposal contains suggestions for protection 

of parts of several southern estuaries, all of which I support.  Tautuku is the 

most “natural” and without impact, and thus is the most likely candidate for 

upgrading to Type 1, and extending the boundary to the open sea.  ", 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: Estuaries are important sources of nutrients to the sea, and 

excellent places for kai moana.  The proposal contains suggestions for protection 

of parts of several southern estuaries, all of which I support. 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: On land we understand that if we protect the forest, we protect a 

huge range of associated creatures from bugs to birds.  It works that way at sea 

too, and the kelp forests of the eastern South Island are the “great forests” of 

this part of New Zealand.  There is no excuse for harvesting attached plants -- 

there is adequate drift material, and there are perfectly adequate alternative 

sources for fertilisers and food.  We need legislation that makes the destructive 

harvest of living plants illegal throughout the country, not just in the southeast.  

", 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: A marine protection network needs to have at least a few big 

reserves that reach out from the coastline to the sea, protecting enough space so 

that large marine animals can find food and safely thrive.  In this proposal, Sites 

BC, EF, LMN and OP provide this, and are the backbone of the network.  They are, 

however, a bit far apart for connectivity, so it makes sense to have smaller 

protected areas between them, such as sites A, D and IJK.  The Catlins Estuaries O, 

Q, R, S also provide connectivity with the land, much of which is also protected in 

the Catlins Forest Park.  The network as it is proposed makes an effective and 

variable protected seascape. 

 

I think that protection of biodiversity and ecosystems in the future will develop 

away from land vs freshwater vs sea to an integrated approach protecting a swath 

from the mountains down the catchment to the sea -- “Ki Uta Ki Tai”.  Here in the 

Catlins we have a chance to be groundbreakers, don’t blow it.  Keep onto those 

estuaries and if possible extend the protection outwards. 

 

"," 

General Comments: As a marine scientist, I strongly urge the Forum to include the 

requirement or at least recommendation for monitoring and evaluation of 

effectiveness of our protected network after it is approved and gazetted.   

", 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

[“584f5451d8bcf942dee73ec9”,”584f5d21d8bcf942dee73ef6”,”584f5dafd8bcf942dee73efc”,”

584f5df8d8bcf942dee73f00”], 

Upload



Opus ID: #356, 

Identifier:  584f6172d8bcf942dee73f21, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 02:48:18 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

  

      

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”D”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: changes," 

B - Comments:  I mainly support the proposal for this area, but am not in favour of 

the area directly in front of the Waitaki river Mouth ", 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: This is a very popular area for Recreational Anglers, most of Whom 

only use Small Boats (mainly due to the very steep, narrow, and dangerous Boat ramp 

at Shag Point) For that reason I would suggest there be at least a one Kilometer 

buffer between the Coast and your proposed area. I say this because I for one 

really don't want to see a situation where People are forced to go further out to 

sea in unsuitable Boats", 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: In most part I support the idea of Marine Reserves and am in 

favour of protecting Fish, Vegetation and Historical Artifacts for future 



generations, Although I believe there needs to be some consideration for the safety 

of People today.. Some of the areas you have proposed will force People with Small 

Boats further out to Sea. Sorry I don't have access to the Statistics but I would 

suggest the number of Small Boats (less than 5mtrs) would excede the the number of 

Large Boats by a considerable amount, therefore in my mind putting a high number of 

People at risk.. I have indicated the Areas I am familiar with on your Seasketch 

Map, Due to not knowing other Areas as well I have decided not to indicate them on 

your Map, but I am sure there will be other areas that will be simular and due to 

Boat ramps and other access to the water they will be affected in the same way. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: [“584f5c35d8bcf942dee73eec”,”584f5f63d8bcf942dee73f09”], 

Upload



Opus ID: #357, 

Identifier:  584f76bcd8bcf942dee73f4e, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 04:19:08 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Lloyd McGinty, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Manawhenua”,”Recreational User”,”Recreational Fisher”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“sensitive”, 

Areas submitting on: [“I”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: changes," 

I - Comments: I would support changing this to a Type 2 zone. Being a land based 

rec fisher, I use this area regularly for paua gathering and spear fishing and it 

is very well populated with paua, greenbone and moki.  

This is the closest land based area for paua gathering and losing this area would 

put alot more pressure on other areas such as blackhead. The area around Smaills 

Beach and Otane (rock at Smaills) is proposed as a Type 1 reserve. This area is 

very dangerous and there are rips and strong currents at both ends of Smaills 

Beach. I would not recommend these areas to snorkelling recreationally if this is 

one of the objectives of teh Types 1 reserve.  

 

The idea of a type 1 reserve is to protect certain biodiversity ecosystems. But it 

would also be worth setting these areas where there are not alot of paua and fish. 

the area at Smaills is very healthy and abundant. This area has been removed from 

commercial fisheries for more than 30 years. Furthermore, the weather and surf is a 

natural protection for the area and there are only a dozen days per year when it is 

possible.  

Loking into the futurte, the population of Dunedin (urban) is projected to increase 

by 4.4% (Source DCC website) out to 2030. There is not a population pressure on the 

resource. Furthermore, the urban population of Dunedin was the same in 1979 and 

2013. Population is not putting pressure on this land based paua resource and it 

will continue to operate as a seed dispersion for the peninsula and down to 

Tomahawk and  St Clair.  

 

I would also like to include Toe Rock within the extension as a type 2 reserve. 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 



O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #358, 

Identifier:  584f9aacd8bcf942dee73f8a, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 06:52:28 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Benny Gerald Roos, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Manawhenua”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“I”,”J”,”K”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: As a 60 year old fisher of these waters I oppose the inclusion of 

this area as a reserve because of my rights under the treaty and because in the 40 

years I have fished these waters I have seen no change in the size and the number 

of fish in this area. The need for a reserve would be better if was placed from 

Harakeke Point north to the Pudding Stone area of the Cape Sanders , 

J - Selection: oppose, 

J - Comments: as above, better placed south of Brighton Beach", 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: A prime spearfishing area with a long history with local iwi and the 

Otago Underwater Club. There are very few areas that I can offer as a option 

instead. 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #359, 

Identifier:  584f9fcad8bcf942dee73f8d, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 07:14:18 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Carmen Battez, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: This is a nursery ground area which should be protected. Fishing 

methods should be reduced in the context of an Type-2 area (nets, longlining, 

midwater, lines with more than 5 hooks....). The proposed area seems to be too 

small to be useful. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  This area support the unusual gravel ecosystem, which welcomes a 

diverse flora and fauna, including penguins and dolphins (iconic animals for NZ). 

It should be extended to reach the C area. 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: Should be gathered with the B area. 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: The Pleasant River Estuary is a very significant wetland, and really 

need protection. As this area can't be extended to Shag Point in order to preserve 

fishing, it is crutial to preserve it as much as possible. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: New Zealand Bryozoans show a high biodiversity. They are easily 

damaged by deep fishing. This area can protect the plateau between canyons of the 

area F. 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: This area is the place of many bryozoans growth. Strong fishing 

restrictions should be supported. 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: With the area H, this area can be protected as an extension of the 

areas E and F. The protected area should be as large as possible to have any useful 

impact. 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: There is an important marine ecotourism based in Dunedin, so the 

combination of areas I, J and K can support these activities. The recovery of fishs 

in these areas could feed iconic seabirds (albatros...) and encourage them to 

settle on these shores. Same thing for seals, which are a great symbol for 

biodiversity and tourism. 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: Areas L, M and N cover deep reef habitats, and they should be 

gathered for more efficiency", 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: This is a beautiful wide area, that can be very useful for kelp 

forests, fish, birds who live there to recover. The Nuggets Point is actually quite 

popular for tourism because of the landscapes, but the addition of biodiversity 

could bring even more value to this region. 



P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: Support strongly, 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: Estuaries are huge sources of nutrients to the sea, so the 

propotisions to protect several southern estuaries have to be supported. 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: Tautuku Estuary is the one which is still safe of human impacts, so a 

bigger attention should be pay on it : protection should be upgrade to Type-1, and 

the area extended to the open sea. 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: On land, we understand that if we protect the forest, we protect a 

huge range of associated creatures from insects to mammals. It works that way at 

sea too, and the kelp forests of the eastern South Island are the “great forests” 

of this part of New Zealand.  There is no excuse for harvesting attached plants : 

there is adequate drift material, and there are perfectly acceptable alternative 

sources for fertilisers and food. We need legislation that makes the destructive 

harvest of living plants illegal throughout the country, not just in the Southeast. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: A marine protection network needs to have at least a few big 

reserves that reach out from the coastline to the sea, protecting enough space so 

that large marine animals can find food and safely thrive." 

General Comments: Protection of biodiversity and ecosystems concerns land AND 

freshwater AND sea. It should be developped to an integrated approach, including 

all the habitats, breaking the physical frontiers. 

Once the protected network will be established, it would be important to monitor 

and evaluate its effectiveness", 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #360, 

Identifier:  584fa5c2d8bcf942dee73f94, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 07:39:46 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

", 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“F”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: I have been a recreational fisherman for the Past 20 years. During 

this time about 90 percent of my offshore fishing has been in the Saunders Canyon 

area (F). Over this time i have put alot of time, money for fuel and resources into 

finding prefered spots (marks) to catch the fish i target. This area being (F) is 

one of the only places i have been able to catch Bluenose recreationaly. It is also 

a great spot to recreationaly catch Blue Cod, Trumpeter, Ling and Tarakihi. I have 

not found another area that holds all these species in such close proximity to each 

other. 

Being a recreational fisherman i dont see how i am endangering any wildlife or 

bottom structures that this proposed reserve holds. 

The area is well protected by catch limits and the weather really regulates and 

dictates how often you can go there and catch fish. You can sometimes go a month or 

two without being able to get out and catch some fish. In my 20 years of fishing 

this area i can honestly say i have seen no reduction of fish numbers in the area. 

Stocks are in great numbers. 

Closing this area to fishing would really restict my ability to go and catch fish 

to feed my family. I hope to pass on some of my knowledge of the area to my 

children so they to could one day provide fish for there family. 

 

I oppose (F) being a reserve. 

I would support (H) as an alternative. 

 

", 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 



N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #361, 

Identifier:  584faa11d8bcf942dee73f97, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 07:58:09 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Dane Meek, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“K”,”M”,”N”,”O”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: This area could have a commercial or even a ban on recreational line 

fishing and scuba diving, but i believe this area should be left available for 

spearfishing and freediving, due to its close proximity and safe waters it is a 

great learning area for spearos and freedivers. Spearfisherman are very selective 

in fish takes so do not propose any risk to fish stock damage.  

SUggesting this area as a posible tourism area is a bit far stretched, i cant see 

how someoone sould operate tours to the island when boats would need to be beach 

launched or face a long trip form Taieri Mouth, both which would deter and tourism 

options. 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: oppose, 

M - Comments: The length of coast line on this proposal is too long, The location 

of this coast line limits fish takes so really is self protected. i could see a 

benefit in banning commercial take from the area. if a reserve is required in this 

area i would suggest it is halved in size ", 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: I Agree with a commercial only ban on this area, from diving in this 

area i can see this area would greatly appreciate a ban on crayfish potting. this 

is a fantastic area to dive scenically. however there is an abundance of red cod 

within this area, would i would suggest could still be commercially caught. 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: This area does not requrie protection from a marine reserve, it is 

self protected by its remoteness and subjectivity to bad weather, more often than 

not this coast line is inaccessable due to weather. also the population around this 

area poses no threat to the marine life. I have seen damage done to paua stocks 

from commercial divers going through the area, so maybe a commercial ban should be 

considered.  



The yellow eyed penguin colonies are located north of this area and predominantly 

hunt norht of this area and out deeper waters. i dont believe a complete ban will 

assist the penguin population. 

From my local knowledge of the are a reserve would be better suited to be located 

around the Nuggets down to False Island. simply stating a reserve at the nuggets is 

in the too hard basket does not warrent creating one at long point instead, when 

quite clearly the nuggets is a better suited location. 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I do fully support the creation of marine reserves but i think 

they need to be in loactions that can benefit the general public, areas they can 

access by car and a short walk to have a swim around in good fish stocks and 

interesting kelps and rock formations. 

 

I think one of the best suited areas for reserves have not been covered by this 

forum, The aramoana spit should be turned onto a reserve, it already is a voluntary 

one so why not make it actual. this spot is easily accessible and has great fish 

life and interesting terrain to swim around within, including shipwrecks. another 

location to consider is wellers rock, another good accesable area for the general 

public. 

A marine reserve needs to be able to be enjoyed by all, not just blocking off some 

areas because we need to create some reserves. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #362, 

Identifier:  584faa8ad8bcf942dee73f98, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 08:00:10 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Neville Quested, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“D”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: Covers a good area for natural fish protection, 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: [“D”], 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I personally believe a reduction in fish catch from 30 to 15 per 

person would help fish stocks immensely. 

Charter fishing boats should have to a fish quota also. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #363, 

Identifier:  584faf4bd8bcf942dee73fa2, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 08:20:27 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Mr Glen Miller, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: There is no need for any marine reserves down this coastline.The 

late conservationist,scientist,researcher and world famous explorer Jacques 

Cousteau in a ship called Calypso came down our coast and said you must stop 

putting your sewage into the sea but you did not listen.Every river  dam has also 

contributed to sea bed change and habitat.I have seen a type of human who swims 

amongst the rocks and kelp and takes more then there share and foreign humans who 

take even the smallest of small creatures and more than there share and another 

humans who fish in boats beside me while I take only the correct size putting all 



under size back I see nothing returned from there boats. Over sixty years on this 

coastline I have not seen one policing fisheries officer. This is what is needed to 

protect the area so we can all get to use this area in a fear and sporting and 

commercial way. Reserves run a risk of over population of sea lions witch will not 

help other species and could end up like South Africa where you can smell them 5 km 

away. If the current trend continues the ones who take more than there share and 

under size will continue as of what I've seen there is no one to stop them. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #364, 

Identifier:  584fb253d8bcf942dee73fb7, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 08:33:23 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational Fisher”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“D”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: instead of all out ban on the fishing reserves, what should happen 

instead is drop the quotas, e.g 30 blucod per person down to 15 and ESPICALLY to 

charter boats/ships which will be doing much more damage than any recreational 

fishermen by taking in a much larger and not very regulated number. If you are to 

restrict areas this should also be a periodical restriction, moving on to other 

unbanned areas e.g every 2 years to give spots that will be getting fished much 

more intensely now a time to regenerate numbers of fish. 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: [“D”], 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #365, 

Identifier:  584fb294d8bcf942dee73fba, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 08:34:28 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”,”Recreational Fisher”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: changes," 

A -Comments: It needs to be bigger! Kelp forests are an important nursery area for 

fish and other invertebrates and an unique form of habitat that needs to be 

protected more! In addition it needs to extend further offshore, as there might be 

some on-offshore migration of some species. 

B -Selection: changes," 

B - Comments:  If this is important hunting habitat for penguins, why not extending 

it to the river mouth to include estuarine habitat as well?", 

C - Selection:  changes, 

C - Comments: This needs to be all no take for all types of commercial fishing as 

the kelp forest is an important habitat for juvenile fish and invertebrates. The 

area around Waikati river mouth is an important hunting are for little blue 

penguin. 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: To support source sink populations, especially blue cod, the area 

should be as big as possible", 

E - Selection: changes," 

E - Comments: The whole area (E,F,G,H) should be merged into one big MPA. It should 

be no take, as it serves as an important area for source populations of 

commercially important species. Plus, there have recently been observations of 

cetacean species that weren't believe to life here. 

F - Selection: changes, 

F - Comments: See above in section E, 

G - Selection: changes, 

G - Comments: See above in section E, 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: See above in section E, 

I - Selection: changes," 

I - Comments: This area should be bigger, extend to cape saunders and no take area 

as there have been observations of size frequency alterations of blue cod most 

likely due to overfishing in this area!", 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: changes, 

K - Comments: This reserve should be bigger and include the costal area and 

estuarine habitats, 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: changes, 

N - Comments: This should be extended and border with M-Akatore Coastal and be 

classified as a marine reserve and no take area. Especially long-lining should be 

prohibited as this is an important hunting area for sea birds. 

O - Selection: changes, 

O - Comments: This reserve should extend further up and down the coast. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: 



R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #366, 

Identifier:  584fb4a9d8bcf942dee73fc3, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 08:43:21 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Callum Quested, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“D”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  changes, 

D - Comments: I recommend that a decrease in the catch limit of Blue Cod to be 

decreased from 30 to 15 per person. And that charter boats fishing in the area 

should have a quota just like a recreational fisherman. 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #367, 

Identifier:  584fc337d8bcf942dee73fe0, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 09:45:27 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Dr Luke Mosley, 

Organisation: University of Adelaide," 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”C”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  None of the options presented for the Waitaki Mouth area are likely 

to have any degree of negative impact on recreational fishing as recreational 

fishing would still be permitted within the vicinity of the Waitaki Mouth itself 

(which is where the majority of recreational fishing occurs in this region). 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: None of the options presented for the Waitaki Mouth area are likely 

to have any degree of negative impact on recreational fishing as recreational 

fishing would still be permitted within the vicinity of the Waitaki Mouth itself 

(which is where the majority of recreational fishing occurs in this region). 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: Options E and F on the Otago Peninsula shelf and over the head of 

Saunders Canyon would be absolute flagship New Zealand territorial water marine 

protected areas and a massive win for biodiversity and science in particular. 

Dunedin wildlife tourism benefits and spillover of recreational/commercial fish 

species are also likely to be considerable.  

  

E and G are two options presented for protection of the bryozoan beds (bryozoans 

are vaguely analogous to tropical corals and form very important habitat for a 

whole range of species) found off the Otago Peninsula. Option E extends out over a 

considerably larger region than option G and would exclude set netting in addition 

to bottom impacting fishing methods (e.g. trawling and dredging). Set netting is a 

threat to the penguins and marine mammals of the Otago Peninsula that feed within 

the area covered by option E. Option G is confined to just the most extensive 

region of bryozoans and would still allow for set netting. In addition to 

threatening sea birds and marine mammals, set netting would mean that large numbers 

of fish would continue to be removed from this area. Recreational line fishing is 

not excluded from either option. Option E therefore clearly offers the highest 

level of protection for bryozoan habitat and marine species, while having no 

negative impact whatsoever on recreational fishing.  

  

The Otago Peninsula marine area is the only place within the South East region 

where deep marine canyons extend into the territorial waters (the 12 mile 

territorial limit is the seaward extent of the area the Forum has been tasked to 

work with). The Saunders Canyon head (option F) and the Papanui Canyon head (option 

H) are two options presented for a full marine reserve that would encompass this 

deep canyon habitat type. More recreational fishing occurs around the margins of 

the Saunders Canyon than the Papanui Canyon. However, the Saunders Canyon option 

would capture something like three times more of the deep canyon environment than 

the Papanui option (including the very deepest water in the entire region) and is 

therefore hugely more attractive from a marine protected area design principles 

perspective (bigger is better for a variety of reasons, including a decreased 

impact of ‘edge effect’, increased range of habitat types and biodiversity and an 



increased potential for spillover). 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: As noted above, Options E and F on the Otago Peninsula shelf and over 

the head of Saunders Canyon would be absolute flagship New Zealand territorial 

water marine protected areas and a massive win for biodiversity and science in 

particular. Dunedin wildlife tourism benefits and spillover of 

recreational/commercial fish species are also likely to be considerable.  

  

E,F and G are two options presented for protection of the bryozoan beds (bryozoans 

are vaguely analogous to tropical corals and form very important habitat for a 

whole range of species) found off the Otago Peninsula. Option E extends out over a 

considerably larger region than option G and would exclude set netting in addition 

to bottom impacting fishing methods (e.g. trawling and dredging). Set netting is a 

threat to the penguins and marine mammals of the Otago Peninsula that feed within 

the area covered by option E. Option G is confined to just the most extensive 

region of bryozoans and would still allow for set netting. In addition to 

threatening sea birds and marine mammals, set netting would mean that large numbers 

of fish would continue to be removed from this area. Recreational line fishing is 

not excluded from either option. Option E therefore clearly offers the highest 

level of protection for bryozoan habitat and marine species, while having no 

negative impact whatsoever on recreational fishing.  

  

The Otago Peninsula marine area is the only place within the South East region 

where deep marine canyons extend into the territorial waters (the 12 mile 

territorial limit is the seaward extent of the area the Forum has been tasked to 

work with). The Saunders Canyon head (option F) and the Papanui Canyon head (option 

H) are two options presented for a full marine reserve that would encompass this 

deep canyon habitat type. More recreational fishing occurs around the margins of 

the Saunders Canyon than the Papanui Canyon. However, the Saunders Canyon option 

would capture something like three times more of the deep canyon environment than 

the Papanui option (including the very deepest water in the entire region) and is 

therefore hugely more attractive from a marine protected area design principles 

perspective (bigger is better for a variety of reasons, including a decreased 

impact of ‘edge effect’, increased range of habitat types and biodiversity and an 

increased potential for spillover). 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments:  

E and G are two options presented for protection of the bryozoan beds (bryozoans 

are analogous, from an ecological value perspective, to tropical coral reefs and 

form very important habitat for a whole range of species) found off the Otago 

Peninsula. Option E extends out over a considerably larger region than option G and 

would exclude set netting in addition to bottom impacting fishing methods (e.g. 

trawling and dredging). Set netting is a threat to the penguins and marine mammals 

of the Otago Peninsula that feed within the area covered by option E. Option G is 

confined to just the most extensive region of bryozoans and would still allow for 

set netting. In addition to threatening sea birds and marine mammals, set netting 

would mean that large numbers of fish would continue to be removed from this area. 

Recreational line fishing is not excluded from either option. Option E therefore 

clearly offers the highest level of protection for bryozoan habitat and marine 

species, while having no negative impact whatsoever on recreational fishing.  

  

The Otago Peninsula marine area is the only place within the South East region 

where deep marine canyons extend into the territorial waters (the 12 mile 

territorial limit is the seaward extent of the area the Forum has been tasked to 

work with). The Saunders Canyon head (option F) and the Papanui Canyon head (option 

H) are two options presented for a full marine reserve that would encompass this 

deep canyon habitat type. More recreational fishing occurs around the margins of 

the Saunders Canyon than the Papanui Canyon. However, the Saunders Canyon option 

would capture something like three times more of the deep canyon environment than 

the Papanui option (including the very deepest water in the entire region) and is 

therefore hugely more attractive from a marine protected area design principles 

perspective (bigger is better for a variety of reasons, including a decreased 

impact of ‘edge effect’, increased range of habitat types and biodiversity and an 

increased potential for spillover). 



H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: (i) Options I, J and K represent an opportunity for a set of 

spectacular marine protected areas on the doorstep of Dunedin City. These options 

are unique and therefore worthy of protection for several reasons. In particular: 

the paua populations in option I, the accessibility of an offshore island reef 

system in option K, the retention and preservation of recreational cod fishing and 

paua gathering in option J, and the proximity of this set of marine protected areas 

to Dunedin City and the University of Otago. 

  

Option I (Harakeke Point to White Island) would provide for a showcase marine 

reserve of an intact paua population. Paua exist in high concentrations within 

option I because commercial harvesting has been banned from this area for something 

like the last 35 years. Such concentrations of paua are now very rare. Option I 

would also allow for recovery of the inshore reef fish populations, help to build 

the populations of marine mammals, penguins and other sea birds found along the 

Dunedin south coast and allow people to experience a marine reserve directly from 

the shore.  

  

There are alternatives for option I which both include and exclude Tow Rock. Tow 

Rock is an area that has particularly high biodiversity values within the region 

the Forum has been tasked to work with and would therefore definitely be worthy of 

inclusion within option I.  

  

Option K (Green Island) is an obvious choice for a marine reserve. The general 

conclusion is that the fishing at Green Island is not what it used to be. Marine 

biodiversity at Green Island is therefore projected to recover substantially if 

fishing pressure is removed. Green Island has fantastic snorkeling and diving and 

is readily accessible by small boat from Brighton. The island itself is a wildlife 

reserve. A marine reserve centered on Green Island has the potential to be a really 

superb advertisement for a whole range of southern marine species.  

  

Option J (White Island to Waldronville) is also an obvious choice for a lesser 

degree of marine protection, especially from a recreational fishing perspective. 

There is presently nothing to stop a commercial cod potter setting up shop out at 

White Island for a couple of days and cleaning out what is a pretty unique 

recreational fishing opportunity. Option J would exclude all commercial fishing 

activity but still allow for recreational fishing. In so doing, option J would 

ensure a recreational fishing and paua gathering experience for the recreational 

fishers of Dunedin City. 

  

Because of the potential for displacement of recreational paua gathering effort 

(and to a lesser extent recreational cod fishing effort) from the immediately 

adjacent option I, and in order to ensure a recreational fishing experience that is 

sustainable for the future, the Forum is consulting on the concept of a reduction 

in the catch limits of recreational species within option J. Five cod, two paua and 

two crayfish per person per day have been suggested. These catch limits would still 

allow for several substantial meals, with a much lesser likelihood of wiping out 

the recreational opportunities in this area than the current totally unrealistic 

limits (from a sustainability perspective) of 30 cod and 10 paua per person per 

day.  

  

It is worth noting that it is permissible to transit through a marine reserve with 

fish etc. on board (e.g. back through a marine reserve to come in at Tomahawk after 

having fished at White Island). 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: (i) Options I, J and K represent an opportunity for a set of 

spectacular marine protected areas on the doorstep of Dunedin City. These options 

are unique and therefore worthy of protection for several reasons. In particular: 

the paua populations in option I, the accessibility of an offshore island reef 

system in option K, the retention and preservation of recreational cod fishing and 

paua gathering in option J, and the proximity of this set of marine protected areas 

to Dunedin City and the University of Otago. 



  

Option I (Harakeke Point to White Island) would provide for a showcase marine 

reserve of an intact paua population. Paua exist in high concentrations within 

option I because commercial harvesting has been banned from this area for something 

like the last 35 years. Such concentrations of paua are now very rare. Option I 

would also allow for recovery of the inshore reef fish populations, help to build 

the populations of marine mammals, penguins and other sea birds found along the 

Dunedin south coast and allow people to experience a marine reserve directly from 

the shore.  

  

There are alternatives for option I which both include and exclude Tow Rock. Tow 

Rock is an area that has particularly high biodiversity values within the region 

the Forum has been tasked to work with and would therefore definitely be worthy of 

inclusion within option I.  

  

Option K (Green Island) is an obvious choice for a marine reserve. The general 

conclusion is that the fishing at Green Island is not what it used to be. Marine 

biodiversity at Green Island is therefore projected to recover substantially if 

fishing pressure is removed. Green Island has fantastic snorkeling and diving and 

is readily accessible by small boat from Brighton. The island itself is a wildlife 

reserve. A marine reserve centered on Green Island has the potential to be a really 

superb advertisement for a whole range of southern marine species.  

  

Option J (White Island to Waldronville) is also an obvious choice for a lesser 

degree of marine protection, especially from a recreational fishing perspective. 

There is presently nothing to stop a commercial cod potter setting up shop out at 

White Island for a couple of days and cleaning out what is a pretty unique 

recreational fishing opportunity. Option J would exclude all commercial fishing 

activity but still allow for recreational fishing. In so doing, option J would 

ensure a recreational fishing and paua gathering experience for the recreational 

fishers of Dunedin City. 

  

Because of the potential for displacement of recreational paua gathering effort 

(and to a lesser extent recreational cod fishing effort) from the immediately 

adjacent option I, and in order to ensure a recreational fishing experience that is 

sustainable for the future, the Forum is consulting on the concept of a reduction 

in the catch limits of recreational species within option J. Five cod, two paua and 

two crayfish per person per day have been suggested. These catch limits would still 

allow for several substantial meals, with a much lesser likelihood of wiping out 

the recreational opportunities in this area than the current totally unrealistic 

limits (from a sustainability perspective) of 30 cod and 10 paua per person per 

day.  

  

It is worth noting that it is permissible to transit through a marine reserve with 

fish etc. on board (e.g. back through a marine reserve to come in at Tomahawk after 

having fished at White Island). 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: (i) Options I, J and K represent an opportunity for a set of 

spectacular marine protected areas on the doorstep of Dunedin City. These options 

are unique and therefore worthy of protection for several reasons. In particular: 

the paua populations in option I, the accessibility of an offshore island reef 

system in option K, the retention and preservation of recreational cod fishing and 

paua gathering in option J, and the proximity of this set of marine protected areas 

to Dunedin City and the University of Otago. 

  

Option I (Harakeke Point to White Island) would provide for a showcase marine 

reserve of an intact paua population. Paua exist in high concentrations within 

option I because commercial harvesting has been banned from this area for something 

like the last 35 years. Such concentrations of paua are now very rare. Option I 

would also allow for recovery of the inshore reef fish populations, help to build 

the populations of marine mammals, penguins and other sea birds found along the 

Dunedin south coast and allow people to experience a marine reserve directly from 

the shore.  

  



There are alternatives for option I which both include and exclude Tow Rock. Tow 

Rock is an area that has particularly high biodiversity values within the region 

the Forum has been tasked to work with and would therefore definitely be worthy of 

inclusion within option I.  

  

Option K (Green Island) is an obvious choice for a marine reserve. The general 

conclusion is that the fishing at Green Island is not what it used to be. Marine 

biodiversity at Green Island is therefore projected to recover substantially if 

fishing pressure is removed. Green Island has fantastic snorkeling and diving and 

is readily accessible by small boat from Brighton. The island itself is a wildlife 

reserve. A marine reserve centered on Green Island has the potential to be a really 

superb advertisement for a whole range of southern marine species.  

  

Option J (White Island to Waldronville) is also an obvious choice for a lesser 

degree of marine protection, especially from a recreational fishing perspective. 

There is presently nothing to stop a commercial cod potter setting up shop out at 

White Island for a couple of days and cleaning out what is a pretty unique 

recreational fishing opportunity. Option J would exclude all commercial fishing 

activity but still allow for recreational fishing. In so doing, option J would 

ensure a recreational fishing and paua gathering experience for the recreational 

fishers of Dunedin City. 

  

Because of the potential for displacement of recreational paua gathering effort 

(and to a lesser extent recreational cod fishing effort) from the immediately 

adjacent option I, and in order to ensure a recreational fishing experience that is 

sustainable for the future, the Forum is consulting on the concept of a reduction 

in the catch limits of recreational species within option J. Five cod, two paua and 

two crayfish per person per day have been suggested. These catch limits would still 

allow for several substantial meals, with a much lesser likelihood of wiping out 

the recreational opportunities in this area than the current totally unrealistic 

limits (from a sustainability perspective) of 30 cod and 10 paua per person per 

day.  

  

It is worth noting that it is permissible to transit through a marine reserve with 

fish etc. on board (e.g. back through a marine reserve to come in at Tomahawk after 

having fished at White Island). 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: Estuaries a vitally important areas to protect as they provide 

breeding sites and habitat for several important fish species. 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: Option O (Long Point) is important as there are no other similarly 

sized options that are being consulted on within the southern portion of the South 

East region. If this option is not supported, there will be no marine protection of 

any real substance in the Catlins region. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: Option P (Long Point Offshore) is also important as the coast line of 

option O is home to a number of seabird (including penguin) and marine mammal 

populations that forage offshore. A marine protected area off the Long Point coast 

that incorporates a set netting ban over the area that penguins and marine mammals 

forage, would remove one of the threats to these populations. Option P is therefore 

a logical site for an offshore marine protected area in the Catlins. Option P would 

also remove bottom trawling and set netting impact on habitat and fish species. 

Option P would have essentially no negative impact on recreational fishing. 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: Estuaries a vitally important areas to protect as they provide 

breeding sites and habitat for several important fish species. 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: Estuaries a vitally important areas to protect as they provide 

breeding sites and habitat for several important fish species. 

S - Selection: support, 



S - Comments: Estuaries a vitally important areas to protect as they provide 

breeding sites and habitat for several important fish species. 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: Option T (Kelp Forest) is one of the most important options 

presented, as kelp forests form one of the most productive inshore habitat types of 

the South East region. Kelp forests are under threat as the result of the recent 

inclusion of kelp in the quota management system. The Forum is really going beyond 

its mandate with this option (because this is essentially a fisheries management 

issue rather than a marine protection issue), so this option needs a lot of support 

to get it across the line. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: I would voice my general support for the remainder of all options 

presented: firstly because all options presented are essentially unique habitat 

types, and secondly because if all other options presented were approved (in 

addition to the specific sites outlined above) then we would have something 

approaching the stated aim of a network of marine protected areas. There would then 

be an opportunity for the “whole to be greater than the sum of the parts”, that is 

the ecological benefits of each area could interlink to add much more value to the 

network as a whole." 

General Comments: On a personal note, I have a Postgraduate Diploma in Marine 

Science and PhD from the Unviersity of Otago. During my 10 years study and 

recreational fishing, shellfish gathering and surfing I spent a huge amount of time 

on the Otago coastline. There are many unique marine environments in the Otago 

region, concentrated in a relatively small area, and these are a huge asset  that 

deserve greater protection for future generations. I commend the work of the Forum 

and wish for its success in achieving a marine protection network. Thank you. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #368, 

Identifier:  584fc55ed8bcf942dee73fe1, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 09:54:38 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: dave carr, 

Organisation: n/a," 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“E”,”F”,”G”,”H”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: oppose, 

E - Comments: refer to section c comments, 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: refer to comments c, 

G - Selection: oppose, 

G - Comments: refer to comments section c, 

H - Selection: oppose, 

H - Comments: no areas left for a days fishing, 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: n/a, 

General Comments: i have fished papanui / saunders canyons and taieri mouth areas 

for the last 35years commercial and recreational and think these fishing areas 

should be left alone the weather and distance offshore acts as a natural reserve 

anyway these places still fish as well as they did 35 years ago not much left if 

these spots have restrictions, 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #369, 

Identifier:  585040e4d8bcf942dee740a4, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 18:42:54 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: David Smith, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”I”,”K”,”O”,”P”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: I am concerned that the Hectors dolphins and penguins are know to 

forage here and it needs protection for in the main, them.  Bicatch has been an 

issue here in the past which needs adddressing. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  Again please have this protected for Hectors dolphins.  I support 

the extension (type 1). 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: I support the type 2 extension and recommend that it be extended to 

the 12 NM limit. 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: In particular for Yellow-eyed penguins this is a very important 

protection and I would like to see it be extended out to 12 NM.  This to include a 

better foraging area for these penguins.  Biodiversity and ecological benefits 

would be considerable. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: I understand that bryzoan beds were once very extensive all the way 

up this coast to Timaru.  Being an incredibly rich and essential habitat for many 

species it is really important to give them maximum protection.  Consequently I 

would support option 1 and if it can be further extended north and south so much 

the better,", 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: This area is contains all the major factors of what we are trying to 

achieve,  High biodiversity,  opportunity for research, education and tourism.  

Birdlife linking in to the coast including Albatross and Yellow-eyed penguins is of 

massive  importance.  Being so close to the city the spin off of its 'green appeal' 

is real and significant. 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments:  Boulder beach, the largest colony of Yellow-eyed pengiuns on the 

coast has extensive long term research made on it.  The penguins' foraging extends 

far beyond the 12NM limit.  I would like to see the area be extended out to the 12 

NM limit.  These penguins are not thriving on the mainland coast and need as much 

sensible protection as we can give this nationally vulnerable bird. 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: Better to increase its area to make it more effective.  It is well 

known a marine reserve needs a substantial size to make it effective.  , 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: As the only Catlins area being considered it is essential this area 



be as large and effective as possible.  It is isolated from any network.  Long 

Point is a particularly important place, isolated for seabird breeding success and 

there are plans being made to translocate seabirds to Long Point.  Efforts ashore 

in the form of predator control and a wildlife workbase point to a future that Long 

Point will be a stand out feature on the coast.  This reserve would benefit the 

foraging of Yellow-eyed penguins that have a substantial colony here and as such an 

extension out to 12 NM would be of benefit.  Also further northeast and southwest.  

The ecological and biodiversity would be  substantial.  Tourism and research would 

benefit", 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: See  my comments for O-Long Point. 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: Kelp forests are very much a feature on the NZ coast and therefore of 

prime importance as a habitat for many marine species.  Harvesting of it should, at 

least for the time being be halted until a proper method of preserving kelp be 

found. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 1)  Think big.  For everyone.   You need to think about 

sustainable fishing and not let the overfishing that is happening now become 

'normal'.  Bottom trawling and set netting are rude ancient ways of fishing.  They 

should be banned from NZ waters.  Looking after habitat is essential.  NZ is the 

seabird capital of the world and include Yellow-eyed penguins, just one iconic 

species.  This is a a treat opportunity to make progress for us all.  Good luck you 

are doing a great job.  Thankyou. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #370, 

Identifier:  585057ead8bcf942dee74122, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 20:19:54 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Kathryn Roberts, 

Organisation: Southland Conservation Board," 

Interest Group: [“ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“S”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: Haldane Estuary - Site s (Type-2) 

The restrictions that are proposed for this estuary are designed to protect the 

estuary from high levels of extraction that would compromise the ecological 

systems, as well as bottom disturbance. They include:  

1. no dredging  

2. no set net fishing  

3. no commercial line fishing  

4. no mechanical harvesting (including spades for collecting shellfish)  

5. no fyke net fishing  

6. no whitebaiting  

Hand-gathering, spear fishing and recreational line fishing, non- commercial 

gathering of paruparu and beach cast kelp will be permitted. This package of 

fishing restrictions is proposed to allow for the maintenance and recovery of the 



biodiversity of the area, by prohibiting bottom impacting methods and reducing 

fishing effects on the ecosystem, natural species composition and trophic linkages.   

There are wāhi tapu located on the coast and the recovery of kiwi and other 

cultural artefacts by Kāi Tahu shall not be impacted by this proposal.  

 

 How would this proposal affect your current or future use of the area and how 

would this proposal affect you? 

The immediate effects of the reserve status would not be noticeable but in the 

future, the status could be significant. The following explains this reasoning. 

1. The Board needs to be mindful of the views of Ngai Tahu, particularly local iwi 

and we respect these views and believe they should be given significant weight. 

However, we have not been able to articulate those views through this submission as 

the Ngai Tahu representatives on the Board have not been able to contribute to this 

submission. We therefore expect that Ngai Tahu representatives will make separate 

submissions to this process and you will take their views into account. 

2. We note that the effects of reserve status where some fishing is allowed may not 

be measurable as its catchment is affected by drainage, bush clearance and 

siltation which is not influenced by the status. All the bird species and seals on 

Haldane Beach are protected, fishing and shellfish gathering is minimal, the 

surrounding land is road reserve or conservation land and there are no commercial 

activities there. There are farms in the catchment with associated buildings and 

infrastructure and a small number of cribs/buildings adjacent to the shoreline, 

south of Weir’s Beach. 

3. Commercial eeling interests would still be able to fish in the Waikopikopiko 

Stream as it is outside of the reserve, as would whitebaiters. Set netters would be 

disadvantaged, but it is not known how much of this occurs. Other estuaries such as 

Mataura and half of the Waikawa Estuary, amongst several others in Southland would 

still be open for this type of fishing. Spear fishing would be allowed. Flounders 

are likely to be abundant and a prohibition of set netting could be an advantage to 

this species while harvesting using spears could still occur.  

4. The estuary does not appear to be suitable for commercial line fishing or 

dredging. Prohibiting the harvesting of shellfish with implements including spades 

could affect some people. It is likely that due to a relatively pristine 

environment shellfish in the estuary could be abundant and important. Hand 

gathering however would still be possible.  

 

Do you support this area going forward as a part of the south-east marine protected 

areas network? Why? Why not?  

1. The Board does endorse the concept of marine reserves and marine protected areas 

in estuaries because declaring an area a 'marine reserve and marine protected 

areas' is an affirmation of its conservation value.   Generally, the Board feels 

that NZ has an inadequate number and area of marine reserves or protected areas.  A 

declaration of a reserve should not be simply a response to a perceived threat.   

As a general principle prioritizing shallow water areas for protection is important 

because of the role of shallow water areas in aquatic ecology – nursery areas for 

marine species e.g. flounder. And also as a habitat for short finned eels, mullet, 

stargazers, migratory freshwater fish such as bullies, galaxiids, torrent fish and 

eels. Kanakana are also likely to be present. Eel and kanakana have significant 

cultural value as mahika kai  

2. We also note that if a marine protected area, type 2 is created it sets 

precedent to actively restore the area, where needed, and maintain it at a level of 

high conservation value. Activities may arise in the future that could threaten the 

natural values of these areas so the Board feels that providing protection before 

any threats are identified is prudent, especially as estuaries can be degraded or 

modified. The goal for New Zealand should be to create a network of diverse Marine 

Reserves and we think that this would be a good addition to the network.  

 

If you do not support it in its current form, are you able to suggest alternatives 

to the proposal that would make it more acceptable, such as changes to its 

location, size, boundaries and specific rules? 

1. We do support the proposed protected status which allows some continued harvest 

of species in the estuary.  However, it limits the use to what is likely to be 

sustainable and not likely to degrade the area into the future. We think this is 

appropriate. Preventing any harvest is not necessary in this case, as far as we can 



tell, although we do admit that we do not have information to support this view, 

which is based on general principles relating to exploitation of wild populations 

of animals and plants.   

 

For the fishing methods noted above, how often are they used by you in this area, 

and how much of each species is taken by these methods?  

1. The Board does not fish in in this area (although individual members may do in 

their private capacity). Two Board members are involved in wildlife observations as 

mentioned in the Appendix which describes this area and identifies the natural 

features that we are aware of.  

 

Summary 

The area appears largely pristine with sea dominated sediments and clear water. The 

upper estuary is muddy. It is used by native wading birds but not generally by 

migrants. Shellfish appear to be abundant. 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: Other areas nearby. 

1. We note that Tautuku estuary is as close to unmodified as you can find on the 

east coast of the South Island.  It provides ample habitat for kingfisher nests, 

probably the most southern breeding area in the South Island on any scale. we 

support the Marine protected area type 2 proposal for the Tautuku Estuary. We note 

that this is in the Otago Conservation Board’s role so any views they have on the 

Tautuku estuary should be given appropriate weight.  

Overall we feel the reserve status would reinforce the natural character values of 

the area which are substantial.  

2. The Mataura River Estuary and Waituna Lagoon/ Oreti River Estuary area is a 

RAMSAR listed site. In addition, the Mataura and Oreti Rivers have National Water 

Conservation Orders on them. However, there are no special restrictions on 

harvesting native species in this area like those proposed for the Haldane Estuary. 

This makes the reserve status for the Haldane Estuary and the others farther east 

in the Catlins more important, so that there are some estuarine reserves in this 

general area.  

 

Southland Conservation Board Members’ observations. 

Two members are familiar with the area. One, Lloyd Esler, has a detailed knowledge 

of it.   

Weir’s Beach camp ground is likely to be popular with freedom campers. There is one 

toilet and a bench with running water at the site.  

The estuary is sandy in this area and the water is clear. It looks pristine with 

few macroalgae plants (a sign of eutrophication) and no sign of an anoxic layer 

close to the surface which occurs in Waituna and the Oreti River Estuary. Small 

fast swimming fish can be seen in the estuary – possibly mullet or trout. This part 

of the estuary is dominated by sea water.  

The estuary is very shallow with a channel that can be waded a low tide when the 

estuary is almost completely drained of water. It has fern birds around the fringe 

and hosts spoonbills, ducks, pied stilts, South Island pied oystercatchers, black 

oystercatchers, gulls, white-faced herons and sometimes a curlew is resident over 

summer.  There are hardly any other migrant waders such as godwits and knots, as 

these seem to prefer Waikawa Harbour just around the corner.  We know people spear 

for flounders and whitebaiting occurs at the stream outlets. 

The estuary has four archaeological sites http://nzaa.eaglegis.co.nz/nzaapublic, 

two at Weir’s beach, one in the north-east part of the estuary and one near the 

breakout to the sea. At one of these sites moa bones were found.  

Shells of smooth shelled bivalves were common on the sand flats.  

At the coast, there is a rocky shoreline with conglomerate and sandstone boulders – 

the latter are called concretions commonly found in the Murihiku formation – like 

the Moeraki boulders and there is some evidence of plant fossils. These are 

Jurassic aged rocks as at Curio Bay. (Pole 2004) 

The upper estuary, beside the road has a muddy substrate. The Waikopikopiko Stream 

that enters the upper estuary has most of its catchment in native forest but about 



4km of its lower reaches flow across farmland. The stream is fenced off with a 

narrow riparian strip.  

Environment Southland commissioned a study of the Haldane Estuary which was carried 

out in 2012. (Robertson and Stevens, 2011).  

They found that while fine sediment deposition was decreasing in the middle upper 

estuary the proportion of very fine sediment was increasing, suggesting more input 

from developed land in the catchment.  

 

", 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Uploads: [http://seasketch-uploads.s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/04ee951e-d5d5-4915-

bb0b-710ad7613487/Haldane Estuary SEMPF Submission.docx] 



Opus ID: #371, 

Identifier:  58505b26d8bcf942dee743cc, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 20:33:42 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: POSTAL," 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“S”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: changes," 

S - Comments: I have been visiting the Haldane area for 43 years and using the 

estuary recreationally. I have mostly been whitebaiting and floundering in the 

area. I have done so in a sustainable way, respecting the environment. I would like 

to continue to do so in future years as it is a big part of my life. I own a crib 

down there and visit it frequently. I understand that the area needs to be looked 

after and protected, so that people can continue to enjoy it in the future, and so 

the environment will thrive. I am also very worried about not being able to 

whitebait and flounder in the area. I know a lot of other people feel the same way 

and are connected to the area like me. I understand at the moment that there will 

be no whitebaiting allowed in the area, or floundering with a net. I use a small 

net to get my whitebait that is portable. I also drag the flounder net about  once 

a month and average getting 5 or so flounder for myself and my family to enjoy. I 

would like to know if it is possible for me to continue doing this? And if not, is 

it possible to put some higher restrictions on floundering and whitebaiting rather 



than ban it all together? For example, shorten the periods/frequency you are 

allowed to do it (one week a month or something else), or the amount you are 

allowed to take? This season we did not get very much whitebait, but still enjoyed 

going to get it. I also go down and snorkel to get paua and fish for blue cod off 

the rocks at Slope Point. I am also wondering if there is likely to be further 

restrictions in the area in the future, like there is on other parts of the coast? 

Thank you for your time and consideration. I look forward to hearing from you. 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I understand the need to look after the sea in a sustainable way, 

to protect it for future generations to enjoy. I have mixed feelings as floundering 

and whitebaiting at Haldane are a huge part of my life. I respect the current 

rules, do not take too much and rely on it to feed my family. I just want to 

reinforce that I think there could be restrictions placed on the Haldane estuary 

that will enable myself and others to continue to enjoy the area, rather than ban 

it all together. I visit my crib in the area regularly and cannot afford to travel 

further than here for the same purpose. Please consider the people that are using 

the area sustainably. I am happy to see restrictions that protect the area, but 

please don't ban it all together. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #372, 

Identifier:  585062e3d8bcf942dee7468c, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 21:06:43 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Blair Box, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational Fisher”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”C”,”D”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”T”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: changes, 

B - Comments:  I think the proposed reserve be cut back to only 1 mile from shore. 

C - Selection:  oppose, 

C - Comments: I don't think we need a reserve that big. The fishery needs to be 

managed and I think commercial fishing needs looked at. 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: I support a reserve out to 1 mile, but oppose the ban of ban of 

recreational fishing in the estuary as its a great place to take kids. 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: This area is accessed by people with small boats on limited days, 

Lower the take limit to 15 blue cod per person per day. 

J - Selection: oppose, 

J - Comments: Not needed, please read notes at the end. 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: Not needed, please read notes at the end. 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: I support the protection of the kelp forest as its a breeding ground 

for a lot of species of fish. I have no problem with people harvesting kelp after 

storms etc but would not like to see people harvesting live kelp. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I don't think we need all these reserves as the weather and sea 

conditions limit the number of possible fishing days in a year anyway. I believe we 

need to lower the daily limit to 15 Blue cod per person per day as 30 Blue cod is 



far too many. Also a lot of people I know, myself included voluntarily take 33 cm 

fish and above as a 30 cm fish is a bit small, and we don't take any more than 10-

15 fish each when we go out. My concern about reserves is that its going to put 

myself and my families safety at risk by having to go out up to 9 miles to go 

fishing, particularly when the weather and sea conditions can change quite quickly, 

9 miles is a long way to come home. We don't have large boat but on a good day when 

the sea is okay and I'm not working I can zip out and catch a feed or 2 of fresh 

fish. 

I believe we need to manage the fisheries rather than a ban on fishing. 

I'm not against reserves but why not make them in places that  are a little less 

accessible, I think people should be able to fish of the rocks and also people 

should be able to go out in there boats with families and friends and catch a feed 

or 2 of fish safely. I think you need to have a bit of a look at commercial fishing 

as I don't understand how amateur fishing and as mentioned earlier lower the daily 

recreational limit on blue cod and same with Paua, also would like to see some 

people being made examples of to send a clear message to poachers, regardless of 

their ethnicity. I also think the system we have for people to apply to get large 

numbers of fish for gatherings needs looked at too, particularly in regards to size 

limits and realistic  quantities. 
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Opus ID: #373, 

Identifier:  5850714bd8bcf942dee7495d, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 22:08:11 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Nathan Pitcher, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational 

User”,”Tourism”,”Marine”,”Comercial”,”Minerals”,”SeaFood”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: No extension, 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  No extension, 

C - Selection:  oppose, 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: oppose, 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: oppose, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: oppose, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: oppose, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: oppose, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: oppose, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: oppose, 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: oppose, 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: oppose, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: I support proposed areas A, B (with no extension), D, G, H and T.  

I oppose all of the other proposed areas.  

I think the forum lacks general and scientific information to identify the other 

areas with confidence and have an informed understanding of the impacts of these 

areas on existing users. 

The unpredictable weather and adverse sea conditions already police the south east 

coastline and this already limits the amount of recreational fishing to about 3 

months a year (a normal year on the Otago Coast).   



Taking into account the weather, adverse sea conditions, tides, etc limits 

opportunities to go fishing.  I oppose all of the Type 1 reserves, particularly 

areas I to K, which significantly restrict my opportunities to go fishing with 

family and friends.  All of the Type 1 areas south of the Papanui Canyon I am also 

opposed to.   

There are clear safety issues present for me if the marine reserve areas off the 

south coast of Dunedin are adopted.  I will lose opportunities to take family and 

friends out fishing because it will be more difficult and dangerous.  It will also 

be very time consuming if we have to travel well off the coast and out into the 

weather before putting a line out. 

"," 

General Comments: I think the forum needs to fully understand the following before 

any proposed area recommendations goes to the ministry for approval ; 

1) Recreational fishing use in the areas 

2) Commercial fishing use in the areas 

3) Safety issues and the impact it would have on the recreational fishing in the 

proposed areas 

Without information about impacts on existing users and the likely displacement 

effects, the forum is also not in a position to make an assessment of the impacts 

of any reserve network on existing users, or of displacement effects, as it is 

required to do. 

Therefore I believe the consultation process should be placed on hold until a 

better understanding in sought of the above points. 

", 
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Opus ID: #374, 

Identifier:  5850788dd8bcf942dee7499a, 
Date: Tue Dec 13 2016 22:39:09 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation:  

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Comercial”,”SeaFood”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: oppose, 

A -Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

B -Selection: oppose, 

B - Comments:  OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

C - Selection:  oppose, 

C - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

D - Selection:  oppose, 

D - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

E - Selection: oppose, 

E - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 



This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

G - Selection: oppose, 

G - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

H - Selection: oppose, 

H - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

J - Selection: oppose, 

J - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 



You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

L - Selection: oppose, 

L - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

M - Selection: oppose, 

M - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

N - Selection: oppose, 

N - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

P - Selection: oppose, 

P - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

Q - Selection: oppose, 



Q - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

R - Selection: oppose, 

R - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

S - Selection: oppose, 

S - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the commercial fishing industry . 

Small regional areas will suffer and die because of this. 

You are trying to push out the commercial fishers who have property rights that are 

getting eroded each day with this sort of “ stealing “. 

This is a direct violation of the Treaty Of Waitangi which should be stopped on all 

fronts. 

If these go ahead compensation should be paid to all quota holders on a “ willing 

buyer willing seller “ basis. 

", 

T - Selection: oppose, 

T - Comments: OPPOSE- because this is politically motivated and at the expense of 

the KBB3G Quota holders. 

KBB3G was brought into the QMS and the quota was set at very low levels to allow 

the development of this stock. This is one of the fastest growing seaweeds and can 

grow up to 50 mtrs per year so very sustainable. When fully developed this industry 

could be worth hundreds of millions of dollars to the New Zealand economy which 

will create a large number of jobs.  

By closing this area off to commercial harvest this is a direct violation of The 

Treaty of Waitangi Settlement. 

The Crown had no problem selling off 494.720 tonnes and pocketing the $$ now they 

want to STEAL it back? 

The seaweed industry is estimated to have an annual value of some US$6 billion and 

the largest share of this is for food products (McHugh 2003). It is estimated that 

US$5 billion of this is used for human consumption. The other US$1 billion is 

largely based upon extracting seaweed products such as hydrocolloids for use in 

products such as animal feeds and fertilizers, bioactives, etc.  

Should these areas be closed down to commercial harvest,  Quota Holders will want 

substantial compensation on a scale never seen before in New Zealand's history.  

", 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: Instead of trying to buy “votes “ the Proposed Marine Protected 

Area should be the Otago Harbour where it is nice and sheltered for recreational 

fishers and more of all safe." 

General Comments: I am disgusted and sickened by this “ VOTE BUYING EXERCISE “ 

which should have never made it to be published. 
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Opus ID: #375, 

Identifier:  58508e97d8bcf942dee749ee, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 00:13:11 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Stephen Wing, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: I would recommend increasing the area of this zone.  If the object is 

to protect spawning grounds or nursery habitat the current area is much too small 

to meet the objective. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  I recommend that you include the extension at the river mouth 

entrance.  Otherwise you will be creating a donut shaped MPA with fishing in the 

middle.  I cannot think of a worse possible design for meeting the objectives of 

MPAs in this context. 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: I recommend that you include an MPA (type 2 buffer) on the southern 

border of B so that the Marine Reserve is bounded on all three sides by trawl, 

dredge closure.  This will increase the effectiveness of B at little cost. 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: This reserve contains the best kelp forest habitat in the network.  

Kelp forest is a key productive habitat and hotspot for biodiversity. I recommend 

increasing the alongshore extent of the reserve so that a larger continuous stretch 

of the habitat is included and surrounding it with a trawl closure zone as at B.  

This would increase the effectiveness of the marine reserve by lessening edge 

effects.  The offshore extension is largely sand, which is well represented in 

reserves to the north. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: This is a critical habitat and globally important region to protect 

from trawling and dredging.  Clear links between this biogenic habitat and nursery 

effects for commercial species and biodiversity have been established and its 

protection will likely result in gains for both.  The option provides an important 

buffer for the marine reserve at Saunder's Canyon which would increase the 

effectiveness of both zones. 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: This is by far the best option between F and H, being a larger 

section of habitat and having the trawl zone buffer area surrounding the marine 

reserve.  Deep reef habitat and associated biodiversity, as well as important 

spawning populations of commercial species such as blue cod, small sharks and 

demersal fishes make this a very important part of the network. 

G - Selection: changes, 

G - Comments: I recommend that is area be expanded to match the boundaries of E to 

adequately cover this critical habitat.  It is extremely important that bryozoan 

beds and other biogenic habitat is protected from bottom trawling and dredging 

here. 

H - Selection: changes, 

H - Comments: At the beginning of the document the Forum professed to include two 

representative regions of each habitat within zones for protection.  Submarine 

canyon habitats should be included in this classification as being a far more 

biologically relevant type than the substratum based categories.  I recommend that 

this small patch of canyon head be included  in the zone with F to have redundancy 

in habitat representation in the network.  G and H are not a suitable alternative 

for E and F as edge effects and extent of habitat under protection are not adequate 



to meet the goals of the forum. 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: This is a very important reserve in the network.  Sandfly Bay is a 

critically important region for Hooker's sea lions and yellow eyed penguins.  I 

support inclusion of Tow Rock in the reserve because it has been demonstrated 

(Freeman et al. MEPS 2009) that “Habitat patches that cross marine reserve 

boundaries have a very detrimental effect of reserve effectiveness.  Because, as 

stated in the document, the crayfish that are targeted at Tow Rock are migratory 

this is not a critical habitat for the fishery and will not adversely affect the 

capture of migrating crags.  I also recommend that a type 2 net ban be placed 

surrounding this reserve and around critical breeding habitat for Hooker's sea 

lions to the north at Papanui. 

J - Selection: changes, 

J - Comments: I recommend that this type 2 reserve be extended to surround the 

marine reserve in I for reasons stated above. 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: This reserve provides a discrete, accessible example of exposed reef 

habitat close to town.  I recommend that the type 2 reserve J be extended to 

surround the proposed reserve.  This would provide a buffer and increase the 

effectiveness of the marine reserve. 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: Important to provide protection for estuaries and limit the expansion 

of commercial scale extraction in these culturally important sites. 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: This reserve provides some important examples of exposed rock reef 

habitat.  I recommend joining the reserve with N to create a marine reserve within 

a type 2 trawl closure buffer zone.  This would increase the effectiveness of both 

of the proposed MPAs, 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: I recommend changing the boundaries to surround M, for reasons stated 

above. 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: This proposed reserve is an excellent alternative to the Nuggets as 

an example of coastal headland with clear biodiversity values and important habitat 

features.  I recommend that the trawl exclusion in P be altered to surround this 

reserve on three sides, and that the marine reserve boundary be extended to the 

south to encompass the finger of exposed reef habitat that comes off of the point.  

This is for the same reason as stated in I, that marine reserve boundaries should 

not cross reef habitat features (Freeman et al MEPS 2009).  A small shift in the 

boundary here would greatly increase the effectiveness of the marine reserve. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: I recommend that this trawl exclusion be brought in to surround the 

marine reserve at Long point.  This would greatly increase the effectiveness of 

both zones. 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: Important to provide protection for estuaries.  I recommend that you 

include the whole estuary in this zone to encompass the whole habitat feature as in 

R and S. 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: Important to provide protection for estuaries and limit the expansion 

of commercial scale extraction in these culturally important sites. 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: Important to provide protection for estuaries and limit the expansion 

of commercial scale extraction in these culturally important sites. 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: Perhaps this simply could be classed as a type 2 reserve with 

specific restrictions on kelp harvest, trawling and dredging, which could both also 

harm kelp habitat features." 

Creating a Network: [“B”,”D”,”F”,”J”,”K”,”M”,”O”,”Q”, 

Network Comments: I recommend that each of these type one reserves be included in a 

network with type two exclusion zones surrounding the reserves to increase their 

effectiveness, this is the best use of exclusion zones as demonstrated in the 

literature. With only 5.3% of the coast proposed as reserves this falls well short 

of the 10% by 2020 in policy.  The only other way to increase effectiveness of the 



current proposal, and meet government policy, is to increase the size of each of 

the type 1 reserves. 

General Comments: It would be helpful to have summary information on representation 

of each of the major habitats that would be included in the network of reserves.  

It is difficult to work out at present which habitats are under represented and 

which are over represented in the portfolio.  I also think that if government 

policy is to have 10% of the coast in reserves you should send in a proposal with 

10% of the coast in reserves. 
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Opus ID: #376, 

Identifier:  58509257d8bcf942dee749f7, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 00:29:11 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Felicity Boyd, 

Organisation: Environment Southland, 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“S”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: Haldane Estuary is the only site which falls within the boundaries of 

the Southland region and is therefore of interest to Environment Southland, 

particularly as a marine protected area may affect the way we undertake certain 

functions in the area (such as coastal management). 

 

Environment Southland supports the proposal to establish a marine protected area at 

Haldane Estuary. As the Forum has noted, our Regional Coastal Plan highlights the 

values of Haldane Estuary, describing it as geologically significant and relatively 

unmodified by structures, reclamation, or non-point source discharges. Our Regional 

Coastal Plan also notes that parts of the Estuary retain significant natural 

character, especially towards the seaward end, and that the coastal landforms are 

regionally significant and of scientific and educational value.  

 

Our Regional Coastal Plan identifies that Haldane Estuary is popular for 

floundering, fishing, and shellfish gathering, as well as trout fishing and 

whitebaiting. We consider that the restrictions proposed by the Forum would provide 



for continued use of the area by recreational fishers while protecting it from 

potentially invasive commercial fishing operations. This is an appropriate balance 

to protect the values our communities have identified through the Regional Coastal 

Plan. 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: It is not clear from the Forum's proposal which tools will be 

used to implement the proposed marine protected area. While we support the 

proposal, it would be useful for us to understand how this would be delivered in a 

practical sense. Council has a number of functions under the Resource Management 

Act 1991 and the Biosecurity Act 1993 which may be affected by the establishment of 

a marine protected area. For example, we may need to amend our Regional Coastal 

Plan to restrict some activities (such as dredging).  

 

It may assist the Forum to know that work is currently underway to scope a review 

of our Regional Coastal Plan under the Resource Management Act 1991. There may be 

opportunities to consider higher levels of protection for Haldane Estuary through 

this process, particularly if the Government adopts the Forum's recommendations. 

Including the Forum's proposal within a wider review of the Regional Coastal Plan 

could be an efficient way to deliver the outcome(s) sought without Council 

incurring costs from undertaking an individual plan change. 
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Opus ID: #377, 

Identifier:  58509771d8bcf942dee74a1a, 
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Name: Marc Latta, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:    

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“N”,”O”,”P”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: oppose, 

N - Comments: It is a site that I go recreational fishing at occasionally , 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: This area is one that I have been fishing off the rocks and diving at 

since I was five years old and it is close to where I live my Grandfather brought 

me here and he taught me to look after this place and to only take what you can eat 

no more the paua stocks and the fish stocks are still as good as what they were 

when I was 5, 

P - Selection: oppose, 

P - Comments: It takes 10 minutes to launch a boat from the boat ramp around to 

this fishing area rather than an hour away at the owaka heads bar which is 

treacherous most of the time and also the trip to long point over the bar has 

claimed a few lives so to me fishing and launching off long point is the safest 

option, 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: [“I”], 

Network Comments: 



General Comments: 
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Opus ID: #378, 

Identifier:  5850ad33d8bcf942dee74a7a, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 02:23:47 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Kerry-Jayne Wilson, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”K”,”L”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  This area is an important foraging area for little penguins and 

setnet bycatch of yellow-eyed penguins has occured  to the north of the Waitaki 

river mouth out to about 8nmi offshore. The reserve should be extended out to the 

12nmi limit to fully protect these penguins.. 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: Alternative 1: Includes a marine reserve over Saunders Canyon 

and the central part of the bryozoan beds (F – Saunders Canyon) 

and a Type 2 MPA with various fishing restrictions to protect the 

remaining bryozoan beds, including Papanui Canyon (E – Bryozoan 

Bed).  

This is the option I support as it appears to give the maximum protection to the 

bryozoan beds.Bryozoans are primitive animals that secrete antibacterial compounds 

to protect themselves and incidentally other organism living on and immediately 

over these beds. In Nelson and Foveaux Strait bryozoan beds are crucial spawning 

grounds for commercial fish and if these are lost the fishery suffers. I dont know 

of information on these Otago beds but I would expects something similar.   New 

Zealand is a centre of endemicity and biodiversity for bryozoans which remain one 

of the least known groups in our marine ecosystem. Their conservation is essential 

for scientific and commercial reasons.  

 

I acknowledge that these MPAs will have an impact on commercial fishing. This would 

be offset to some degree by protecting the bryozoan  beds and the use commercial 

and recreationally caught species use these for spawning and protection. 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: While I support in principle all the marine reserves the canyons off 

Otago Peninsula and the bryozoan beds are the proposed reserves I would rate most 

highly. reserve suggestions E,F,G and H I opt for E and F and these would provide 

the greatest protection for these crucially important areas. 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: E is a much preferred option. 

H - Selection: changes," 

H - Comments: I consider the two canyons of sufficient significance that I would 

strongly recommend both F and H be protected as Type 1 Marine Reserves.  

 

It would be desirable to extend these reserves all the way to the coast. 

I - Selection: changes," 

I - Comments: The seaward extension is preferred. 

 

This coast is important for both yellow-eyed and blue penguins, shags, sea lions 

and other marine fauna, and its proximity to Dunedin makes it especially valuable 

to tourism and recreational purposes.Extension out to 12nmil would protect yellow-

eyed penguin foraging grounds. 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 



K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: As one of very few rat-free islands off the east coast of the South 

Island Green Island is an important refuge for seabirds. Surrounding such important 

refuges with a no take marine reserve is a logical extension of the land-based 

reserve.  

 

Linking this with a larger type 2 MPA would be desirable. 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: See comments further down. 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: Ideally I would want a type 1 marine reserve around The Nuggets. If, 

as the consultation document explains this is not possible, then Long Point is an 

adequate alternative. Of the options given in the consultation document I would 

rate some combination of E,F,G, and H the most critically important and option O 

Long Point coupled with Long Point offshore Type 2 as second most important marine 

areas in SE South Island to protect. 

 

Of all the potential reserve sites along the Catlins Coast Long Point is home to 

more marine birds and mammals than any other location (except Nugget Point), it has 

excellent recreational, tourism and scientific potential and abuts land based 

reserves thus allowing maximum protection for the marine area protected. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: See above, 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: I don't know the Catlins estuaries well enough to rate them against 

one another, thus I can not comment on which is the most important to protect. 

Estuaries are important links between freshwater and marine habitats, they form a 

buffer between land and sea, they are important spawning grounds for whitebait and 

many marine fish.   

 

I have supported all four proposed estuary MPAs without further comment. 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: see above, 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: see above, 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: Kelp forest is an important habitat utilised by many marine species 

throughout or during part of their life cycle. It is a buffer for the rocky 

shoreline. The consultation document makes a strong case for the protection of this 

habitat. While I recognise the problems in protecting kelp forest I strongly 

recommend the greatest protection possible fir this interesting and ecologically 

important habitat. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I am a retired lecturer/senior lecturer in ecology at Lincoln 

University. My specialty is ecology and conservation of marine birds, I have 

written three books on New Zealand ecology and authored or co-authored over 70 

scientific papers most on seabirds including several that include data on birds or 

seals in the Otago/Southland region. Although I now life on the West Coast I was 

born in Dunedin and our family has been in Otago since at least 1864. I have a 

strong affinity with Otago, the Catlins and its fauna and flora. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #379, 

Identifier:  5850c66ad8bcf942dee74ab8, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 04:11:22 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Dr Mick Strack, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”,”Other”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Othereducation, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address: 

Email:  

Telephone: 

OIA: [“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: [“D”,”E”,”I”,”J”,”K”], 

Network Comments: The idea of a network allows for protected corridors without 

excluding all other uses from other areas." 

General Comments: In general terms, I think the value of protected marine reserves 

should outweigh the objections from commercial and recreational fishers. 

I have an affinity for the areas around Otago peninsula, so it is those areas that 

i wish to add my support for primarily. 

It is clear that the various ecosystems have been well identified and there is high 

benefit to setting aside the designated areas. 

Those identified ares leave ample room for fisheries catch management. 

For too long the sea space has been considered out-of-sight out-of-mind. experience 

elsewhere has demonstrated the benefits of marine reserves. 



As much of this area as possible should be under strong protection. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #380, 

Identifier:  5850dd05d8bcf942dee74af7, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 05:47:49 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Marine”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”K”,”O”,”P”,”T”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection:  changes," 

C - Comments: This is an important area for foraging for seabirds such as penguins 

and marine mammals including hectors dolphins. 

This area needs to be protected from fisheries bycatch as two yellow-eyed penguins 

were reported in setnets in 2016 and three in December 2009. With low levels of 

observer coverage, the bycatch rates could be significantly higher than this and 

are likely to be contributing to the population decline of yellow-eyed penguins. 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: The reserve should extend out to 12 nautical miles to provide 

protection to yellow-eyed penguins which live in this area and nest at Bobbys Head. 

This area is also home to NZ fur seals, and orca have been seen. 

E - Selection: changes," 

E - Comments: The proposed site options are important eco systems and should be 

protected. The juvenile fish that use this area are a strong food source for sea 

birds such as penguins. 

An extension  of the type 2 area inshore to connect with the coastal breeding sites 

for penguins is recommended to help prevent bycatch risk for birds as they travel 

to and from breeding areas. 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: changes, 

K - Comments: This site includes a yellow-eyed penguin breeding area. The area 

should be increased in size to protect species from bycatch which has been an issue 

in this area. 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: changes," 

O - Comments: The proposed marine reserve at Area O is near the largest colony of 

yellow-eyed penguins in the Catlins and supports other seabirds such as titi, 

little blue penguins and Fiordland Crested penguins. The marine reserve will 

provide a good level of protection for these birds. 

 

The Type 2 site would ban the fishing methods which pose the greatest risk to 

seabirds in terms of bycatch. The regulations of this area should prohibit 

recreational setnets which habe been oberserved to catch yellow-eyed penguins. 



P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: The kelp forests along the coast provide an important productive 

ecosystem. The protection of the kelp beds would ensure properly functioning 

ecosystems and harvesting of kelp should be prohibited in this area." 

Creating a Network: [“B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”I”,”K”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”T”], 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #381, 

Identifier:  5850e022d8bcf942dee74afe, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 06:01:06 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: I support this reserve. In addition I recommend that to best protect 

this site restrictions proposed in point 100 be adopted. It is important protect 

this site for sharks and elephant fish. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  I support this reserve. I particularly support the extended option 

shown with dashed lines. I live in Oamaru and the Waitaki sites are important to 

me, I wish to see them protected so hector's dolphins and blue penguins are 

protected. 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: I support this reserve. It is vital to protect dolphins,penguins and 

other sea birds. 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: I support option 2 to ensure the best possible protection for the 

kelp forests and associated fish. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: For E I support option 1. The purposes of marine protection is just 

that, protecting our marine environment and option 1 will make sure sea lion 

foraging areas are best protected. It will also help protect penguin foraging. I 

believe that for this protection to be effective all set netting in this area will 

need to be banned. 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: I support protecting this important area. If anything it could be 

extended to the shore line and joined to Site I to provide a better level of 

environmental protection. This canyon site has a great diversity of life and merits 

protection. 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: I support this site for environmental reasons, by protecting bryzoan 

beds an important aspect of our coast is protected. 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: I support site H again for envrionmental reasons. Canyon sites are 

very important for biodiversity. 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: As mentioned earlier it would be beneficial for environmental reasons 

for Site F and Site I to be linked. I support option 2. 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: I support site J being protected with a type 2 reserve, especially 

because of point 331. “Together with the two proposed marine reserves on either 

side, it is expected that this marine protected area would contribute to the 

protection and maintenance of biodiversity over the whole area between Harakeke 

Point and Green Island.”", 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: I support this site especially given the important conservation 

values of Green Island itself and the opportunity to allow the marine life around 

the island to recover to previous levels of abundance. 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: I support this site as estuaries must be included and this is an 

estaury with good biodiversity values. 



M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: I support this site though it would be enhanced if it included some 

deep reef area. 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: I support this site together with L and M as they would make a good 

network protecting a variety of habitat areas. 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: I support protecting the Long Point site. I would support extending 

the site out to to 12 nm to better protect areas that are likely used by yellow 

eyed penguins for feeding. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: I support this site as it will give good habitat protection , 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: I support this site as it will help ensure the protection of 

important estuary environments that are really vital for biodiversity, ", 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: I support this site for environmental reasons, estuaries are really 

important and this site is a nursery for flatfish and a home to many birds species. 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: I support this site as it already has many positive environmental 

factors that will only be enhanced by further protection, including its role as a 

nursery for whitebait species. 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: protecting an area of kelp forest as proposed with this site will 

help protect the kelp and the species that call it home." 

Creating a Network: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

Network Comments: This is great start and offers a diverse range of important 

habitats. I hope it becomes a reality and this network ensures future generations 

can enjoy all our coast offers." 

General Comments: Well done to all involved. You have compiled a lot of useful 

information to help shape this network. My final comment is in all the proposed 

Marine Protected areas it is important that mining, marine farms and trawling be 

banned. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #382, 

Identifier:  5850ec05d8bcf942dee74b1b, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 06:51:49 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Kyle Forde, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: PHONE, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“A”,”B”,”D”,”G”,”H”,”T”], 

A -Selection: oppose, 

A -Comments: 1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

B -Selection: oppose, 

B - Comments:  1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  oppose, 

D - Comments: 1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: oppose, 



G - Comments: 1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

H - Selection: oppose, 

H - Comments: 1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: oppose, 

T - Comments: 1. We have a self managed fishing area based on the weather 

environment which is generally unfavorable to fishing. 

2. We have a self sustainable canon eco-system 

3. The is a lack of scientific evidence or supporting evidence based research to 

mandate this change. 

4. Social impacts to families will have a negative effect on the community. 

5. Diverts attention on the real environmental issues associated with political 

responsibilities for environmental monitoring. 

6. Majority of recreational fisherman will be forced further from the shoreline 

increasing the risk associated with safety, especially with the unpredictable 

weather we have. 

7. Lack of local knowledge in the consultation documents is evident and lack 

significant credibility to consider this change. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: I do not support the governing of the specified areas where I 



have focused on. The focus and effort needs to go into the actual environmental and 

human elements that actually impact the areas e.g. Paua Poachers - Most of these 

people are known by MPI and local authorities and somehow seem to continually get 

away with unlawful activities. Fishing should have more community monitoring to 

ensure the sustainability of the future." 

General Comments: I am a keen fisherman, diver and boatie and a high percentage of 

our very small population partake in fishing activities on our coast. This activity 

is the only real entertainment available in Dunedin for recreational fisherman and 

divers alike. To remove this right from our environment will reduce the population 

long-term and drive up the price of actual seafood in the city. I believe this 

action will have a negative impact on our city long-term and this is why I oppose 

this proposal. 

 

I will fight this action alongside my fellow fisherman, boaties, familes to the 

bitter end to ensure this does not go ahead. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #383, 

Identifier:  5850efd8d8bcf942dee74b28, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 07:08:08 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Margaret Jeune, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  I also support the northern extension to increase protection for 

little blue penguin and Hector's dolphin habitat. 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: I recommend extending it to include more deep sub tidal reef habitat 

and to increase protection for fish communities associated with kelp forests.  , 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: I recommend extending it to the coast to include Hooper's Inlet and 

links to Harakeke Point(Option 1), 

G - Selection: oppose, 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: oppose, 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: I recommend the inclusion of Tow Rock. 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: I recommend straightening the boundary so it is a rectangle. 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: I recommend extending it to 12 nautical miles. 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: I support it but I suggest that  it buffers Options Q and O. 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: I support it and I recommend that it extends to join with Long 

Point(Option O). 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: It is disappointing that neither Shag Point,north of Dunedin nor 

the Nuggets in the Catlins are included for consultation as these are easily 



accessible places with outstanding biodiversity values. 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #384, 

Identifier:  5850f86bd8bcf942dee74b31, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 07:44:43 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Paul Barron, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”F”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: I have not fished this area historically, so would not be against this 

proposal. 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  This is not an area that I have fished. I'm not against commercial 

activity being restricted in this area. 

C - Selection:  oppose, 

C - Comments: I have fished this area and do not feel the current restrictions are 

in need of change. 

D - Selection:  oppose, 

D - Comments: I have fished in this area and would like to continue doing so, and 

my children plus their friends can also enjoy it", 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: I have not fished this area. I would be OK with this proposal. 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: I have not fished this area for many years so would not object to 

this proposal. 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: I have fished and dived this area many times. I do not agree with 

this area being changed in any way. It is important that commercial Paua diving is 

kept out of this area as it represents the perfect no harvest control. It was left 

unfishable by commercial Paua divers as a condition of the Quota Management System 

introduction. 

J - Selection: oppose, 

J - Comments: This is an area that I fish regularly. I have historically fished 

here with family and friends for many years. Any new restrictions would need to be 

considered carefully. 

K - Selection: oppose, 

K - Comments: I have fished and dived here many times. I do not wish to be excluded 

from fishing in this area. The quota management system was introduced in 1986 and 

should adequately protect this fishing area. I would consider recreational bag 

limits being adjusted after consultation. 

L - Selection: oppose, 

L - Comments: This is one of my favourite fishing areas. Again, the Quota 

Management System was introduced to enhance and protect this area. It does not need 

to be changed. 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: I'm not against this area being changed from it current status, 

however must say, that the Quota management System must be failing if it needs to 

be changed. 

N - Selection: oppose, 

N - Comments: This is one of my favourite fishing areas. I do not agree with 

changing its current status. The current Quota Management System will protect it 

adequately. 

O - Selection: oppose, 



O - Comments: I dive this area regularly. Historically, this area is important to 

my family and friends. It is also a popular area for our family to fish in. Access 

is good through the land owners agreement and it is an area easy to dive/fish when 

the winds are from the North East. 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #385, 

Identifier:  58510927d8bcf942dee74b5b, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 08:56:07 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation:  

Interest Group: [“Manawhenua”,”Comercial”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:   

 

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:     

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“M”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: oppose, 

M - Comments: WE are Totally Opposed for this reason our ancestors have gathered 

shellfish and fish from this area for 100s of years There has been no decline of 

stocks in this area  Any reserve in the akatore coastal area would result in 

intense pressure at Moturata Island  and the surrounding waters, 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #386, 

Identifier:  58513679d8bcf942dee74bb6, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 12:09:29 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Natalie & Paul Karaitiana, 

Organisation: n/a," 

Interest Group: [“Manawhenua”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”R”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: allows fishing with restrictions, 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: there must be a balance between what is proposed and our traditions / 

local people being able to maintain or remain in their livelihood of fishing. they 

must not be forced into increasing their costs in their business's under the 

assumption fishers can move on to other areas without adverse effect on their 

businesses or on the fishery in those other areas.  , 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: includes fishing with restrictions, 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: does not affect fishers so much, 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: oppose, 

R - Comments: 516 - do not agree with restriction on white baiting in this area. 

Recommend that white baiting should be a permissible seasonal activity , 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 



Opus ID: #387, 

Identifier:  58516f2cd8bcf942dee74c3d, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 16:11:24 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Aaron Fredericksen, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Recreational Fisher”,”ConsGr”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  changes, 

D - Comments: I support the type-1 out to 2km but recommend the Pleasant river 

Estuary be made a Type-2 to allow recreational fishing. This Estuary is a popular 

local whitebaiting and flounder fishing area. 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I feel the marine environment in the south east will be better 

protected by putting greater restrictions on commercial operations, which disturb 

the seafloor and deplete fish stocks.  

A reduced recreational bag limit for sensitive species should be put in place 

before their numbers get to low and not after. 

Also better monitoring of sewage and pollutants allowed to enter the waterways and 

into the sea. 





Opus ID: #389, 

Identifier:  58519bd3d8bcf942dee74d21, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 19:21:55 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Other”,”Recreational Fisher”], 

Interest Group - OtherLandowner, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“O”,”Q”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: I strongly oppose the type 1 reserve at Long Point.  My husbands 

family has been fishing here for over 100 years.  Our children now fish here and 

are learning to dive for paua.  When the weather is good, it is a safe place for 

the children to do this.  Due to the weather in this part of the country, the area 

has it's own natural protection.  There are only so many days in the year when you 

can actually get out to fish due to the weather conditions - it's very cold and the 

sea is often too rough to take a boat out or for you to be able to dive.  My 

husband has fished and dived in this area for 40 years and has not noticed a 

decline in fishstocks.  This area is our 'playground'.  We work hard on our farm 

and our downtime is spent at Long Point.  A ban on commercial fishing was 

implemented by locals 30 years ago to preserve fish stocks.  The area is frequented 

mainly by locals, it is off the beaten track so not many people know about the 

spot.  MAF officers do visit the area which is great and local people also ensure 

the area isn't pillaged by others.  We would be very upset if our right to fish 

this area was taken away from us. 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: oppose, 

Q - Comments: I oppose the type 1 reserve in this area.  This area is safe for the 

family to go fishing and gather shellfish.  Not many people know about this area so 

it is not frequented that often. 

R - Selection: 



R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: I am very disappointed and upset that Long Point was submitted as 

a reserve area by a forum member, without the proper consultation by the member, 

with people in the area ie: landowners and users.  This member has admitted that he 

has never been in the water or fished at Long Point but deems it appropriate to 

take that right away from people that do.  This is reprehensible!", 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #390, 

Identifier:  58519fe5d8bcf942dee74d43, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 19:39:17 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Yvette Searle, 

Organisation: The Bach, 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”C”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  I support the protecting of all our coastline, 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: I support protecting all our coastline, 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: As we are blessed with such wonderful coastlines why would we 

allow their destruction. There is more to be had from tourism than overfishing. It 

is simple . 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #391, 

Identifier:  5851a94cd8bcf942dee74d6a, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 20:19:24 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“G”,”H”,”I”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: Support this area as it will have less effect on my family and I.  It 

is an area that is harder to get to , 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: Support this area as it will have less effect on my family and I.  It 

is an area that is harder to get to , 

I - Selection: oppose, 

I - Comments: I am a Tomahawk Resident.  I live there with my wife and have raised 

a family there.  We have enjoyed the coastal life and take care of the wide life.  

Sea Lions, Penguins mostly. 

During our time in Tomahawk, I have seen the effects of the effluent discharge from 

Lawyers head.  I have seen the changes to the environment when the new pipe line 

was installed and the sewage was partially treated.   

So I put this to the Forum.  Even now, the Dunedin City Council are discharging the 

city’s sewage into the sea, in fact Area I – Harekeke  Point to White Island (Type 

1).  This would make the councils actions in breach of the Marine Reserve.  Please 

do not try to tell me that the Government could give exemption to the council to 

continue this practice.  That would make the Marine Reserve a joke.  Under the 

conditions of a Type 1 Marine Reserve, I quote from your paper:- 

Marine Protected Areas Tools   

“Various management tools20 are available to protect marine areas, depending on the 

assessment of threats to biodiversity at a site. Selecting the appropriate tools 

requires thinking about the whole ecosystem, including the relationship between 

habitat types, as well as the effects of different activities on habitats, both 

marine and land-based (e.g. sedimentation, fishing, mining, tourism and 

pollution)”. 

The Tomahawk, St Kilda and St Clair Beaches, are very popular with dog owners who 

walk their dogs on a daily basis.  As this practice would be within the High tide 

mark, the dog owners and their dogs would be exercising in the Marine Reserve.  Can 

you tell me the Type 1 Marine Reserve would exclude this practice? 

In the proposed Area I – Harekeke  Point to White Island (Type 1), I occasionally 

dive, spearfish and take fish and paua.  My Son now aged 23 also fishes in this 

area.  Making this a Protected Marine Reserve would stop this practice.  Again, 

something we have enjoyed for many years. 

My wife and I own a small boat that we launch in the sea.  We go out fishing, and 

catch Blue Cod, Wrasse, Barracuda,  terahiki, trumpeter, jock stewarts and Hapuka.  



We catch a feed and have some for the freezer.   The limit of 30 fin fish is too 

many and we limit ourselves to 20 fin fish each. 

We would support the daily limit be lowered to 15 fin fish each.  This limit would 

and should be imposed in all the South-East Coastal waters, regardless of a 

Protected Marine Reserve area. 

 

 

My submission is this area is already largely protected by the predominant weather 

and sea conditions which make it too rough to access most of the time. I would fish 

more regularly in this area but the prevailing conditions make it too risky during 

the time I can go fishing. Only people with vessels able to be launched from the 

beach use this area. Larger recreational vessels that can only be launched from 

either Port Chalmers or Taieri mouth do not use this area because they have to use 

a substantial amount of fuel to get there and also travel past other fishing 

grounds. 

The only other vessels which access this area are commercial. This fishery would be 

further protected by the total exclusion of commercial fishing. 

In general I support the establishment of marine reserves for the conservation of 

fisheries. 

However I disagree with this area being a type 1 reserve because 

• It will severely limit the ability for recreational fishers such as me to 

utilise fisheries easily accessible from Dunedin.  

• It will present increased safety risks. 

• There are other areas which have been clearly overfished which marine 

reserves (or a decreased catch limit) would be more appropriate 

• It will cause wastage 

I agree the current fish limits are too high. However I disagree with the proposed 

limits of 5 fish and 2 paua.  As I have said above, due to the predominant rough 

sea and weather conditions there is only a small window that I can go fishing that 

coincides with when I am not at work and so the proposed limits will cause 

fisherman such as me to take greater risks launching through surf to get to fishing 

grounds because reducing the bag limit means I would have to go fishing more to 

obtain fish for my family.  Also the proposed type 1 reserve will mean I will have 

to go further out to sea to fish which will naturally create greater risk due to 

potential engine failure, medical event weather etc. 

Rather than the fish stocks diminishing I believe this area’s fish are sustained by 

the predominant weather and sea conditions and the fact the area is only accessible 

by boat.  I think there would be more appropriate areas to have either a type 1 or 

2 reserve where there is clear evidence of over fishing such as the coast off 

Karitane or Moeraki. 

I can see a further problem that if the fish limit is reduced to five this will 

cause wastage. It is probable that people will catch multiple fish only to keep the 

biggest five fish. I know there is a strong likelihood fish which are not going to 

be kept which are not delicately and quickly returned to the sea more often than 

not die. 

There are two additional issues that I haven’t seen covered in the consultation 

document. Firstly, is has there been any research that identifies the breeding 

grounds or the resident fish or has it been confirmed they are transient.  If the 

fish are resident, do the marine reserves protect the breeding areas.? If the fish 

are transient would a marine reserve have any effect? Secondly, what size range of 

fish are the most likely to produce the largest numbers of offspring. I think the 

most fertile size range of fish should be identified and factored in to the bag 

limits.  

In summary I would support a reduction of the current limits to 15 fin fish at peak 

fertility (size) and 5 paua and I acknowledge that the Protected Marine Reserves 

need to be established. I would support he proposed alternative Marine Reserve- 

Alternative 2 G Bryozoan bed (Type 2) and H Papanui Canyon (Type 1).    

", 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 



Opus ID: #392, 

Identifier:  5851bbb8d8bcf942dee74dfa, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 21:38:00 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Lorna Doogan, 

Organisation: Experiencing Marine Reserves," 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: [“C”,”D”,”I”,”M”], 

Network Comments: The marine reserves need to be accessible by land to be able to 

be utilised by the public. 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #393, 

Identifier:  584f21b24e39312eb6cc9a3d, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 21:49:25 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Trevor Dick, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: [“D”,”F”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: From reading the documentation, this area  is a significant breading 

and rearing area for Elephant and Rig species. It would appear it would have 

limited impact on the recreational fisher. 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: Option:1 As a recreational fisher who fishes this area, I support the 

area in principal but would prefer to shift the S/W (D6) boundary north as to not 

encompass the Pleasant and Estuary. I see this area as an area where the 

public/landowner/fisher can fish and enjoy with limited capitol involvement as in 

vessels 

Option:2 I cannot support this option as it encompasses large area/s of 

recreational and commercial fishing.This would stress the remaining area surrounds. 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: oppose, 

F - Comments: This area is fished by commercial and recreational fishers. The 

weather and sea-state conditions offer it's own protection to this area. It also 

offers a wide diversity of fish species. 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 



Opus ID: #394, 

Identifier:  5851bf9bd8bcf942dee74e0e, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 21:54:35 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Andrew Penniket, 

Organisation: Experiencing Marine Reserves," 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”,”Tourism”,”Marine”,”Other”, 

Interest Group - OtherEducation, ", 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  I support the extension 

", 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection:  changes," 

D - Comments: Too remote - too small, needs to encompass the Shag Point north face 

and beach areas, or else just move the whole proposal north 

", 

E - Selection: changes, 

E - Comments: Too confusing - I support the biggest option, 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: Important place to protect, 

G - Selection: changes, 

G - Comments: Cant work out where this is?? i support the biggest option, 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: I support both options, especially the largest", 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: A good exposed coast site, valuable for paua populations", 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: Inaccessible but a good conservation reserve, 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: The only proposal with access by road as far as i can tell? a good 

example of Catlins open coast habitat, 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: changes," 

Q - Comments: I support the principle but it will be useless unless some offshore 

area is also protected as all the fish will be taken whenever they are flushed out 

by the tide - a bit like protecting an art gallery building but taking all the 

exhibits away 

extend out to sea by one kilometre", 

R - Selection: changes," 

R - Comments: Same as my reservations about Tahakopa, extend out to sea by one 

kilometre", 

S - Selection: changes, 

S - Comments: Extend out to see by one kilometre, 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: 



Creating a Network: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”], 

Network Comments: We need all these areas to fully represent the biodiversity of 

Otago/South-East coast. But they need to be bigger," 

General Comments: Yes, we are all very disappointed in our organisation that there 

are no proposals for any area accessible to the general public, that is, Mum and 

Dad and the kids with no boat or 4WD. None of the proposals provide for safe visits 

where people can park the car and go and see protected marine life, for example, 

Shag Point beach and north coast, Karitane, Mapoutahi and the Nuggets. 

This is a major omission and without such accessible and safe areas you are 

neglecting the huge benefits for education, public enjoyment, tourism and easily 

accessible research sites. If this set of proposals goes ahead as it is without at 

least one large marine reserve for the kids then I believe the process has failed 

and you are condemning Otago children to be second-class citizens. 

Also, marine reserves tucked away, out of sight, will be plundered and poached - as 

we know from examples elsewhere in NZ -eg, Poor Knights Islands. 

and i can't make the sea-sketch work for adding additional points 

In the documents available, it has been very difficult to tell where there are 

roads and how good or formed they are. this has been a major criticism of the 

process", 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #395, 

Identifier:  5851c312d8bcf942dee74e1f, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 22:09:22 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Rebecca McMullin, 

Organisation: University of Otago," 

Interest Group: [“Marine”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA:[“NoSelect”], 

Areas submitting on: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

A -Selection: support, 

A -Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

D - Selection:  support, 

D - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

E - Selection: support, 

E - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

F - Selection: support, 

F - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

G - Selection: support, 

G - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

H - Selection: support, 

H - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

I - Selection: support, 

I - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

J - Selection: support, 

J - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

K - Selection: support, 

K - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

L - Selection: support, 

L - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

M - Selection: support, 

M - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

N - Selection: support, 

N - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

O - Selection: support, 

O - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

P - Selection: support, 

P - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 



Q - Selection: support, 

Q - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

R - Selection: support, 

R - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

S - Selection: support, 

S - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!, 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: To protect Otago's unique and important marine habitats and 

ecosystems!," 

Creating a Network: 

[“A”,”B”,”C”,”D”,”E”,”F”,”G”,”H”,”I”,”J”,”K”,”L”,”M”,”N”,”O”,”P”,”Q”,”R”,”S”,”T”], 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #396, 

Identifier:  5851cc3ad8bcf942dee74e8d, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 22:48:26 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: Independent," 

Interest Group: [“Comercial”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: PHONE, 

Address:  

 

Email: 

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“B”,”C”,”T”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: support, 

B - Comments:  Strongly Support the Type 1 MPA in this areas because of important 

fish breeding ground. 

C - Selection:  support, 

C - Comments: Strongly Support the Type 2 MPA in this area because of the important 

fish breeding ground, 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: support, 

T - Comments: Should be protected at all cost. 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: [“5851c943d8bcf942dee74e5c”], 

Upload



Opus ID: #397, 

Identifier:  5851ccfdd8bcf942dee74e8e, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 22:51:41 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name:  

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: [“NoName”, 

Areas submitting on: [“O”,”R”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: I strongly oppose this site as this is a popular fishing spot for the 

recreational fish.If this reserve is put in it would mean that the smaller boats 

would have to travel further and with the quickly changing sea conditions of this 

coast line it would make it very dangerous and put life's at risk. 

A marine reserve in my mind is for the average person to be able to take there 

family diving and exploring the marine life and coast line.This site you have 

chosen does not fit that criteria,it is impossible to walk around long point itself 

and for diving it is an extremely dangerous place with very limited days that this 

could be done. 

This part of the coast line has its own protection and this is the weather. 

 

", 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: oppose, 

R - Comments: This proposed site is not used by the public very often,and less by 

the commercial fisher men.  

This is a good safe place to take young families to teach them how to fish,set 

nets, and collect shell fish. 

This site to has its own protection and that's is the weather. 



", 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #398, 

Identifier:  5851d871d8bcf942dee74ec4, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 23:40:33 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Alan Barclay, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: [“Recreational User”], 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:  

 

Email:  

Telephone: 34182111, 

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“O”,”Q”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: oppose, 

O - Comments: I oppose Long Point type 1. We have a crib at Papatowai and spend a 

lot of time there.Long point is a handy fishing spot but it is well protected by 

the weather so is often unfishable because of the weather. 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: oppose, 

Q - Comments: As the weather allows we like to fish for trout and flounder in the 

estuary. I feel it dosnt require protection. In the last 12 months I have only seen 

2 people  fishing from the shore on that side.Access is not easy without a boat and 

the bush protects the other side. Signs proclaiming protection would detract from 

the scenery.. 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 

Network Comments: 

General Comments: 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload



Opus ID: #399, 

Identifier:  5851da04d8bcf942dee74edd, 
Date: Wed Dec 14 2016 23:47:16 GMT+0000 (UTC), 

Name: Robert Baxter, 

Organisation: 

Interest Group: 

Interest Group - Other, 

Contact Method: EMAIL, 

Address:   

  

 

Email:  

Telephone:  

OIA: 

Areas submitting on: [“K”], 

A -Selection: 

A -Comments: 

B -Selection: 

B - Comments: 

C - Selection: 

C - Comments: 

D - Selection: 

D - Comments: 

E - Selection: 

E - Comments: 

F - Selection: 

F - Comments: 

G - Selection: 

G - Comments: 

H - Selection: 

H - Comments: 

I - Selection: 

I - Comments: 

J - Selection: 

J - Comments: 

K - Selection: 

K - Comments: I oppose this reserve because, the area is to large around the 

island, I support the island as a reserve. I think reduce the all quota to lesser 

amounts. we are very weather dependent here. I fish from small inflatable boat with 

family, making us fish further out to see brings a lot more danger. 

The bigger the reserve around  the island will bring more fish, 

more seals more sharks close to local beach's bring a greater danger of shark 

attack. As a point of interest I still fish where my grandfather and father fished 

from in row boats over 100 years ago, and I still catch fish to feed family from 

there spots. 

", 

L - Selection: 

L - Comments: 

M - Selection: 

M - Comments: 

N - Selection: 

N - Comments: 

O - Selection: 

O - Comments: 

P - Selection: 

P - Comments: 

Q - Selection: 

Q - Comments: 

R - Selection: 

R - Comments: 

S - Selection: 

S - Comments: 

T - Selection: 

T - Comments: 

Creating a Network: 



Network Comments: 

General Comments: 1: reduce quota across the board 

2: limited amount you can have in your possession at any one time. 

(Like  paua) 

3: listen to locals about these local issues. 

4: make lifting a commercial cod pot while on a charter fish trip come from the 

charter quota which doesn't happen now. 

5: please think of the little boats and kayaks that do fish inside your proposed 

area . 

POI: 

Boundary Changes: 

Upload
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