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for the aspiring angler

UPPER CLUTHA'ANGLING CLUB

Otago Regional Council 1 September 2021
70 Stafford St
Dunedin

Attn ORC Policy Team

PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT
The Submitter
This submission is made on behalf of the Upper Clutha Angling Club.

The club has more than 100 members and is based in Wanaka. The primary objective of the club is to
encourage the pursuit of fishing as an active pastime for community members of all age groups. Club
members primarily fish the lakes and rivers of Central Otago but also regularly fish inland waters in
other regions as well as fish along both the east and west coast of the South Island.

Establishing a Valued Aquatic Environment

The purpose of the ORPS is defined on page 5 of the document. In summary, the ORPS is intended to
set out objectives, policies and methods to resolve identified environmental issues.

Unfortunately, the document is silent on how a balance is to be struck between the ORPS goal of
protecting indigenous fish and the presence of Salmonids in almost all our regional lakes and rivers.

It must be recognised that Salmonids deserve their future place as an important part of the Otago
aquatic environment. Firstly, they contribute to the balanced lifestyle and well-being of Otago
residents. There is a large and active fishing community in Otago with about 18,000 fishing licence
holders. Secondly, they are a significant contributor to the regional economy. One study has
suggested a regional contribution of between $88 and $130million pa . Thirdly, Otago is recognised
internationally for the quality of its’ trout fishery adding yet another reason for tourists to visit and
help sustain the regional tourist industry.

The need to protect indigenous fish is understood and supported by our members but we would
contend that this goal requires a well-researched investigation to understand the interaction of
aquatic species in our lakes and rivers. Our observations of the current status of indigenous fish
suggests their protection does not require exclusion of Salmonids from our rivers and lakes. In fact



the biggest threat to indigenous fish is loss of habitat (eg wetland loss) and loss of connectivity (eg
dams, diversions and dry streams and rivers) not the presence of salmonids.

This ORPS must confirm the need for a balanced population of indigenous fish and salmonids in our
rivers and lakes with a scientifically based management plan to ensure healthy populations of all
aquatic species living in high quality water with sufficient year-round water flows.

There can be a balance —it is not an all or nothing situation.

Specific Comments on Proposed Policy Statement

It is recognised the ORPS is a high-level document that often relies on subservient documents for
specific criteria. However, there are some concepts that are broad reaching and would benefit from
definition or wording modification in the ORPS

- Pages 75 and 76 the term ‘Healthy State’ is used. This is a very important benchmark and as
such needs a properly quantified and measurable definition.

- Page 96 there is a requirement that ‘all provisions relevant to an issue or decision must be
considered’. This statement is so broad as to be meaningless.

- Page 129 section LF-FW-P7 (1) has the term ‘if degraded, improved’. This is so loose it is
meaningless.

- Page 132 section LFF-FW-P15 2(a) and 2(b) use the term ‘where one is available’. We believe
all urban areas should have, within a realistic timeframe, properly engineered and
monitored stormwater and sewage reticulation systems with discharge points to the
environment appropriately monitored. The present wording is not compatible with
responsible management of the environment.

- Page 133 section LFF-FW-P15 2(f). The term ‘wherever practicable’ should be deleted.
Recognised engineering measures are available to mitigate these problems and as is
regularly observed in the Wanaka area, developers take advantage of this type of wording to
instal low cost (ie profit maximising) solutions for run-off management to the detriment of
our rivers and lakes.

We trust this feedback is of use and would be happy to discuss our comments further should
that be of assistance.

Yours faithfully,

John Binney

President UCAC

(1) 2014 Masters Thesis by Liang Jiang
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