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 “I have talked many bait fishermen/ women here on the Whanganui and Whakapapa they all 
used Mussels from the supermarket and none of them had a License.”
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 

 “I propose that a maximum size limit be imposed as well. This will protect our trophy fish.”
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Adam 

My Name Is John Dickson and I am a fisherman in the Hamilton area 

I would like to give my thoughts to the proposed changes to the fish and game regulations 

It is actually the first time I have made a formal submission on any topic, But I feel obliged to do so given 
the interest in the fishing community 

I have had some conversation with Nigel Juby and hence have some understanding of the rationale behind 
the proposed changes 

As a medical practitioner, who works in a field of constant change, I am aware of some principles that are 
relevant here 

Firstly, it is our natural inclination to dislike change. When oƯered an alternative way of doing things, even 
though they may prove better, we are often at first reluctant to take them on. 

Secondly, very often if a change is made to solve a particular problem, it is often replaced by other 
problems, some of them unintended and unexpected 

This leads to the third principle "If it isn't broken, don't fix it" 

I note the comment regarding the hundred regulations that apply in this region. Looking on your website, 
they mostly relate to closed season details and the regulations relating to how we fish are relatively few. 

In that regard, I don't I don't think they are unnecessarily complicated 

The proposed changes regarding the opening or closing of seasons seem reasonable. Having said that in 
this area, there is reasonable access to winter fishing. Furthermore, we have the blessing of the proximity 
to the Taupo region with some of the best winter fishing in the world 

I myself like the seasonality of fishing where there is a place in time for things 

Therefore, I do not have any particular objection to that change, but in my heart would prefer to leave things 
as they are 

I take the point that a possibly significant cause of fish mortality is fishing in hot conditions with the 
metabolic cost of a fish being caught is often unsurvivable. Particularly as this is the period where brown 
trout are more likely to spawn. In that regard, it would make more sense to close some fisheries in late 
summer. Doing so as likely to result in a march on parliament by fisherman and hence this is probably an 
issue best dealt with by education rather than regulation. 

I feel diƯerently about the proposed changes to open all fisheries to all styles of fishing. Flyfishing, even 
though perhaps the most eƯective way to catch fish, is a challenging art. As such there is a selection bias 
as to the types of individual who will choose to do so. I suspect that opening all fisheries to spin and bait 
fishing will see more fisherman who fish primarily to provide for the table and rather than the art of fishing 
or the wilderness experience. Therefore, I think you will find there will be more fisherman who are less 
respectful of fish health or indeed, the fish and game regulations. I can see scenarios where  local bait or 
spin fisherman pop down to a rivers best pools once a week or so to extract the bigger fish , with potential 
conflict over access. 

The Southland experience, where I gather similar changes have proved not to be problematical, may be 
diƯerent from here where we have a larger population base.  

Perhaps that is an unkind social judgment reflective of my own biases. Furthermore you might say it is not 
our place to judge on such variables. Nevertheless this change has the potential to possibly reshape the 
fishing experience. 



 It seems to me that there is ample opportunity for fisherman who prefer those methods and Fish primarily 
for the table to do so under the current regulations. And keeping the concept of the third principal above 
(Not changing things in a way that may have unexpected and unintentional consequences, unless there is 
a clear advantage to doing so), I think that I would oppose this change and would prefer things to be left as 
they are 

Finally thank you, and your team for the many hours of unpaid work that you perform on our behalf in the 
interest of the fishery and fishermen. 

John 

 

Hi Adam, 

I think it is great to simplify the rules for rivers. I assume the rules for lakes will remain as they are? 

My view on the proposed rules: 

Year-round season on most rivers (excluding spawning areas) 

Agree, I think fish should be left to spawn in peace so identifying the spawning areas is critical. 

No restrictions on gear (spin, bait and fly on all streams) 

Totally agree. 

I don't see a reason for one method to be favoured over the others. I personally own fly gear for the purpose 
of fishing the "fly only" waters and that happens very very rarely. 

 All these rules here and there put parents and children oƯ freshwater fishing in my view. Kids can't try what 
they want and is easy - have to be guided all the time - this is allowed, this is not. 

2 fish daily limits for all rivers 

Neutral on this one - maybe make it 3 or 4 fish if the 5 fish limit is an issue.   

Small limit favours locals and they have the opportunity to go often anyways. 

The reality for me: 

I live in South/East Auckland. 

A fishing trip is minimum $100 in petrol driving south and I would like to bring something home after such 
expense. 

I can't aƯord to go often, majority of my trips are blanks anyways just to reinforce the above. 

When I go, I spent a lot of time trying to find access to the river, searching for a farmer to ask for permission, 
etc... 

As a result I go to the lakes more often than rivers. 

Thanks again! 

Regards, 

Klim  

 

  



I am in favour of bait fishing on all waters, it will bring more people to the sport who will probably become 
fly fishers. 

Kind regards, 

Stuart Buchanan 

 

Hello Adam. 

I have just, through a third party, read the basic framework of possible or proposed changes to the AKL/ 
WAIKATO chapter of F & G. 

Whilst I totally agree with your comment regarding a multitude of conflicting regulations I feel a blanket 
opening of everything including bait fishing is just pushing the parcel way too far. We are so fortunate in this 
country to have such magnificent waterways and part of that pleasure is to have seasonal and fly only 
restrictions in some areas. To kill oƯ spawning fish in sensitive back country rivers where there are no 
releases makes little sense. When it becomes a financially driven decision to perhaps just sell more 
licences it probably strikes a nerve with passionate fly fishermen who I’m sure represent a high percentage 
of ongoing annual licence sales. 

By all means simplify the regulations in some of the less significant non-trophy waters but do stand firm on 
closed seasons for rivers like the Whakapapa, Whanganui above the confluence, and other important 
waterways and some tributaries. How would duck shooters react without an opening day to look forward 
to. Fly fishermen probably feel the same. 

I have purchased a licence every year for almost sixty years and I guided professionally out of Rotorua for 
20 years. I am still an associate member of the NZPFGA. During this time we operated a lodge with an 
exclusively high end US fishing clientele. NZ arguably oƯers one of the world’s finest wild fisheries. I would 
even argue for “catch and release” only in some of our rivers, an extremely common compliance in other 
countries. We need to look after our wild fisheries for the next generation. Let’s not change for change sake. 

At  80 years of age I still look forward to opening day. With the Taupo winter fishing option for North Islanders 
we are well catered for during the closed season. As for bait fishing…..probably  best kept for eels and 
coarse fish! 

Just my thoughts. 

Tight lines 

 

Simon…………. <*)))>< 

Simon Robertson 

Rotorua Trout Safaris Ltd. 

3a/38 James Cook Crescent 

Remuera 1050 

T: 027 2896442 

Associate member : NZPFGA 

 

  



Couple of points. I agree re changes to catch limits, fish size limits etc. Such changes are part of ongoing 
fisheries management and would likely need to continue to change in response to fish population changes. 

 

I don't agree with allowing all fishing methods in all places. I don't think there is any groundswell of demand 
for changes to allow bait fishing or spinning in fly-only water. Maybe there are some tweaks that could be 
done on some streams but I am fully in favour of retaining the status quo. I believe that the argument that 
the system needs simplifying is coming from the top and not from the anglers. 

 

Closing streams in winter is a management issue again so I would fully respect Fish and Game making the 
call on streams that should be closed.  

Regards 

Steve Davis 

ps I couldn't find the survey! 

 

Having read through the proposed rule changes I wish to comment. 

 

Having fished for many years I do not support the removal of fly fishing only areas. Apart from being easier 
to take trout, spinning does not mix with fly fishing. The method disturbs the water more and covers water 
more quickly putting flyfishers at a disadvantage with respect to enjoying their sport. All the fly fishers I 
know release their fish when fishing in the Auckland area streams. My experience of spin fishers is that they 
kill their catch. I note your argument about survival of released fish but do have some scepticism of how 
real this is. 

If the rules are changed I would be keen that this is for a trial period to see how it does work in practise 

 

Thanks for this and your other great work 

Jonathan Cross 

Hi Auckland/Waikato Fish and Game Council, I have no problem with the move to simplify the fishing 
regulations in our area. 

I am comfortable with liberalisation of fishing methods but would prefer the upper reaches to be fly-fishing 
only. 

I am happy with a consistent bag limit [ 2 fish ] but am concerned that some of the back-country rivers will 
not be able to tolerate this level of harvest [ e.g. upper reaches of Whakapapa River ] , while others such as 
Waihou will remain overcrowded with fish. 

I am not comfortable with the known spawning streams being fished all year long. 

My concern with the proposed changes is that the fishing pressure is very diƯerent in diƯerent parts of the 
country and the proposed changes do not reflect the diƯerent demographics and fishing pressures. 

 Tom Watson 

 

  



Hi Adam, 

 

I trust you are well. I was looking for the survey but could not find it in relation to a submission. 

Only comment my end is and it might sound exclusive. But I think the Whakapapa should be fly fishing only 
not bait or spin. I’ve seen recent pics from anglers using soft plastics and due to the nature of the 
equipment would say the fish will be damaged or not survive. I promote barbless where I can. I’d hope such 
a good fishery could be preserved for the future. 

 

Thanks. 

Rob Vaz 

 

Please find my feedback on the proposed changes/survey questions found on your website. I think it is very 
positive creating more consistent rules which also helps the self-regulating nature that the Waikato needs 
when fish and game do not have the capacity to monitor our vast range of waterways. I am concerned with 
the introduction of bait to streams but I think the rest seems sensible and well thought out.  

Thanks for giving members the chance to participate.  

Q1 Methods of take 

Your evidence on the catch rate comparable to other methods seems valid. I would comment that the main 
concern I would have with limiting the restrictions to allowing for bait fishing is largely due the way these 
fishermen fish which does not align with other methods of fishing. Bait fishing parking up on a river restricts 
others ability to use the waterway and compared to a fly or spin fishermen who moves frequently allowing 
more fishermen per area the fishing methods are not comparable allowing people to fish next to eachover. 
I personally see a correlation with littering and damage to vegetation, banks etc caused by people bait 
fishing compared to other types.  

Talking with local Iwi suggest they have concern with tuna being likely to be caught with bait which is of 
concern to me as we need to protect, prioritise actions to improve our native species.  

I also have concerns with foul fishing (foul hooking fish on purpose during spawning) in shallow spawning 
streams with spin fishing methods which may create Canadian like issues. 

Recommendation for trout 

1. For fishing on lakes all methods accepted, experianced fishermen generally move onto more untouched 
areas so the easiest access or most common to be fished should be the least restricted to get people 
started. 

2. fishing on main rivers all but bait 

3.  fishing on small shallow streams fly fishing only, protects the amenitify value for dedicated experianced 
anglers who show these areas alot of respect.  

 

Q2 Closed season 

Trout are introduced species and reduce the ability for native species to thrive. As a farmer I see what the 
trout eat in my waterway during spawning so more than happy to allow people to remove a few extra from 
the population in these small farm streams. It does not seem right to restrict fishing on small waterways 
which hold hundreds of trout in 50m spacings during spawning.  

 



Q3 Consistent bag limits 

Agree, 2 fish per person seems sensible. Allows boat fishermen to catch a good feed per boat for the family 
and a solo angler is not commonly taking more than 2.  

Recommendation - Increase the size limit and allow 3 per person 

Q4 Size restrictions 

If the principle of sustainable fishing means holding other anglers to account and having a clear standard 
of acceptance I would not support removing the size limit. Anglers often self regulate when they see people 
poaching tiny trout. I have experiance on south Waikato streams with people taking dozens of 10cm fish, 
what meat do you get from this? 

Thanks For the information , Comparing Southland with Auckland for a survey is looking for something that 
suits your needs the population numbers are so vastly diƯerent .  

And yes the Spin anglers are a concern in the use of treble hooks should be banded and if you looked at 
Wellington with a slot limit introduced they are banning triple hooks so they can be released   . This is down 
to you to educate that fisherpersons will catch more fish with a single hook or spinning with a fly . 

I agree about the fishing to hot a water , in Slovenia they close all smaller streams if the reach 20c not just 
com people . Is  very hard if we have organised a comp people have booked acom travelled , marked beats 
and cannot move venues because we  need permission  . 

Please let my know when you stop duck shooters because they are to good a shoot     

Thanks Adam Peter Scott will be sending out letters to councils impacted  

Thank you Adam and yes I have talked to you on the River did not consider you a ranger sorry . what about 
the whakapapa / Whanganui bait/ no closed session . Peter   

 

Peter Scott <peter@hanak.co.nz> 
Subject: Auckland/Waikato Fish & Game - Proposed changes to fishing regulations . 

1/ To many Regulations there may be to many but if you do not police any what does it matter weather you 
have 2 or 100 , last time I saw a Ranger was at least 12 year ago and he was a volunteer ranger on the 
Ohinemuri  

2 / only one significant spawning stream the Mangatutu does someone your board like this stream , 
Unfortunately you control what may be the best combine river in the world the Whakapapa / Whanganui 
and you treat it like it is not significant . This may be your only real Trophy water .  

3/ Bait fishing I have talked many bait fishermen/ women here on the Whanganui  and Whakapapa they all 
used Mussels from the supermarket and none of them had a License , but of course your rangers would 
know that  . 

4/significant spawning  stream , looking after the Ohinemuri is very important with this river being closest 
to the biggest population in NZ the upper Waipa ,there are many streams as important as the Mangatutu 
and I really like that stream  

5/ simplifying regulation and opening river up year round why not do that with hunting , duck shooting let 
me know when you drop opening day for duck shooting  

 I will be writing a letter to your board and to the Fish and Game council spent the weekend fishing/ Teaching 
with you new Chairwomen  

6/ like the picture is it the Mangatutu  

 

  



Hi Adam, good to talk to you today although the fact that I had to call you to understand what is actually 
proposed illustrates the central problem with this proposal. 

This proposal lacks an explicit rationale. What is the problem which Fish and Game is trying to resolve and 
why do they believe that this proposal will resolve that problem? 

Simplifying the regulations implies that the existing regulations are a problem. How are they a problem? 
How do you know they are a problem? 

To say that Southland made these changes and nothing bad happened there is hardly a rationale. What 
problem was Southland trying to solve? Why did they believe that simplifying the regulations would solve 
that problem? What has been the positive impact of these changes in Southland - were angler numbers 
dropping and have license sales in Southland increased as a result of the simplified regulatory 
environment? 

I understand that Fish and Game commissioned a report which is the driver behind these changes. Why 
haven’t members been told about this report? Why is this report not available to members? 

The level of detail provided is dismal. There is an implication that all the fly only zones with the exception 
of the Mangatutu will disappear. That’s a very significant change for fly fishermen but I only managed to get 
into the detail of that by talking to you. If you are consulting about change then your members deserve 
something more detailed than the few paragraphs provided. 

For fly fisherman a reduction in fly only water is a very significant change which needs a carefully thought 
through and explicit rationale.  

There should be a consultation document which outlines the perceived problem, the proposed changes 
and why Fish and Game believe these changes will impact positively on the problem. This is a minimal 
requirement for any competent organisation consulting about change today. 

Towards the end of our call, I asked you for an update on the organisational changes that Fish and Game 
have been talking about in recent years. I asked because it has been clear for a long time that Fish and 
Game needs a much more professional approach. The poor quality of this consultation eƯort illustrates 
the urgent need for an organisational refresh. 

Please don’t take this personally Adam. I have always found you easy to approach, very knowledgeable and 
helpful. Unfortunately, I don’t feel the same way about Fish and Game as an organisation. 

As a fly fisherman I feel that this proposal signals a significant shift in the alignment of my interests with the 
direction of travel within Fish and Game. I am struggling to understand why I should continue to be a 
subscribing member. 

Concerns. 

1. Transfer of disease and pest species via contaminated baits. 
2. Fish rendered nonviable to release due to deeper hooking with use of bait. 
3. Devaluation of the trout fishing sport. 
4. A limit reduction to 2 per day is too lean, unfair for many who cant fish often and seems unnecessary. I 

question my own participation in the future if the limit is only 2. I am not greedy, but there will be times 
depending on eƯort and related expenses  where 2 is insuƯicient and unfair.  

5. Policing. Unlicensed people can just say that they are eeling. 

Possible solutions to the above in order. 

1. With simplification of regulations, make it blinding clear and very strict that baits used must be from 
the same waterway or heavy penalties. 

2. No solution if bait is used. 
3. Reduce the cost of license accordingly. By 50% in my opinion, especially with a daily catch limit of 

only 2. 
4. Make the daily catch limit 4 fish per day. 
5. Running lines only, but, why can't someone use a rod for eels if they desire to? 



Positives. 

1. Revitalizing trout fishing. 
2. Simplification of regulations. 
3. Am presuming the cost of licenses will be reduced  

Good luck. 

Erin Hampson-tindale  

Hey Adam. 

Sorry mate. Just lastly, but I must add  

 

I was sitting here having my coƯee this morning and another feeling that came over me around the idea of 
allowing bait fishing for trout after having more time to process my thoughts. 

I think broad bait fishing will devalue the sport. Trout fishing has a certain sophistication and class to it, 
which gives it value and in turn creates revenue based on the fact that it is a privilege to undertake in the 
sport and thus, we buy our licenses.  

The fact that trout are actually an introduced pest that gorges on all that's native and indigenous is 
irrelevant given that in reality, money rules. 

I think normalizing bait fishing for trout will seriously degrade and devalue the sport. 

 

Cheers mate. 

Erin 

 

Hello Daniel and thanks for the oppertunity to comment on proposed changes to fishing regulations in the 
Auckland/Waikato region. I am an obsessed fresh water angler having fished NZ waters over the last fifty 
plus years beginning my adventure in the Wellington Fish and Game region on the Otaki river. I believe 
there is oppertunity for all methods, fly, spin and bait to apply on our New Zealand lakes and rivers having 
progessed as a young angler from spin fishing to fly fishing which has been my preferred method over the 
last 40 or so years. I say preferred method as not to sound elitest, as I love promoting our great outdoors 
to our younger anglers, the voices of our future sport. I have been involved with childrens fly fishing events 
at the Tongariro National Trout Centre over the last 30 years. Fishing the pond advocates for fly fishing 
providing a quality experience for the children involved. 

 What concerns me with the overall feeling of these proposed Fish and Game regulation changes is the 
open door policy of these changes and the eƯect this may or may not have on our National Angling Jewels 
our unique and unspoilt rivers and lakes of NZ. If simplifying the regulations for the Auckland /Waikato 
regions is aimed at making it simple for anglers to understand the regulations and simply get more 
anglers on the water and increase licence sales, it will probably achieve its aim but at what expence to 
the future wellbeing of our present great fisheries. The past great work and dedication of Fish and Game 
management will I believe largely have been ignored at the prospect of a quick fix and fingers crossed 
approach.Managers in the past would have thought of this if it was that simple but they had a clear vision 
( I believe ) of Fish and Games future and most importly of the future wellbeing of our rivers and lakes, 
their environmental outcomes, their habitat protection and kaitiakitunga for future anglers. 

 The fact that some changes have already been implimented by Southland Fish and Game and so far have 
had no adverse eƯect means nothing, yet! I am not against change here but I am against blanket, as 
mentioned quick fix change. Anglers in general are passionate about their sport and the environment, 
they return year after year to their favourite lake or river because of a number of authentic, positive 
reasons not just fish numbers. International anglers visiting our waters will judge us for sure, like why are 



they now charged more to fish in what has become an anything goes unprotected river. A blanket change 
may create a tide we can't turn. I would be most interested to be involved in any future discussions, 
Thanks for your time and Tight Line 

Peter Wilton, Taupo. 

Adam 

 

Whoever could have anticipated Fish & Game would ever encourage trout roe and hooked cicadas and 
soft plastics being used on prime back-country streams instead of prosecuting that activity 

Not even a proposal to preserve any streams for ethical fishing. Wow. 

'For the children'?....I'm left speechless. 

The fix for this is political, inside and outside Fish & Game.  

You might get away with this for a little while but not forever. 

Regards 

Tim Blanch 

 

Hi Adam 

Just did the survey and wrote in it that I would be happy to join a discussion group if there were any, but I 
don’t think the survey can get back to its participants? Anyway, I would like current (there are hardly any: 5 
river sections out of 80!!) fly-only waters to remain and I would like a potential universal bag to be higher 
than 2; in the survey I said 4 but perhaps I could live with 3. 

Cheers 

J 

 

Hello Adam 

Any long term hard stats on the " impact on fish stocks" or just loose observation by people in favour of 
unethical fishing because anyone can do it? 

The legalisation of jigging in Lake Taupo and the Rotorua lakes has been a disaster. Tourist operation party 
boats love it, 'we all get to kill a fish'. I see the same deep holes fished daily, 365 days a year, weather 
permitting. 

When they have bait, release will be impossible with deeply swallowed hook ups. 

I'm a foreigner who has made 60+ fly fishing trips to NZ.  

If this stupidity becomes actuality I see that ending in a couple of years, there's always Alaska. 

You might like to look at sophisticated Nth American trout management. Try your approach with the 
premium trout streams there and there will be a revolt. 

Why would you want to push the resource? 

"You won't know what you got til it's gone". 

Regards 

Tim Blanch 



 

This proposal will destroy the fishery  

allowing bait on almost all streams will disincentivize people to take up fly fishing 

catch and release will become redundant as bail is usually taken down into the gut  

the rubbish left by bait fisherman will litter the side and stream eg the wharfs around the country are full 
of plastic bait bags 

regards steve besley 

 

Good morning 

 

I am a trout fisher in the Waikato and King Country area and licence holder for 50 years. Over this time I 
have seen many changes in both the fish populations in various streams as well as the fishing pressure. 
For example, 30-50 years ago there was an abundant population of brown trout in the upper Waipa 
catchment, with many fish migrating into the head waters as summer advanced. These days the 
Morakurarua and upper Waipa are predominantly rainbow fisheries with a smaller population of brown 
trout. Similarly the ratio of browns to rainbows has shifted to a lesser degree in the Mangatutu and Puniu 
rivers. There is generally a reduction in mayfly hatches on these and other streams and even lace fly 
numbers are greatly diminished compared to decades ago. Younger fishers will not be aware of the 
wonderful fishing we enjoyed through the 70’s and 80’s in particular, although the fishing can still be 
excellent. 

I am keen to see younger folk get into the sport, and to this end it’s great that there are opportunities for 
spin and bait fishing throughout the district. However some fisheries are quite susceptible to over fishing 
and also the experience in the headwater fisheries can be destroyed by indiscriminate and uncontrolled 
fishing pressure. I am very aware that with the increase in catch and release philosophy, the fish in some 
of our smaller streams become increasingly shy and diƯicult to catch as summer progresses. In fact It’s 
almost possible to “label” some of the fish as having been caught before, judging from their behaviour. 
This is especially true in areas that are fished almost on a daily basis. 

On a number of occasions I have had a day's fishing destroyed by spin anglers marching along the river 
banks in full view and covering great distances of river with a few casts into each pool before rapidly 
walking on up river, leaving long stretches of river disturbed - eƯectively for the rest of the day. On smaller 
rivers, spin fishers and fly fishers do not often share the same approach to leaving the river as 
undisturbed as possible. 

I believe that sensitive smaller streams in the headwaters should be designated as fly only. Making all 
fisheries open to all methods runs the risk of destroying a special experience for everyone. Fly only 
fisheries are not “exclusive" in fact the opposite, as their very existence encourages younger people to 
take up fly fishing in order to enjoy the very special surroundings and quiet enjoyment of these pristine 
places. There are lots of opportunities for "all method” fishing in the larger rivers and lakes, but the small 
streams in particular need to be protected for the unique experience available in those areas. There is a 
significant risk in relaxing rules to a level of all methods, everywhere. All sports and recreations by and 
large have self imposed rules to make sure participants can enjoy themselves but within certain 
boundaries of behaviour etc. 

 

There are very few fly only waters in the district currently. When these were designated in the past, it was 
for good reason. In particular, I would encourage a fly only rule upstream of Toa's bridge on the Waipa, for 
the upper Mangatutu above the quarry, and for the Moakurarua above Honikiwi. The very nature of these 
small streams means that they can only tolerate limited fishing eƯort. An attempt to increase numbers of 



people fishing such areas will spoil the experience for everyone. Nobody wants to spend the day fly fishing 
up a small stream behind a group of spin fishers. 

Close seasons are essential to allow rivers to have a “rest” especially during spawning times. Catching 
slabby fish post spawning is easy and inexperienced fishers may find this rewarding without realising the 
damage that can be done. Some rivers are more vulnerable to fishing pressure than others, so catch 
limits should be tailored to suit, and indeed should be varied regularly to reflect fish populations etc. 

I would be worried if a “any method” and "no close seasons" philosophy was then adopted for game birds 
and whitebait, just to increase availabilty for everyone ! How about "all methods" on the Taupo rivers, say 
the Tongariro for example……………. 

The intention to increase angler access to rivers is great and I applaud Fish and Game’s work regarding 
this. The relaxation of rules and regulations however may well prove to be detrimental. We are all 
custodians of our very special fishery and need to preserve a good experience for everyone in the future. 

I will also complete the on-line survey 

Mike Goold 

 

Hi Adam 

Thanks for the opportunity to make a submission on the rule changes. 

The points I would like to make are these: 

Bait fishing would create a static fishing environment in a number of our waterways more suited to a 
mobile fishing approach, this then denies other anglers opportunity. 

Bait fishing could increase a higher mortality in small fish with the hook causing internal damage and the 
inability to remove the barbed hook to avoid this. 

Bait fishing will increase angler pressure on waterways, a sort of dumbing down the approach and 
impacting on other more sporting approaches, we see it on US waterways.  

Bait fishing would increase fish take in rivers that during higher flows and turbidity currently fish have 
some degree of protection with the current approaches being much less eƯective during this time. 

The baits available today must have a greater impact on fish numbers than when the bait was a worm on 
a hook approach, this could mean more fish caught and and an angler upsizing while on the water with 
smaller fish discarded as they sought to achieve this. Again younger fish becoming victims of this 
approach. 

 Some cultures here will welcome this with groups decending on waterways currently protected by the 
current legislation. Bringing a take all they can approach. We see this consistently in the saltwater 
fisheries. 

Some rivers such as the Arapuni and Mangatutu need rules to protect not just the fish numbers but the 
experience of fishing such waters. Two that I believe should be totally catch and release with flyfishing 
only. 

Large groups taking over a fishery already occurs with the NZ Sport flyfishing organisation virtually 
ticketing waters for their competitions excluding others from such waters  this would only get worse with 
allowing bait fishing. 

I would like to see the winter spawning rules brought forward a month to end of May in sensitive fisheries 
especially giving those fish that have already moved into these environments added protection especially 
with the possible threat of bait fishing occurring. 

A two fish limit should be applied to ALL sports fishing in the region in all waterways as a stand alone rule 
change not as a means to allow the other changes to occur unless a no keep catch and release approach, 



many if not all waterways are in a poorer environmental state then twenty years ago the Waikato Regional 
Council water quality testing reflects this and a change to a two fish limit is overdue already with habitat 
degregation and ongoing concern and reality. 

I feel we need to bring in changes to better protect fisheries rather than add to the fishing pressure 
waterways that have high water temperatures where fish experience stress should be closed during key 
times ok it might deny holiday makers their access but that should be seen as a privilege not a right. 

The current regulations are not that diƯicult to understand what could be rather the issue is anglers 
ignorance of the rules a simple willingness to understand that they cannot just do what they want rather 
as with all other environments people enter that comes with responsibilities. 

I was in Hawkes Bay when similar rivers which were once flyfishing only were opened to spinning and the 
numbers of spinning sets sold in retail rapidly increased as families with recently occupied lifestyle 
blocks decended on waterways, 

removing the quality experience from those who had previously enjoyed a better quality experience. 

If this is driven to increase license sales I would rather pay more for a license rather than allowing more 
pressure on waterways by dumbing down the approach our decreasing wild fisheries need more 
protection rather than pressure. 

I would like instead the focus of F and G to be on access to waterways with a better fishing experience for 
those who value what such an experience brings. I feel a bait fishing rule would mean much of this 
(including access would be lost) as angling pressure increases especially those where there is currently a 
delicate balance between access and angler numbers. 

Thanks for taking the time to read through my views. 

Regards 

Mark 

Good afternoon 

 

I am a keen fly fisher, but I try to avoid eating fish; not for ethical reasons: but I just do not enjoy the taste.  

The result is that the proposed changes to the bag limits have no eƯect on me. I suppose that makes me a 
trophy fisher. 

Most of our fisheries have a lower size limit. I propose that a maximum size limit be imposed as well. This 
will protect our trophy fish. The survival rate should be high as most fly fishers have a high ethical 
standard and will take great care to return fish to the water in a healthy state to give someone else a 
chance to experience the thrill of a trophy fish. 

Two big attractions for overseas fishers are the size and ease of access to our trout. Killing a large trout is 
removing genetic growth potential out of the gene pool. The remaining pool is poorer for this. In any event, 
I understand that smaller (just size) fish taste far better that the bigger fish. 

As a last point, I believe that the current bag limits for both fresh and salt species should be reviewed to 
truly sustainable levels. 

Kind regards 

Chris Glass 

  



Hi Adam,  

I trust you are doing well.  

A lot of food for thought great newsletter. 

Notes: losing access lower Waipapa this is also a safety issues if people can’t access the boat ramp to 
save a life?  

Whakapapa still noticeable pressure early season 

This should be a fly fishing only river or designated waters so Europeans can’t stay there for weeks.  

Thanks,  

Rob Vaz  

 

I think u should keep the ngakohia as it is the fish need a rest after spawning people sneak in there and 
spin fish it's fly only water it's sad that stream has gone down hill over the last few years  Johnny 

Replying to the changed does it mean the pirongia streams  

With be open year  round? Personally I think that's a terrible idea they hardly have many fish in them if 
people take 2 out each time there will be none left the fish numbers have dropped considerably in the last 
5 years I think this change will ruin the little pirongia stream  

Thanks johnny  

 

You do understand this proposal will rapidly destroy premier trout fishing in NZ ? 

Regardless of the food available the gene for 'bigness' must survive in numbers or silly little fish prevail. 

Soft plastics and bait (try ganged koura tails) will slaughter the stocks because anyone can do it, no skill 
or interest in preserving the fishery is required. 

 

"You know not what you do". A trout fishing tragedy will result. 

Regards 

Tim Blanch 

 

The new changes sound great.maybe frustrating for seasoned anglers,no one likes change but this 
change may benefit all anglers higher population in numbers and higher catch rates if the limit is two fish 
per person. 

Kind regards, 
 
Shane Michael. 

 

 



 

 




