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Introduction
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1. The purpose of the Fisheries Act is to provide for utilisation whilst ensuring sustainability.
Redundant commercial closures where they still exist — as is the case in PAU 5D - are an
impadiment to commercial vtilisation and discriminate against commercial rights holders.
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2. The NZ RLIC submits that fisheries management under the QMS is most appropriate at the level of
the QMA through the setting of a TAC and allowances. For sessile and sedentary species there are
risks of localised depletion if effort is not spread and ideally for those species, commercial and non-
commetcial fishing should be managed at a finer scale to reflect the sub populations that make up
the overall QMA stock.

3. MPIlcan look to rock lobster and paua fisheries for long established examples of better and more
responsive management approaches to managing fishing to ensure reasonable lavels of non-
commercial fishing opportunity and fishing success. Those examples relate principally to industry



PAU 5D Proposal
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initiatives to maintain stock abundance well above statutory reference levels but also extend to a
range of local voluntary arrangements to enhance recreational fishing opportunity within season.

Whether or not those voluntary arrangements constitute good management of fishing is a moot
point given that there is no requirement for recreational users to record and report effort and
landings. The fishery management benefits anticipated by TAC seiting would ideally be detived
from an assurance that allowances are not exceeded.

NZ RLIC does not support any regulatory intervention that excludes commerciai¥ist
being fished by other user groups. This type of exclusion removes
commercial sectors to engage in fisheries management initiati
responsibilities.
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. closures are now regarded by some non-commercial users as “recreational-only” areas is
jrrefevant as a fisheries management consideration. There is no legislative foundation or any
agreed policy which confers either priority or preference to recreational fishing, Inshore stocks are
generally regarded as “shared fisheries” and it is not a role of MPI to take an advocacy role on
behalf of any extractive user sector. Recreational interests in shared fisheries are acknowledged by
the allowance made in TAC setting. Their fishing success, like everyone else’s is determined by
overall stock abundance.

The expectation as outlined in MPI Fishery Plans Is that within the constraints of allowances made
for them, stakeholder groups will cooperatively negotiate the details of the sharing arrangements
as deemed necessary. The focus when considering the PAU 5D fishery must principally be on the
stock, and on stock status; in which case priority goes to evaluating the impact on the stock of
remaving commercial exclusions.

The NZ RLIC contends that in light of no concurrent or proposed TAC/TACC increases, remaoval of
commercial exclusions will enable a greater spread of effort across fishing grounds thereby




reducing exploitation rates on some {which comprise the majority of the current commercial
landings) whilst marginally increasing exploitation rates in others. The “re-balancing” of
commercial fishing activity under the static TACC scenario should allow the fishery to Improve at a
faster rate and enable improved non-commercial fishing opportunities across a wider area of the
fishery.

11. The additional spread of commercial effort across paua grounds coupled with mandatory record
keeping and reporting and voluntary fine-scale data collection also enables an information deficit to
be addressed which will assist in guiding future TAC decisions.
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13. The concern of the “shared fisheries” consultation and notification

ess urrently ru ~The MPI Recreational Forum which considered the initial PAU
had no.mandate; obviously was out of touch with regional sector interests;
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taking any responsibility at all for the criticism of the consultation and

t-from areas other than from

ercial rights holders, in this case PauaMACS and the Faua Industry Council, cannot have
confidence in the consultation processes estahlished and overseen by MPI; and if MPI continues to
@ require prior cansultation by commercial interests before "accepting” proposals for regulatory
amendments - but cannot ensure a consistent and accountable consultation framework - then
industry and MP1 will make little progress on refining and improving the regulatory framework to
the benefit of fisheries and to the business of fishing.

15. There is understandable concern across the rock lobster and paua industries that a relatively simple
and potentially effective fishery managernent proposal is heing hi-jacked by a range of self-
interested individuals and crganisations unwilling to focus an the overall fisheries management
framework and fuelling a general anti-commercial fishing rhetoric.

Conclusion

16. The facts of the PAU 5D proposal are that:



» the regulations which exclude commercial fishing from areas of coastiine are redundant for the
reasons they were originally implemented;

o recreational users will still be able to catch their daily bag limit of paua across the PAU 5D
fishery;

o Dbecause of well-managed commercial effort spread the PAU 5D stock abundance should
increase faster given no TACC increase and assuming recreational removals do not exceed the

allowance made for them. «
MP! has consistently affirmed that it is committed to actively seeking opportuniti { ebenefits and @

sustainable use opportunities as noted in the National Fisheries Plan fo 0
2030 strategy. The industry proposal for PAU 5D presents such an oppetb ﬁ‘ d with minimaiiefort and
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As previously noted, the NZ RLIC supports Option 2 as@ i
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