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Respondent No: 1

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Sep 30, 2024 10:51:28 am

Last Seen: Sep 30, 2024 10:51:28 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Anthony Hill

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Not huge changes, concerned about some clarification

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I would prefer the naming to not have to be on both sides of the vessel. I have a prominent name on one side, rather not

have to repeat it on the other.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Suggest you add AIS devices to the list, these provide collision avoidance alerts, and vessel locations

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I believe the high speed access lanes, eg The Narrows need to be redrawn to extend them enough to cover the entry and

exit points of of the uplifting. In the current drawing a vessel is outside the lane but within 200m of shore! At the Frankton end

of the Narrows this would create and unintended bottleneck as vessels would need the move to the centre to not be

immediately in contravention of the 200m barrier. A simple extension of the lines should be placed to avoid this.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 2

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 10:00:40 am

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 10:00:40 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Warwick McArthur

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose reduction in ski lanes. The status quo should remain

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

There is no need to reduced the number of ski lanes - particularly on Lake Wanaka. The removal of these ski lanes will just

cause congestion and issues at the very few remaining sites. I cannot see ANY justification for the removal of these ski lanes

- just forcing people to travel much further if they wish to use a ski lane

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

This should remain as is. The removal of this and other ski lanes will just cause congestion at the very few remaining sites.

This site is easy access for families etc for people using the ski lanes.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This remain as the status quo. This is a a popular and convenient spot for the ski lane - it is well established and well

marked, and I can see no justification for its removal.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

I can't comprehend why this is being removed. It offers shelter from southerly winds, and is used and enjoyed widely by

families who find it a convenient

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Many people use these ski lanes - and the reduction is likely to cause congestion and resultant problems. the ski lanes are

well established and well marked - I can't understand why this would be reduced - I have not seen any issues in the many

years I have visiting this location.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Where people are travelling in groups eg a group of jet skis, it means each (often just 1 person onboard) vessel must have

2 communication devices each - a group of say 3 jet skis with one person on each will require 6 communication devices -

which this by-law will require.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

This bylaw is trying to fix something that is not broken.. The proposed reduction in ski lanes needs to be rescinded

11



Respondent No: 3

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 12:25:17 pm

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 12:25:17 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Dean Rankin

Q2. Organisation Lifetime resident and ratepayer

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

It seems boats are being pushed out of the main bay, Why? Has this be decided on because of the lack luster effort being

put in by Cougar Security, now being the harbour master? We pay for this in our rates. Removing the ski lanes from the

places mentioned in Wanaka is going to make it very hard for large familys to enjoy the lake as I have over the 46 years I've

been using it. We only have the main boat ramp that is or was user friendly, but now due to parking and poor design people

are using Eely point and Waterfall Creek more. And these two ramps are in a very poor state. Dublin bay can't be used for

water skiing as its to shallow. Some one needs to get out from behind their computer and go and look at what we currently

have. If this proposal goes ahead it is going to wreck alot of great fun times for alot of familys and lake users. How many

user friendly beaches are close to town for people to use?? Not very many at all, have a look or take a ride in a boat. This is

a very poor decision which the majority of ratepayers and residents will be against.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

It is pushing boats and users away from the main bay and being able to enjoy time with families

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Leave it there

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Leave it there

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Leave it there

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

People have been jumping from the Bridge for years. It won't stop it happening

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Trying to control people

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Good for safety

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I oppose all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

You need to engage the residents and users properly and not try and run this on the Quite
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Engage with users before coming up with hair brained ideas
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Respondent No: 4

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 13:13:17 pm

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 13:13:17 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Cat Thompson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wānaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

It’s not leaving enough beach access for ski users around the lakefront, given the usage of permanent and holiday users

over the boating season.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

See previous answer.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

These are two easy accessible boat ramp and ski lane areas. It seems absurd that the only proposed ski lane from the lake

is going to be at Glendhu, which has limited parking not to mention an increase in the traffic on that piece of road.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

These are two easy accessible boat ramp and ski lane areas. It seems absurd that the only proposed ski lane from the lake

is going to be at Glendhu, which has limited parking not to mention an increase in the traffic on that piece of road.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Please consider the effects of the proposed ski lane changes. I’m concerned about the large number of ski lane users

ending up in one area that will not cope with the traffic.
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Respondent No: 5

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 16:23:24 pm

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 16:23:24 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Angus Wilson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Auckland and Dublin Bay

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

While I support many of the proposed changes to the Navigation Safety Bylaw, I oppose the changes proposed to Lake

Wanaka waterski lanes, and specifically the closure of all Roys Bay skis lanes, while leaving the Dublin Bay lane unchanged.

My reasons for opposing this aspect of the proposed change to the Bylaw: (1) it conflicts with the purpose of the bylaw to

ensure maritime safety is achieved: - reducing the available ski lanes (and in particular all in Roys Bay) will lead to more

waterskiers concentrating in Dublin Bay, a location with a lot of swimmers, including families and young children. Dublin

Bay, with its shallow water, is renowned as the best swimming &amp; bathing beach on the lake. More waterskiers and tow

boats will increase the risk of accidents with the swimmers/bathers. The relatively unique shallow bay means people can

often walk up to 200m out into the lake (unlike other bays in the lake). This again increases the risk of accidents between the

waterskiers and bathers (I acknowledge that the swimmers should not be using the waterski lane, but this often happens and

is actually usually the case during the busy summer periods). (2) The concentration of more boats/.waterskiers will reduce

the enjoyment of non-waterskiers in Dublin Bay: - as mentioned Dublin Bay, with its shallow water, is renowned as the best

swimming &amp; bathing beach on the lake. Other bays and areas are more suited to waterskiing. Concentrating more

waterskiers in Dublin Bay will reduce the appeal and enjoyment of this superb bathing beach. My recommendation: (a)

retain at least one waterski lane in Roys Bay - I accept Eely Point has a lot of conflicting users, so would recommend either

or both of the main Roys Bay and Waterfall Creek lanes are left open. If only one I would suggest Waterfall Creek, given the

better location for waterskiing given (i) less swimmer users and (ii) a more sheltered location more conducive to waterskiing.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.
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Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

While I support many of the proposed changes to the Navigation Safety Bylaw, I oppose the changes proposed to Lake

Wanaka waterski lanes, and specifically the closure of all Roys Bay skis lanes, while leaving the Dublin Bay lane unchanged.

My reasons for opposing this aspect of the proposed change to the Bylaw: (1) it conflicts with the purpose of the bylaw to

ensure maritime safety is achieved: - reducing the available ski lanes (and in particular all in Roys Bay) will lead to more

waterskiers concentrating in Dublin Bay, a location with a lot of swimmers, including families and young children. Dublin

Bay, with its shallow water, is renowned as the best swimming &amp; bathing beach on the lake. More waterskiers and tow

boats will increase the risk of accidents with the swimmers/bathers. The relatively unique shallow bay means people can

often walk up to 200m out into the lake (unlike other bays in the lake). This again increases the risk of accidents between the

waterskiers and bathers (I acknowledge that the swimmers should not be using the waterski lane, but this often happens and

is actually usually the case during the busy summer periods). (2) The concentration of more boats/.waterskiers will reduce

the enjoyment of non-waterskiers in Dublin Bay: - as mentioned Dublin Bay, with its shallow water, is renowned as the best

swimming &amp; bathing beach on the lake. Other bays and areas are more suited to waterskiing. Concentrating more

waterskiers in Dublin Bay will reduce the appeal and enjoyment of this superb bathing beach. My recommendation: (a)

retain at least one waterski lane in Roys Bay - I accept Eely Point has a lot of conflicting users, so would recommend either

or both of the main Roys Bay and Waterfall Creek lanes are left open. If only one I would suggest Waterfall Creek, given the

better location for waterskiing given (i) less swimmer users and (ii) a more sheltered location more conducive to waterskiing.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered
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Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I support retaining the right of people to jump from the bridge. I support the proposal to install directional lanes under certain

arches of the bridge

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Cost and effort for small (&lt;6 metres) powered boat users to install the identification

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.
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Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 6

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 16:54:52 pm

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 16:54:52 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jemima

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

There is no issue at present with ski lanes. So no need to change. Will cause more congestion if lanes are taken away

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

There is no issue at present with ski lanes. So no need to change. Will cause more congestion if lanes are taken away

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

There is no issue at present with ski lanes. So no need to change. Will cause more congestion if lanes are taken away

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

There is no issue at present with ski lanes. So no need to change. Will cause more congestion if lanes are taken away

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

There is no issue at present with ski lanes. So no need to change. Will cause more congestion if lanes are taken away

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 7

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 04, 2024 18:22:39 pm

Last Seen: Oct 04, 2024 18:22:39 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Albert Todd

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Think this will increase safety and congestion risk in Lake Wanaka by in reading boat and car traffic to and within Glendhu

bay

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 8

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 00:57:33 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 00:57:33 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Kate

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I disagree with the updates to the reduction and removal of ski lanes in Lake Wanaka

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose particularly the removal of ski lane at Roy’s Bay Eely Point (and Roy’s Bay Waterfall Creek). This ski lane is well

used and very convenient for young families so lots of gear is able to be driven to the beach where the ski lane is, and others

(such as grandparents) can easily bring a chair down and watch everything from a very short distance from their car. Water

sports and recreational activities such as water skiing should be encouraged, not discouraged/not allowed.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

See above comments. This is a well used ski lane and its loss would be incredibly disappointing.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Good idea

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Makes sense.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This should be common sense and self safely. You should not need a bylaw or requirement for this

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Please do not remove the water ski lane at Eely point, Lake Wānaka!
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Respondent No: 9

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 04:02:56 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 04:02:56 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Hamish junghenn

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location WANAKA

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose removing the current ski lanes on lake WANAKA

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Keep waterfall creek and eely point ski lanes

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

If having to name vessels. It must be all powered and non powered boats / yachts / dinghy’s / kayaks. Not just boats 6m or

longer.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 10

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 04:23:35 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 04:23:35 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Matt Cotton-Everitt

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am neutral about the bylaw, apart from the removal of all ski lanes from central Wanaka

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I believe we need to retain either the Eely Point or Waterfall Creek ski lanes, ideally both to avoid crowding during busy

periods.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

I believe this should be retained

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

I believe this should be retained

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 11

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 05:55:36 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 05:55:36 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Aries Hodges

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

It’s stupid you’re all idiots

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As above, this is REALLY stupid and you’re all idiots

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 12

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 06:16:08 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 06:16:08 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name liz munro

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

There needs to be current ski lanes left for skiiers

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

We need the ski lanes left

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

People have been jumping off that bridge for years. No harm done. Stop all this pointless change

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Why ..we have never needed vessel identification there is just no point other than more control ??

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 13

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 05, 2024 07:50:45 am

Last Seen: Oct 05, 2024 07:50:45 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jackie Cohen

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the councils proposal to remove a number of ski lanes in the area. The council has a responsibility to its rate

payers to provide safe usage for all lake recreation users. The council have failed to provide adequate resources to support

this. Tourists have an obligation to ensure their own safety when visiting an area and understand the local rules before

engaging in recreation. It should not be local rate payers who lose the use of recreation due to the councils inability to safely

enforce.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the removal of the 3 ski lanes in the Roy's Bay area. The council have not taken responsibility in doing an

adequate job of providing appropriate signage or personnel to educate swimmers on where to swim safely. Boat users, who

are most likely local rate payers, should not be penalized for the councils inadequacies by simply removing these ski lanes.

The lake should be available for all recreation users including boat users. Swimmers need to use some common sense and

take responsibility when it comes to swimming where boats are so obviously being used for the purpose of water skiing and

sports. It is the councils responsibility to honor fair use of the lake for all and to employ people who take this job seriously

and do a sufficient job of policing and educating on correct use of the lake front.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Having a temporary stand down of the main beach ski lane over the peak summer period is adequate to mitigate the

perceived danger to swimmers who choose to ignore the ski lane. The council have not done enough to provide appropriate

signage or education for tourists who use this area and do not follow the rules.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

I oppose the removal of this ski lane as it is the most popular ski lane close to an adequate boat ramp. A number of boat

users choose to ski here to avoid the main beach where swimmers largely choose to ignore the ski lane signage. The

council is responsible for engaging the qualified services who can enforce water safety not just for boat users but swimmers

alike who choose not to obey signage for their safety. So often swimmers will choose to swim in areas where boats are

obviously being used for the purpose of water sports and they do this at their own discretion. Boat users should not be

penalized for their lack of common sense.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

This ski lane is rarely used by swimmers so should not be removed.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Having a vessel passage is not going to mitigate the risk of people lacking common sense jumping off a bridge. Banning

jumping off the bridge would be more effective.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 14

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 06, 2024 08:37:44 am

Last Seen: Oct 06, 2024 08:37:44 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Karl Argyle

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I support the intent of the bylaw but believe the reduction in ski lanes will have a negative impact and increase danger for all

water users.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I am very concerned about the changes proposed in the Frankton Arm. Removing four lanes and condensing an increasing

amount of skiers and wake boarders into a very small area will increase the danger for all water users - swimmers, boaters

and skiers/boarders. Wait times will increase exponentially and people will become impatient, increasing the likelihood of

risky behaviour, and there will be too many people in a small area.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Frankton Beach

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Frankton Arm North Side

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

This area is already congested and dangerous. I personally do not ski here for these reasons. It has long been an accident

waiting to happen and with increased boat numbers every year the risk grows. I have seen many near misses in this area.

Reducing the lane width is bonkers. It will only make things worse.
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

I most regularly use this location with my jet ski or jet boat. I acknowledge it is also a popular swimming area. I suggest

moving it further south, with the southern most point around Remarkables School/public toilets will ensure it is further away

from swimmers on the main beach. The other issue here is that there is no sign posts indicating this is a ski lane and the

vast majority of people (swimmers and boat users) don't understand what the ski poles and buoys mean. It would be very

useful to also have signage at the southern end of the beach (between the school and bridge) to indicate that it is not a ski

lane, and users must obey the 5 knot rule. I have seen several dangerous situations here with swimmers in the water and jet

ski operators pulling out at speed.

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

I don't use it but I don't think any safe ski lanes in the Frankton Arm should be removed, due to the need to provide safe

locations to meet increasing demand.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

I don't use it but I don't think any safe ski lanes in the Frankton Arm should be removed, due to the need to provide safe

locations to meet increasing demand.

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

I don't use it but I don't think any safe ski lanes in the Frankton Arm should be removed, due to the need to provide safe

locations to meet increasing demand.

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

50



Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I think if there is only one person onboard then one device should be acceptable. Two people or more should carry at least

two devices.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I think all life jackets should be required to be a bright, flouro colour (yellow/orange/pink) as black and blue jackets are

extremely difficult to see in the water, and this has lead to tragedies in other jurisdictions.
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Respondent No: 15

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 06, 2024 11:37:28 am

Last Seen: Oct 06, 2024 11:37:28 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jason Morgan

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Absolutely ridiculous proposing to get rid of the ski lanes south of waterfall creek. Family’s have been using and enjoying

these areas for generations. In all my times skiing as a young fella, and now a Father with two children who now also enjoy

these areas, I have only ever seen a couple of incidents of questionable behaviour. While Marty Black was on patrol for

many years things ran smoothly. If it’s seen as a problem, maybe education to boaters rather than penalising the majority of

us would be a better solution.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Answered in question 8

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Answered in question 8

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Answered in question 8

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Answered in question 8

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Answered in question 8

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Great idea

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 16

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 06, 2024 17:43:20 pm

Last Seen: Oct 06, 2024 17:43:20 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Victoria Cotton-Everitt

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wānaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I don't mind

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I don't want any Wānaka ski lanes taken away.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

I don't think any boats need to come in to this area. It's just for swimmers and kayakers.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This is very popular for boaties and for swimmers so it needs to serve both purposes.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

The jumping off the bridge rules are for when no boats are allowed under the bridge, so it's safe.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Our boat doesn't have a printed name but is easily identifiable.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I oppose all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Most Wānaka people are boat people so please don't ruin things for those who are responsible.
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Respondent No: 17

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 01:34:27 am

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 01:34:27 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Joshua Clowes

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Bylaw amendments proposed are inequitable to the growing number of ski lane users

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The removal of 4 (four) access lanes from the Frankton Arm without the addition of any lanes is inequitable to the growing

demand for ski lane usage following rapid population growth. This will increase congestion at the already busy Kelvin Grove

access lane. Coupled with the significant residential growth in the Southern Corridor, this amenity, which is regularly

disputed between skiers and swimmers, will decline in value for all users. The addition of an access lanes from at

Homestead Bay to compensate for the removal of the 4 Frankton Arm lanes and acknowledge and service the existing and

future Southern Corridor residents would be a proactive solution.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

Enforcement of not mooring/beaching vessels in the ski lane and swimming in the ski lane must be enforced.

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

If implemented, QLDC should subsidise the cost of this increased requirement to users.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

In the proposal guidance the amendment of ski lanes has been prefaced as amendment to locations and identification. The

proposed reduction of widths has been omitted which is only presented during the feedback survey. This is a significant

change to existing ammenities and therefore deceptive to readers who don’t proceed with the formal feedback.
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Respondent No: 18

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 14:04:02 pm

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 14:04:02 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Stefan Haworth

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

There is no change to Bobs cove!!!

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Bobs cove needs to change, Its a death waiting to happen!

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don't think it should be a requirement. Not everyone is qualified to operate a marine radio with out a radio license. Mt Mich

needs a cell tower to cover the Northern Arm, And somewhere for the southern Arm. Cellphone is a better coms.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Great to see, BUT MISSING BOBS COVE!!

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Bobs cove is too small for a ski lane. The massive tourist population growth in the concentrated area is a death waiting to

happen. I've almost been hit by 3 boats recreating on kayak, swimming. I've seen a pregnant lady almost get hit by a skier.

Its fucked!! I'm a boat owner and its just not on!!
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Respondent No: 19

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 15:10:34 pm

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 15:10:34 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Gavin James

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka and Christchurch

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I support the removal of the Wanaka ski land on the main beach. However, I do not support the removal of both Waterfall

Creek and Eely Point ski lanes. This would result in the complete exclusion of water skiing from Roys Bay which I believe is

unnecessary. In addition the ski lane at Dublin Bay is unusable when the lake is at lower levels, meaning in such conditions

the only usable ski lanes inr Wanaka would be in Glendhu Bay. I would like to see the ski lane at Eely Point retained.

Although it is crowded during main holiday periods, my observations are that it is safe for users if people follow the rules and

do not swim in ior anchor jetskis within it (these are the major safety issues I have observed). Completely closing Eely Point

to waterskiing would mean that for almost all of the year (except for a week or so over Chrstmas/New Year when it is

crowded) there would be no ability to use this very convenient area. I think the proposed total removal of the Eely Point ski

lane is unwarranted. If the conceern is safety during peak holiday season then possibly close it for a brief period then. The

consequences of removing the three lanes in Roys Bay means of course that water skiing would be shifted to beaches

further afield on Wanaka. I am not sure this is wise or necessary. In relation to that it is curious that the regulations appear to

ban speeds faster than 5 knots within 200m of the shore throughout the lake and I am not sure how this can be observed by

water skiers on the various small beaches around Lake Wanaka.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

While I think there is an advantage in occasionally being able to identify boat drivers behaving badly and also assisting with

searches for a missing boat if it has the boat trailer ID on it, I am not sure that these outweigh the time and cost involved in

requiring all boat owners to place an ID on their boat.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As an angler I oppose the uplifting of higher speed limits on commercial powerboats on this section of the river over the

summer period

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Apart from my oppositon and comments made earlier in my submission, I support the proposed alterations to the bylaw

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 20

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 19:36:50 pm

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 19:36:50 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Serra Stewart

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Kelvin Heights

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I do not understand why, on lakes that are so large, you would consider reducing the legal ski lanes available. This action will

mean more boats are parked in and skiing from a smaller area. The result is congestion on the beach and in the water. It is

dangerous having more power boats towing more people in a smaller space. You are not making a safer lake and

recreational area, you are doing the opposite. Surely it is more sensible to have fewer boats skiing from more beaches so

there is less danger of any boat driving over a person in the water!

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As per the previous comment, by reducing the amount of ski lanes, or the size of the existing ski lanes, you are condensing

the same amount of boats into a far smaller area. This creates congestion and is dangerous. Surely this is contrary to public

safety? You are NOT going to reduce the amount of boats on the lake just by reducing the ski lanes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Willow Place West Side

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

There are a lot of families in the area who use this beach to teach young children to ski. If we instead have to go to the only

ski lane in the area -Kelvin Grove- we are putting them in danger of being run over by the many other boats in the area

accessing the only ski lane available. This is just nonsensical.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

The ski lane in this area services an enormous amount of boats for a relatively short period of time during the summer.

Again, if all the boats are forced into a smaller area we are creating more congestion and danger. Why are these proposed

changes being suggested? Who has suggested them and why?

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

71



Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Please consider whether you are genuinely trying to make the lakes safer for everyone. Congesting more power boats into

fewer spaces creates congestion and is dangerous! We were in Te Anau when exactly this happened at one of the two

public ski lanes, which was over populated on a holiday weekend, and a child was run over and killed. Please don’t allow

this to be repeated.
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Respondent No: 21

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 20:54:33 pm

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 20:54:33 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jonty Norton

Q2. Organisation -

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Jacks Point

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the proposition to reduce ski lanes on Lake Whakatipu. By condensing the waterskiing in less areas, it causes

more boat wakes for waterskiers (a less enjoyable/safer experience) and increases congestion and likelihood for accidents.

During public holidays, it can be carnage at Kelvin Grove, boat wakes everywhere, once-a-year boaties letting their kids

loose on jetskis and boats zipping around less than 200m apart from each other. We need to spread the load throughout the

lake. The Willow Place ski lane is an important asset as the water depth quickly drops off, allowing lesser powered outboard

motors the ability to drop off passengers in order to get on the plane faster for waterskiers. What the core of the problem is

the commercial operators cutting the corner too tight. I'm a big advocate for keeping the two lanes on the south side of the

arm, these have less exposure to commercial craft and typically calmer in a South - South West wind. Also the Frankton,

Willow Place and Loop Road ski lanes are the closest access from the Frankton Marina and moored boats at Willow Place.

There are often small weather windows when one can waterski on the lake (the weather changes quickly, wind comes up,

sun goes behind the cloud etc) and by removing the lanes closest to the marina and moorings one has to drive all the way up

to Kelvin Grove to enjoy the ski lane. Also be removing the poles, it will cause confusion between legacy users of the lake

and people unfamiliar to the spot. Legacy users would continue to come in in an anticlockwise manner whereby new users

may come straight in. By having the poles erected it establishes an authority and conveys instructions that must be followed.

Legacy users will struggle harder to educate new users if there is not formal signage or regulated zones that convey a ski

zone.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.
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Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the proposition to reduce ski lanes on Lake Whakatipu. By condensing the waterskiing in less areas, it causes

more boat wakes for waterskiers (a less enjoyable/safer experience) and increases congestion and likelihood for accidents.

During public holidays, it can be carnage at Kelvin Grove, boat wakes everywhere, once-a-year boaties letting their kids

loose on jetskis and boats zipping around less than 200m apart from each other. We need to spread the load throughout the

lake. The Willow Place ski lane is an important asset as the water depth quickly drops off, allowing lesser powered outboard

motors the ability to drop off passengers in order to get on the plane faster for waterskiers. What the core of the problem is

the commercial operators cutting the corner too tight. I'm a big advocate for keeping the two lanes on the south side of the

arm, these have less exposure to commercial craft and typically calmer in a South - South West wind. Also the Frankton,

Willow Place and Loop Road ski lanes are the closest access from the Frankton Marina and moored boats at Willow Place.

There are often small weather windows when one can waterski on the lake (the weather changes quickly, wind comes up,

sun goes behind the cloud etc) and by removing the lanes closest to the marina and moorings one has to drive all the way up

to Kelvin Grove to enjoy the ski lane. Also be removing the poles, it will cause confusion between legacy users of the lake

and people unfamiliar to the spot. Legacy users would continue to come in in an anticlockwise manner whereby new users

may come straight in. By having the poles erected it establishes an authority and conveys instructions that must be followed.

Legacy users will struggle harder to educate new users if there is not formal signage or regulated zones that convey a ski

zone.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

I oppose the proposition to reduce ski lanes on Lake Whakatipu. By condensing the waterskiing in less areas, it causes

more boat wakes for waterskiers (a less enjoyable/safer experience) and increases congestion and likelihood for accidents.

During public holidays, it can be carnage at Kelvin Grove, boat wakes everywhere, once-a-year boaties letting their kids

loose on jetskis and boats zipping around less than 200m apart from each other. We need to spread the load throughout the

lake. The Willow Place ski lane is an important asset as the water depth quickly drops off, allowing lesser powered outboard

motors the ability to drop off passengers in order to get on the plane faster for waterskiers. What the core of the problem is

the commercial operators cutting the corner too tight. I'm a big advocate for keeping the two lanes on the south side of the

arm, these have less exposure to commercial craft and typically calmer in a South - South West wind. Also the Frankton,

Willow Place and Loop Road ski lanes are the closest access from the Frankton Marina and moored boats at Willow Place.

There are often small weather windows when one can waterski on the lake (the weather changes quickly, wind comes up,

sun goes behind the cloud etc) and by removing the lanes closest to the marina and moorings one has to drive all the way up

to Kelvin Grove to enjoy the ski lane. Also be removing the poles, it will cause confusion between legacy users of the lake

and people unfamiliar to the spot. Legacy users would continue to come in in an anticlockwise manner whereby new users

may come straight in. By having the poles erected it establishes an authority and conveys instructions that must be followed.

Legacy users will struggle harder to educate new users if there is not formal signage or regulated zones that convey a ski

zone.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

Although I don't use Loop Road as much, I support the need to keep it as a ski lane, particularly as it is a sheltered spot on

the south side of the lake and often very calm and out of the way of commercial operators.

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I think a combination of cost to administrate, cost to enforce burdens and destroying the aesthetic look of the boats. I oppose

this amendment.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Talking as the Commodore of the Southern Lakes Windriders, some of the events we would like to run are very weather

dependant. And we could run a downwinder with a time frame of little as 1-2 hours before we decide to go. This may make it

difficult for us to get approval in such a small time frame. I support the requirement of any event requiring approval of the

Harbourmaster by removing the need for a newspaper advertisement, instead publishing a notice on the Council’s website

and social media.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I oppose the Kawarau Dam Access Lane, that is far too close to shore, moored boats and too many blindspots for boats.

There are also multiple boats on moorings nearby, and I am often rowing out across this access lane. I do not think Jetboats,

commercial operators will make this a safe experience. The access lane needs to be on the other side of the tree. Also by

having it on two sides of the tree creates blind spots. How do we know which way of the tree boats will be coming?

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Lost my first application by clicking a hyperlink that didn't open in a new tab, can you make sure that all hyperlinks open in a

new tab? This causes so much wasted time writing my applications again.
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Respondent No: 22

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 07, 2024 21:33:27 pm

Last Seen: Oct 07, 2024 21:33:27 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Chris Stewart

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Reducing the number of ski lanes - This is so counter intuitive to safety as to be unbelievable. The safest way for water

skiers and towables to operate is to have as more room to maneuver not less. There is limited vision while driving a boat as

it is impossible to look both forwards and backwards at the same time thus allowing more room between craft in an

inherently confined space makes sense. I have competed and driven boats in competitive settings to a national level. I have

sat and passed a Coast Guard Day skippers course. I have been camping and driven boats at Glendhu Bay camping

ground for 45+ years. I have kayaked, sailed, swam, water skied, paddle boarded and viewed these activities for a similar

time in Lakes Wanaka, Whakatipu and the Fiordland lakes. I have witnessed the complexity of these activities from both a

user and a spectator and I can categorically say that confining these activities to a smaller space is more dangerous. We

were at Broad Bay in Te Anau the day a person was hit by a boat and it was almost predictable that would happen as there

were too many people confined to a small area as that was where the ski lane was. It would be far safer to try and spread

this activity far and wide. The safest change you could make would be to make rear vision mirrors mandatory if you are

towing skiers. Naming boats and kayaks is unnecessary, expensive and dictatorial. Make owners carry a boat ownership

card that can be presented on request to harbour master - Online from set up by council. Two forms of communication is

solving a problem that doesn't exist. Give best practice guideline but stop acting like god - it doesn't need to be a rule.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As discussed above. Taking out ski lane at Frankton beach is a good idea as it is the most used area by other lake users,

swimmers etc and the beach is shallow and difficult to ski from. Encourage skiers to use unused beaches around the lake. If

it is a shared beach 20% of the beach say the right end when looking out may be used to start skiers but they must be

dropped 200m from shore and retrieved by the boat would be a safer outcome.
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Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As above better fixed by having all vessels carry an ownership card that can be shown on request

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As discussed above
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 23

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 08, 2024 06:27:39 am

Last Seen: Oct 08, 2024 06:27:39 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Rob Buchan

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Removal of ski lanes without adding new ones will reduce the areas in which our kids can enjoy biscuiting / waterskiing The

proposal does not explain the cost involved in boat identification and how owners can comply, which is additional

compliance for limited benefit.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Removal of ski lanes in Wanaka without adding new ones will add to congestion on the existing ski lanes. Consideration

should be given to adding new ski lanes in less populated areas, if the council is proposing to remove existing ski lanes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Adds additional compliance and cost with limited benefits. No timeframe to achieve compliance is included (i.e. it will take

time to get this identification on the vessel). No explanation given as to the "waterway incidents and complaints" that council

is trying to solve with this problem and how extensive they are.
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 24

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 08, 2024 12:00:47 pm

Last Seen: Oct 08, 2024 12:00:47 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Steffan Thomas

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Lake Hawea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

In particular i support the removal of ski lane at Ely beach. This is a great beach for people to be able to play in the water

and nose a boat up to shore if desired, however the location of the ski lane there prevents this from happening and/or makes

it dangerous. This type of activity (ski lanes) should be located elsewhere.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

In particular i support the removal of ski lane at Ely beach. This is a great beach for people to be able to play in the water

and nose a boat up to shore if desired, however the location of the ski lane there prevents this from happening and/or makes

it dangerous. This type of activity (ski lanes) should be located elsewhere.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support as long as trailer registration number remains an option.
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 25

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 08, 2024 14:30:45 pm

Last Seen: Oct 08, 2024 14:30:45 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ros Goulding

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Albert town

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Mostly support. Don't support registration of boats. Don't support compulsory PLB requirements. Don't support the uplift of

above 5 knots on the Clutha River for commercial craft. Do support the reduction in water ski lanes from Roys Bay, but this

should also include Jet Skis.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The majority of users in Roys Bay are passive users. The ban should be on all powered craft including jet skis and sail boats

using power to be less than 5 knots.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Water skiing is no longer appropriate in this area as the majority of the users are passive and water skiers and jet skis are

loud noisy and require more space than is available to safely perform the activities.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This area has direct conflict with swimmers, paddle boarders, kayakers, beach side participants and sailing. The excessive

wake from water skiers and jet skis is hazardous. The wind can be tricky for yachts and powered craft have not been

accommodating as they seem to not understand basic maritime laws.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

A jumping platform, water depth indicator and signage of how and where to jump (not dive) and exit are sensible. A higher

barrier to prevent jumpers crossing the road is sensible along with removal of straining trees down stream. I consider all

powered craft be excluded from the outlet to the Albert town bridge as this is a busy section of water being used by passive

unpowered craft year round and excessive use in the summer months. This includes all commercial craft as there is an

obvious conflict and I can't understand why our council is allowing visitors to enjoy jet boating on a section of river in direct

conflict with residents who are passive users, when there is ample river below the Albert town bridge for jet boating.

Relocation of the boat launching ramp near to the start of the Upper Clutha River track, just up from the confluence of the

Cardrona River. There is ample parking, the noise is away from Albert town residents and there is good separation between

powered and non powered craft and less traffic negotiating the congested Albert town bridge. It also improves the ambience

in the camping area.
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This seems overly bureaucratic, I suggest that all powered craft are banned from access from the outlet to the Albert town

bridge. Signage and photo evidence is sufficient. This includes jet skis. It would be better if all folk in charge of powered

craft had to have a licence.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

All events should be well planned and notified publicly. Jet boat races on the Clutha river should only occur below the Albert

town bridge. Due to excessive noise and conflict with all the passive users.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

If a craft can't make it up the river at 5 knots then it shouldn't be there! Why have a speed by-law if there are all these

exceptions. Basically the council who is accepting revenue via consents for commercial use of the Clutha river is in direct

conflict with residents and rate payers who are passive users. The council should be liable for any incident on this section

river. The likely scenario of a jet boat running over kids floating down the river. This section of river needs management and

a complete ban of powered craft would be the sensible way to go.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Commercial powered craft should be prohibited from the Outlet to Albert town bridge all year round. One rule easy to

enforce. One small section of river that thousands of Wanaka residents/ratepayers and visitors can enjoy with out the added

conflict of powered craft. There is plenty of river downstream from the bridge that is suitable for jet boating.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Be proactive if boats are carrying PLB and fitted life jackets then maybe they get cheaper launching fees? I think this is a

step too far. Education and encourage all users to consider safety. Don't have PLB then hire via some store or DOC? What

sized vessels would this be requirement for? Kayakers and others? Should viewing the weather forecast also be

compulsory? what about having an intention plan...

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

all aspects of changes should be made available for the public to review.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I think the most important thing is to ban powered craft on the Clutha River from the Outlet to the Albert town bridge all year

round. I have seen so many near misses this has be a priority.
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Respondent No: 26

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 10, 2024 06:26:58 am

Last Seen: Oct 10, 2024 06:26:58 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jeremy Rees

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Invercargill

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

No significant changes, so it seems reasonable.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I support the changes as they appear to allow jumping to continue, which is the best for the community.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 27

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 10, 2024 18:50:02 pm

Last Seen: Oct 10, 2024 18:50:02 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Rod Macleod

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location ALbert Town

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The draft schedules conditions applying to power boat usage on the Clutha River from lake outlet to Albert Town Bridge.

Conditions do not adequately consider safety of kayak and rafting use of this river reach during the summer months and do

not address our expectation of peaceful enjoyment of the river reach throughout the balance of the year.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I support removal of the ski lane at Eely Point as this is now a prime swimming and paddle board area.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

see above comments

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

The power boat signage for up and downstream navigation is a step in the right direction. Teenagers (including visitors) will

continue to jump from the bridge and should be guided only to use the true right bank side (second arch).

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Registration (as in Australia) will encourage public reporting of poor power boat behaviour and excessively noisy power

boats. To date noisy boat owners have not been reprimanded despite their offensive behaviour.
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

We are not aware of the harbourmaster monitoring river speeds on the Upper Clutha River despite the obvious risk to

swimmers, kayak and raft users of the river and wonder if they are equiped to carry out this monitoring.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See comments above. The risk to other river users created by the commercial operators is significant and noise remains a

problem to others walking and cycling the outlet track. Many visitors to our local camping grounds are unaware of large

commercial power boats operating on the river and are ill equiped when rafting the river to signal their presence.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 28

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 11, 2024 18:34:37 pm

Last Seen: Oct 11, 2024 18:34:37 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Diana Schikker

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wānaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of the waterski lane at Eely Point, Wanaka

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the removal of the waterski lane at Eely Point, Roys Bay, Wanaka

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Having a waterski lane at Eely Point allows for easy access to the water and beach for these activities. Eely Point is

accessible by car meaning families and people of all ages can join other family members and friends in boats to picnic and

waterski, without having to be transported by boat to further away beaches where waterskiing is permissible. This will be

particularly important should the suggestions to remove waterski lanes in the main bay and at Waterfall Creek are accepted.

Being able to travel by car to partake in boating/waterskiing, allows for the easy transport of picnic and boating equipment

and also gives the elderly and people, particularly those with young children, to have the necessary flexibility to easily head

home if necessary. If people cannot go by car, foot or bike to join their boating families or friends at Eely Point, their only

other alternative is to drive to Glendhu Bay to do so. I cannot believe the QLDC would want to encourage any more traffic on

the road to Glendhu Bay, particularly in the summer time. At this point, many boaties would possibly tow their boats out to

Glendhu Bay and use the boat ramp at Rotary Park to launch their boats. Again, I cannot believe the Council would be

encouraging any more congestion at this ramp and park.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Anything that continues to allow people to jump off the bridge while improving the safety of all users has my support.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 29

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 12, 2024 07:49:52 am

Last Seen: Oct 12, 2024 07:49:52 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jason Hall

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Will cause congestion in Dublin bay

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Don’t change the ski lanes
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Respondent No: 30

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 13, 2024 11:41:35 am

Last Seen: Oct 13, 2024 11:41:35 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lisa Gemmell

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of Lake Wanaka ski lanes. At least one should remain close to Wanaka township - ideally Eely Point.

Without a designated safe space to provide high speed access for water-skiing, it is more likely that it will happen in ad-hoc

areas, which is significantly less safe. Dublin Bay and Glendhu Bay are not accessible / close enough to town for

involvement of the whole family.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I support the removal of Roys Bay - Main Beach as that area is much better suited for swimming. Eely Point ski lane area

should remain.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

106



Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Eely Point ski lane should remain, to ensure there is still a ski lane close to Wanaka township. Without a designated safe

space to provide high speed access for water-skiing, it is more likely that it will happen in ad-hoc areas, which will be

significantly more hazardous for other lake users.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 31

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 14, 2024 11:49:21 am

Last Seen: Oct 14, 2024 11:49:21 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jonathan Walmisley

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose changes to Ski Lanes and wish to comment on Section 17

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

In the 12 years i have been active on Lake Wanaka there have to my knowledge been any accidents within the Ski Lanes. I

am aware of one within a swimming area where a rowing vessel struck a swimmer. I am also aware of a recovery mishap at

Waterfall Creek and a Towed biscuit hitting a vessel around paddock bay. NONE were in a ski lane Two of the most popular

ski lanes are at the most popular launch sites - Eely Point and waterfall Creek. Reducing the ski lanes will lead to the

remaining becoming busier - increasing the risk of collision/injury and/or encouraging congregations at other sites where in

theory they break the 5 knot rules and are further away/out of communication from help if something goes wrong (refer to

biscuit accident above).

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Oppose See para 10.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Oppose See para 10

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Whilst I support this getting some 1000 recreational boats to now comply is a big ask. It took ages at Lake Hood and longer

for ECANZ
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

With all due respect audio/visual cannot in all reality be called a means of communication as for most of the ;lakes they

would never be seen or heard. White Flares and flashing white lights are not distress. It should also be noted that Cell phone

and Radio coverage on the Lakes is patchy - Do we need to carry a SATPhone? - without it the legislation is only partially

meeting the need

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Para 17 Refuelling. I See no definition of Passenger - normally the Person in Charge is not a passenger. Definition required

Some Commercial vessels on the Lake require 2 persons on the vessel to refuel - they are breaking the byelaw?
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Respondent No: 32

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 15, 2024 05:22:10 am

Last Seen: Oct 15, 2024 05:22:10 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Nicky Rhodes

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The only section I oppose is the section reducing the number of ski lanes in Lake Wakatipu. Reducing them will result in

most skiers going to Kelvin Grove creating too much wake and lots of congestion. Also in the other section it should be Lake

Johnson it Lake Johnston.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Removing them will create congestion at the remaining ones particles at Kelvin Grove.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Frankton Beach

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Frankton Arm North Side

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

Don’t remove it

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

Don’t remove it

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

Don’t remove it

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

Don’t remove it.

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

My vessel is already identified and as long as I don’t have to change that I’m ok with it. I don’t agree with vessels like kayaks

having to be marked with the owners name and address.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don’t use this area

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I usually have two but don’t want to start feeling stressed if one day I haven’t taken a second one and then risk a fine or

something

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I thought it was Lake Johnson not Lake Johnston

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 33

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 15, 2024 18:32:05 pm

Last Seen: Oct 15, 2024 18:32:05 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Grant Jenkins

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I oppose the uplift as I kayak that stretch a lot and know of others that do also. I have come face to face and almost put out

in the water by the boat wake and speed they are already exploiting. This also encourages others to think they can do the

same. They in turn cut corners at speed which we have also had close calls with!

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 34

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 16, 2024 10:19:07 am

Last Seen: Oct 16, 2024 10:19:07 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name John Clarkson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The proposed removal of ski lane at Roys Bay (Main Beach) is unnecessary, it can be simply resolved by moving the

commercial operator towards the rowing club and having them educate customers that they are operating in a shared

space. The conflicts I have witnessed have been between the commercial operator and boat owners. These have been

caused by customers of the kayak and paddleboards rental operators failing to sufficiently educate their customers of the

requirement to exit the ski lanes are quick as possible. The removal of the lane is fundamentally a commercial capitulation at

the expense of providing a shared space for all of Wanaka. The issue of swimmers in the ski lanes is a product of the failure

of the QLDC to provide adequate signage and information to allow swimmers to understand that a ski lane exists and that

swimming is prohibited. By removing an easily accessible space you deprive wider families of the opportunity to undertake a

recreational activity together. QLDC have been remiss in providing adequate signage and information to educate others

about ski lanes, and are now deciding that rather than perform their duties to an acceptable standard they will take the

easiest option of punishing a group of rate payers. I oppose the removal of the ski lane at Ealy Point. Whilst I do not use this

facility it provides a recreational space for families to undertake powered water sports that is accessible by those with young

families and also the elderly that wish to accompany the family but would be unable to travel by boat. The proposals are

looking to expand the available area for non-powered sports at the expense of another sector of the community. The QLDC

should focus its efforts on providing facilities to both sets of users, rather than prioritizing one over the other.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

The proposed removal of ski lane at Roys Bay (Main Beach) is unnecessary, it can be simply resolved by moving the

commercial operator towards the rowing club and having them educate customers that they are operating in a shared

space. The conflicts I have witnessed have been between the commercial operator and boat owners. These have been

caused by customers of the kayak and paddleboards rental operators failing to sufficiently educate their customers of the

requirement to exit the ski lanes are quick as possible. The removal of the lane is fundamentally a commercial capitulation at

the expense of providing a shared space for all of Wanaka. The issue of swimmers in the ski lanes is a product of the failure

of the QLDC to provide adequate signage and information to allow swimmers to understand that a ski lane exists and that

swimming is prohibited. By removing an easily accessible space you deprive wider families of the opportunity to undertake a

recreational activity together. QLDC have been remiss in providing adequate signage and information to educate others

about ski lanes, and are now deciding that rather than perform their duties to an acceptable standard they will take the

easiest option of punishing a group of rate payers.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

I oppose the removal of the ski lane at Ealy Point. Whilst I do not use this facility it provides a recreational space for families

to undertake powered water sports that is accessible by those with young families and also the elderly that wish to

accompany the family but would be unable to travel by boat. The proposals are looking to expand the available area for non-

powered sports at the expense of another sector of the community. The QLDC should focus its efforts on providing facilities

to both sets of users, rather than prioritizing one over the other.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered
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Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.
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Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The ability to carry or store two forms of communication will be overly onerous on certain watercraft that do not have storage.

Communication equipment should only be carried when exceeding either 3km (or a distance to be determined) from the lake

shore or when not visible from the lake shore.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

QLDC are replacing education with legislation, simply taking the easiest option rather than the options that provide for the

greatest use by the community. Some of these regulations are poorly thought out and will have detrimental impacts for years

to come. If they are enacted then the reeducation aspects would make their reversal increasing difficult
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Respondent No: 35

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 06:18:29 am

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 06:18:29 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Simon Gould

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Eely Point must stay as it is a great combination of launching, water skiing and people without boats being able to meet up

in one area.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Eely Point ski lane must stay as it is a great combination of launching, water skiing and people without boats being able to

meet up in one area.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 36

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 07:27:55 am

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 07:27:55 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Matiu Park

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The intention to remove the ski lanes from Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka, is not in the best interests of the ratepayer community

who regularly use these safe, well understood ski lanes.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The current ski lanes in waterfall and Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka are well known and well understood and also well used by

Wanaka residents, home owners and lake regular lake users. Removing the Roy’s Bat and Waterfall Bat ski lanes will

require skiers to use more carbon to travel to other areas of the lake to use what will be a smaller number of increasingly

overcrowded ski lanes in Glendhu Bay. This risks illegal skiing as well as increases boat movement and conflict in Glenda

Bay, an already busy skiing and boating area. This will also increase pressure on the boat ramps at an already busy

Glendhu Bay. Much of the success of Wanakas growth and attraction has been built by snow and water sports loving

residents and this proposal is in direct contravention of this history of the area.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

The current ski lanes in waterfall and Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka are well known and well understood and also well used by

Wanaka residents, home owners and lake regular lake users. Removing the Roy’s Bat and Waterfall Bat ski lanes will

require skiers to use more carbon to travel to other areas of the lake to use what will be a smaller number of increasingly

overcrowded ski lanes in Glendhu Bay. This risks illegal skiing as well as increases boat movement and conflict in Glenda

Bay, an already busy skiing and boating area. This will also increase pressure on the boat ramps at an already busy

Glendhu Bay. Much of the success of Wanakas growth and attraction has been built by snow and water sports loving

residents and this proposal is in direct contravention of this history of the area.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

The current ski lanes in waterfall and Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka are well known and well understood and also well used by

Wanaka residents, home owners and lake regular lake users. Removing the Roy’s Bat and Waterfall Bat ski lanes will

require skiers to use more carbon to travel to other areas of the lake to use what will be a smaller number of increasingly

overcrowded ski lanes in Glendhu Bay. This risks illegal skiing as well as increases boat movement and conflict in Glenda

Bay, an already busy skiing and boating area. This will also increase pressure on the boat ramps at an already busy

Glendhu Bay. Much of the success of Wanakas growth and attraction has been built by snow and water sports loving

residents and this proposal is in direct contravention of this history of the area.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

The current ski lanes in waterfall and Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka are well known and well understood and also well used by

Wanaka residents, home owners and lake regular lake users. Removing the Roy’s Bat and Waterfall Bat ski lanes will

require skiers to use more carbon to travel to other areas of the lake to use what will be a smaller number of increasingly

overcrowded ski lanes in Glendhu Bay. This risks illegal skiing as well as increases boat movement and conflict in Glenda

Bay, an already busy skiing and boating area. This will also increase pressure on the boat ramps at an already busy

Glendhu Bay. Much of the success of Wanakas growth and attraction has been built by snow and water sports loving

residents and this proposal is in direct contravention of this history of the area.
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Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

The current ski lanes in waterfall and Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka are well known and well understood and also well used by

Wanaka residents, home owners and lake regular lake users. Removing the Roy’s Bat and Waterfall Bat ski lanes will

require skiers to use more carbon to travel to other areas of the lake to use what will be a smaller number of increasingly

overcrowded ski lanes in Glendhu Bay. This risks illegal skiing as well as increases boat movement and conflict in Glenda

Bay, an already busy skiing and boating area. This will also increase pressure on the boat ramps at an already busy

Glendhu Bay. Much of the success of Wanakas growth and attraction has been built by snow and water sports loving

residents and this proposal is in direct contravention of this history of the area.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This is simply another administration cost for boat owners. I’m not clear of the justices took for this as people can take

photos of boats, or harbour masters can simply stop a vessel of interest. Again, I’m not clear on the background issues that

require vessels to be named?

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered
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Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Two communication devices are over the top. Again, I’d like to see more evidence of this requirement - as boat ownership is

already expensive and this requirement is considered very onerous and just a further ongoing maintenance and owner’s

expense. I’d be interested to understand the rationale for this for Lake Wanaka- as one mode of communication in my

experience has always been sufficient.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

More evidence-based policy development required to align with the main users of the lakes and waterways of the region, as

opposed to irrelevant, sweeping rules to capture the lowest common denominator.
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Respondent No: 37

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 09:57:26 am

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 09:57:26 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jeff Fulton

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

We need separation between waterskiiers and swimmers. The current lanes are perfect

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Eely point is such a great place to waterline from when the summer Norwest we is blowing

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Eely point is such a great place to waterline from when the summer Norwest we is blowing

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 38

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 12:43:07 pm

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 12:43:07 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Kate O’Callaghan

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Hawea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

This is too restrictive and extremely cautious approach to health and safety. This removes all local Wanaka ski lanes and

leaves only Dublin bay which is too shallow to be accessible to outboard motorboats. It does not allow for any education or

signage or positive measures to direct tourists and passive users to the correct areas for them to use the lake

swimming/passive use areas. Instead it takes a negative approach and the most extreme safety measures towards boaters

and restricts their use of the lake further for the activities they love. I would like to know where local water skiers and

wakeboarders etc are now supposed to use the lake without heading miles up the lake. Why not attempt to direct and

educate and take positive measures first rather than negative and restrictive measures that push boaters further Away from

Wanaka. It also removes options for large family groups who can’t all fit into a boat but wish to spend the day together as the

only way they can participate in water sports activities is by heading away up the lake. This may lead to overloaded boats as

people look for spots they can ski. Note DUBLIN BAY is not a viable option for all boaties! There have been no recent

accidents which would indicate that this is an overly cautious approach. It also shows poor planning and thought when all

the changes were made to the Wanaka lakefront as this should have been addressed and appropriate signage included. I

strongly believe that passive users should too have dedicated safe swim areas just like ski lanes! And these swimming

areas should not be the majority of the lakefront - introduce swim lanes instead of ski lanes!

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Restrictive and overly cautious. Leaves no accessible ski lanes for family groups and those who are unable to get on a boat

and go much further up the lake, no suitable alternatives offered, no suggestion of positive co-habitation ie education and

signage. Create swim lanes instead of reducing ski lanes like at beaches where people know to swim between the flags!
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Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

No issues have occurred - the plan is extreme and does not take into account the face that people have a brain and some

common sense. There have been no incidents to justify such extreme measures.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

QLDC does not currently support and maintain radio services in Hawea and Wanaka therefore to require boaties to carry this

equipment would mean they need to fund radio services in the upper Clutha.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 39

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 15:05:59 pm

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 15:05:59 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jess

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the proposed changes to the ski lanes at Kelvin Grove and Bobs Cove. I request the removal of ski lanes from both

locations, as these beaches are popular with swimmers, and the current ski lanes create a conflict between swimmers and

boats. Regarding the Roys Bay - Waterfall Creek ski lane, I oppose its removal and request that it remain unchanged. This

area is large enough to accommodate both swimming and a waterski lane, similar to the arrangement at Wilsons Bay.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the proposed changes to the ski lanes at Kelvin Grove and Bobs Cove. I request the removal of ski lanes from both

locations, as these beaches are popular with swimmers, and the current ski lanes create a conflict between swimmers and

boats. Regarding the Roys Bay - Waterfall Creek ski lane, I oppose its removal and request that it remain unchanged. This

area is large enough to accommodate both swimming and a waterski lane, similar to the arrangement at Wilsons Bay.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

I oppose the proposed changes to the ski lane at Kelvin Grove. I request the removal of ski lane as this beaches is popular

with swimmers, and the current ski lane create a conflict between swimmers and boats.

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Regarding the Roys Bay - Waterfall Creek ski lane, I oppose its removal and request that it remain unchanged. This area is

large enough to accommodate both swimming and a waterski lane, similar to the arrangement at Wilsons Bay.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This area is highly popular with swimmers, particularly near the tree with a rope swing and ladder used for accessing upper

branches to jump into the lake. I have frequently observed swimmers crossing the channel where the upstream access lane

runs to the willow island. To reduce the risk of boats hitting swimmers, I recommend implementing a speed limit or other

controls within the upstream access lane. This would help ensure the safety of those swimming in the area.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

139



Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 40

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 17, 2024 17:32:03 pm

Last Seen: Oct 17, 2024 17:32:03 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Riki Brown

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The blanket approach of applying the rules to all vessels is illogical and impractical. How and why should a windsurfer be

expected to carry two types of communication devices!?

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

It's not necessary

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

It's not necessary

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 41

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 18, 2024 04:48:15 am

Last Seen: Oct 18, 2024 04:48:15 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Shane

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

By reducing ski lanes you are increasing congestion which automatically makes it lot more dangerous for everyone, it’s an

absolutely stupid idea that will again backfire on council

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

How many drownings or accidents here are you basing this off ? What data ? Or is it just the henny penny position of council

of “ what if” we are over regulating a area where free choice was part of the culture

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

More idiotic red tape ,

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I oppose all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Stop creating red tap just to justify your jobs , it’s ridiculous and not what you are there for, get off your high horses and

actually listen to the public
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Respondent No: 42

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 18, 2024 12:38:40 pm

Last Seen: Oct 18, 2024 12:38:40 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Penelope Belanger

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am opposing to having the ski lane at Eely Point Wanaka as they are quite dangerous and would much prefer to be able to

swim over there, not just the very small enclosed selected area.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Same as comment provided previously

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

As mentioned earlier, would much prefer having the place to swim rather than another ski lane. Swimming are is really small

and too many people are often over there.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 43

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 20, 2024 08:17:57 am

Last Seen: Oct 20, 2024 08:17:57 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Donald

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the changes to the ski lanes in Lake Wanaka

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

I oppose the Waterfall Creek ski lane being removed. I seek for it to be retained. Waterfall creek is a family friendly place to

teach children to waterski off the beach. It is safe and has good visibility. Access to a beach close to Wanaka for waterskiing

allows needs of a range of age groups within the family to be met. Younger children can come for short periods and easily

be transported home.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

151



Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 44

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 20, 2024 15:57:11 pm

Last Seen: Oct 20, 2024 15:57:11 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ross carrick

Q2. Organisation Privste

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Lake foreshore is now no place for ski boats, for safety and tranquility reasons Overseas visitors seem to picnic and swim in

“ski lane” Also jet skis limited to 5km per hr within 50 metres (at least) of shore water line They are dangerous extremely

dangerous and noisey. Often rides by over enthusiastic and under experienced lads.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Anything to improve safety and to make a more tranquil environment

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

No thank you
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Respondent No: 45

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:22 pm

Last Seen: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:22 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Rebecca Clarkson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of water ski lanes in the main lake vicinity in Wanaka. Removal of the only 3 waterski lanes in Roys

Bay is a terrible proposal. Dublin Bay is normally too shallow for waterskiing off the beach &amp; boating in anything other

than a jetboat or jet ski, and a long drive from Wanaka. This will thereby push every boat owner &amp; family in Wanaka out

to Glendhu Bay. There is not enough parking at Glendhu Bay to absorb every boat/watercraft and the associated family

&amp; friends at the height of summer for the thousands of boats that now use the lake. This is an absolutely ridiculous

solution. I understand the kayak business in front of town sends its' patrons right across the ski lane at the main beach which

causes many problems but this could easily be resolved by moving their boat hire businesses down towards the Wanaka

Tree end of main beach (where they all want to go). This would keep them out of the marina, boat ramp and ski lane area.

From experience those water skiing in the ski lane area at main beach, inform random swimmers that this is not a good

place to swim and to move over a few metres over (much better result than restricting large numbers of users away from the

water ski lane area. It is a shame that Wanaka is becoming such a nanny state in this regard.and the council treating people

like idiots. I also oppose the new bylaw in relation to having to carry 2 forms of communications on a watercraft. This would

require people to have waterproof phones &amp; some sort of emergency transponder. This is incredibly elitist and

unworkable for smaller, wetter, closer to the water watercraft. This law would in effect ban young and not wealthy people who

don't have phones or the latest waterproof models the ability to be able to enjoy going out on the lake. We live in a country

where we should be free to make decision and be responsible for our own actions without an overreaching government

authority imposing unworkable laws on the everyday New Zealander. Very disappointed to say the least.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

See above comments in relation to Roys Bay bans
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Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

See above comment

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

See above comment

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

See above comment

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See comments made above
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I oppose all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 46

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:37 pm

Last Seen: Oct 21, 2024 16:13:37 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Colin Robertson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Kingston

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Navigation safety bylaws are necessary to ensure all users of rivers and lakes under QLDC authority can do so in a safe

and enjoyable manner.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Most proposed amendments are required to ensure adequate safety for all water users.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Not having a ski lane somewhere in Roys Bay could place too much pressure on Glendu Bay and Dublin Bay.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Not having a ski lane somewhere in Roys Bay could place too much pressure on Glendu Bay and Dublin Bay.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 47

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 21, 2024 18:02:34 pm

Last Seen: Oct 21, 2024 18:02:34 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name J Buchanan

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Pros and cons to the draft bylaw

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Support removal of some on Lake Wānaka but alternative ski lanes should be instated as now reduced down to three from

six

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 48

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 21, 2024 18:16:52 pm

Last Seen: Oct 21, 2024 18:16:52 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Dr. Marcelo J Carena

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Twizel

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Like many local residents across the area, I would like to see a reduction in motor boat recreational activities in order to

increase the water quality of our lakes and rivers, preserve safe swimming, increase biosecurity, and reduce noise pollution.

Jet skies and jet boats are a significant risk to these.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The key to safety concerns is to reduce the number of motorboats allowed in glacial lakes or ban them for the reasons

previously addressed. One solution would be to allow these recreational activities in artificially made lakes only in order to

preserve glacial lakes. You could either allow electric boats or none at all (only kayaks and row boats, non-motorised ones). I

come from an area where we used to swim, fish, and eat the fish we caught. In just one generation, due to the increased

activity in motorboats and their sizes and speeds, the lake I used to enjoy swimming in, was polluted, and my boys could not

enjoy it anymore. This should serve as a lesson to preserve our glacial lakes. Besides, ski lanes, destroy the scenic nature

on these lakes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Safety will increase with a reduced number of vessels and lower speeds, which in fact translates to less pollution. In

acddition, monitoring compliance would be key as, in many occasions, vessels have been closer than 200m to lake shores.
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Respondent No: 49

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 23, 2024 17:19:19 pm

Last Seen: Oct 23, 2024 17:19:19 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Caleb McDougall

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka Resident

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of the ski lanes on lake Wanaka. The proposal to remove half the ski lanes in Wanaka will increase

congestion on the remaining ski lanes causing increased safety issues. A boat captain can navigate a ski lane with normal

traffic levels, and have attention to spot and avoid unexpected dangers such as swimmers. If there is increased traffic, as the

proposed bylaw change would directly cause, the Captains ability to safely navigate the ski lane would be reduced. When

similar reductions have been made to ski lanes around NZ the increase of traffic has resulted in a significant increase in the

danger navigating the remaining ski lanes. I urge QLDC to consider the consequences of enacting the Bylaw as proposed.

An alternate solution would be to add / substitute additional ski lanes to the lake to reduce traffic and increase safety. With

the increased use of the lake there is reason to have more than 6 Ski lanes on lake Wanaka to ensure safe usage for all.

These could be facilitated on remote beaches on The Peninsula, Roys Peninsula, Ruby Island, or other suitable beaches.

This would give the secondary advantage of reducing swimmer incursion as the primary access to these locations is via

boat. Regards Caleb

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As mentioned prior.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

170



Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Signage should warn all users of jumping and encourage non powered vessels to use the passage lane.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

172



Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 50

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 14:10:52 pm

Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 14:10:52 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Greg McIntosh

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I support the changes. They are clear and accurate. The changes are for the good.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Great safety improvements. Especially the emergency rescue equipment.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 51

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 15:22:24 pm

Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 15:22:24 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Kim Kelly

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

i support this draft bylaw

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

have never understood why they allowed skiiers and boats on the main beach when there are plenty of other places.

Definitely keen to remove them.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

there is no need for a ski lane here so close to swim lane

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

there is no need for a ski lane here so close to swim lane

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

179



Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. The Wānaka Lake Swimmers (WLS) welcomes the proposed

amendments to the Navigation Safety Bylaw. As part of the Local Government Act requirement to protect, promote and

maintain public health and safety, the WLS requests that the swimming line in Roy's Bay is maintained by council. The

swimming line comprises a 500m line of round reds buoys roped between four red triangle buoys which are weighted to the

lake bed. From a point approximately 200m out from the Wānaka Watersports Facility, the line runs parallel to the shoreline

to a point 200m from the carpark adjacent to the Ardmore St/ McDougall St intersection. The swimming line was installed by

ex-Harbourmaster Marty Black, and subsequently maintained by ex-Harbourmaster Craig Blake and Cougar security. It is

used by increasing numbers of passive/non-motorised lake users, in addition to members of the 70-80 WLS swimmers.

Although WLS members wear highly visible safety buoys, swim caps and/ or wetsuits, many non-members and visitors do

not. Therefore the swimming line is a vital safety resource that identifies a safe swimming area for other lake users. The

WLS has been advised that council will no longer repair routine damage to the swimming line, which is frequently adrift.

Maintaining this vital navigational and safety aid would support council's efforts to promote safety and visibility in this popular

area, as per the Navigational Safety Bylaw. The WLS requests that Council continues to maintain this line, for the safety of

the general public on the lake front.
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Respondent No: 52

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 24, 2024 19:00:45 pm

Last Seen: Oct 24, 2024 19:00:45 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name anu shinnamon

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location albert town

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

any remaining ski lanes should have obvious signage - the general public don't know what they are or the implications of

swimming in them

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. As part of the Local Government Act requirement to protect, promote and

maintain public health and safety, the WLS requests that the swimming line in Roy's Bay is maintained by council. The

swimming line comprises a 500m line of round reds buoys roped between four red triangle buoys which are weighted to the

lake bed. From a point approximately 200m out from the Wānaka Watersports Facility, the line runs parallel to the shoreline

to a point 200m from the carpark adjacent to the Ardmore St/ McDougall St intersection. The swimming line was installed by

ex-Harbourmaster Marty Black, and subsequently maintained by ex-Harbourmaster Craig Blake and Cougar security. It is

used by increasing numbers of passive/non-motorised lake users, in addition to members of the 70-80 WLS swimmers.

Although WLS members wear highly visible safety buoys, swim caps and/ or wetsuits, many non-members and visitors do

not. Therefore the swimming line is a vital safety resource that identifies a safe swimming area for other lake users. The

WLS has been advised that council will no longer repair routine damage to the swimming line, which is frequently adrift.

Maintaining this vital navigational and safety aid would support council's efforts to promote safety and visibility in this popular

area, as per the Navigational Safety Bylaw. The WLS requests that Council continues to maintain this line, for the safety of

the general public on the lake front.
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Respondent No: 53

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 25, 2024 12:22:50 pm

Last Seen: Oct 25, 2024 12:22:50 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Alyson Cross

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Luggate

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Safer for swimmers

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Both areas are popular with recreational swimmers esp in the summer when many tourists like to come to Wanaka and

enjoy the beaches and lake .

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

As above . I. The busy season boats and jet skis moar , arrive and depart from the beach.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Safety issues with people often kids jumping from bridge and possibly hitting bottom of river , head injuries .

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Often boats , jet skis travel over speed limit leaving and landing on the beaches , esp lake Hawea

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

There are swimming holes along the Clutha river and jet boats should not be allowed to travel during the summertime busy

season . The pilots don’t seem to be looking out for recreational swimmers .

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Swimming buoys at Roy’s beach to be maintained by the local council to ensure that swimmers can enjoy safe swimming in

the areas close to the beach and lake perimeter .
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Respondent No: 54

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 25, 2024 13:43:08 pm

Last Seen: Oct 25, 2024 13:43:08 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jaime Hutter

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The Wanaka Watersports Facility Trust believes that the changes detailed in the 205 Bylaw will make water-based recreation

safer especially regarding increased distances between non-motorised lake users and motor-powered vessels.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

WWFT supports the amendments to ski lanes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

WWFT supports the amendments to manage navigation safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

The interpretation/ definition of speed in Clause 6 is cumbersome and unclear.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

The Wanaka Watersports Facility Trust supports the submission of the Wanaka Lake Swimmers, namely that council

monitors and maintains the swimming line established in Roys Bay. Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback.
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Respondent No: 55

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 25, 2024 14:09:13 pm

Last Seen: Oct 25, 2024 14:09:13 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Charlie Jacobsen

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Albert Town

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am generally in support although I would like to see more protection regarding jetboats around the houses by the Albert

Town bridge.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I would like more protection regarding jetboats around the houses by the Albert Town bridge. There are currently no noise

restrictions or time restrictions in place &amp; a number of the boats are very loud. This violates my right to enjoy my

property in peace, especially outdoors over the summer when the boats are near constant for all daylight hours.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I would like to see this enforced for jet boats as well. hopefully we could use the cameras which are in place on the Albert

Town bridge to capture those who are operating in an anti social way, ie doing donuts etc in front of houses, excessive noise

etc.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I would like to see clauses put in stating how these will be enforced.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don't believe that they need to be operating there at all &amp; that it only detracts from the enjoyment of the area for other

users.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 56

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 26, 2024 11:42:33 am

Last Seen: Oct 26, 2024 11:42:33 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Florence Micoud

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Navigation Safety Bylaw review I have read some of the information provided, concerning Lake Wānaka and surroundings. I

approve the removal of water ski lanes in Roys Bay. I approve the rules limiting the use of petrol vessels on the Mata-au

river. I submit to remove all petrol powered vessels from Roys Bay and that includes jetskis. Reasons for that are: Swimmers

need more protection from the various motor vessels. These vehicles are very noisy, this noise can be heard several

kilometres away in a urban area. The noise spoils the wellbeing of people resting at the beach or walking along the lake and

rivers. These vehicles emit carbon dioxide contributing to climate change and pollutants that damage the lake water quality.

The petrol smells are also a discomfort for lakeside users at times (depending on the wind). Vessels create waves that are

damaging to wildlife and its habitat. Electric motor boats exist and the council can foster the switch from polluting engines to

electric less-noisy low-carbon vessels with such a ban. I realise it is not popular, but the motor boats have totally spoiled

Glendhu bay and the Outlet where I used to enjoy going and contemplating. If we are to share, then we need to keep some

areas without motor vessels at all. Please note that all petrol vessels have been banned from some lakes in Europe

(example Aiguebelle) resulting in a better environment, better lake quality and better wellbeing. Nearby towns have become

increasingly attractive so it is good for business too.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This would have perhaps allowed to identify who lit the Glendhu bay fire 2 years ago. So yes it is a good thing.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Thank you for making the lakes safer and cleaner for everyone.
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Respondent No: 57

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 09:53:31 am

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 09:53:31 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name JENI HUGHES

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location KELVIN PENINSULA

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I believe we need the water ski lane at Willow Place. I love the waterskiing outside Kelvin Peninsula, along from the Hilton -

and I believe people using the walkway, as well as staying at The Hilton, do too.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I believe we should encourage water sports on Lake Wakatipu, and that ski lanes are there for a specific purpose - namely

for waterskiers to take off &amp; land

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Willow Place West Side

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

i love watching the waterskiing, as do walkers on the track that i have spoken to.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 58

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 10:47:53 am

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 10:47:53 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Kevin Duke

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Lake Hawea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I have concerns re the practicality of Clause 19 - Carriage of communication devices. While to objective is sound there are

significant issues in achieving it, specifically the VHF provision arrangement on Lakes Wanaka and Hawea and the cell

phone coverage on both Lakes.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The Hawea ski lane location needs to be moved, considering the views of the community.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

While to objective is sound there are significant issues in achieving it, specifically the VHF provision arrangement on Lakes

Wanaka and Hawea and the cell phone coverage on both Lakes. QLDC needs to ensure adequate funding is provided to

ensure the continuation of the existing (private organisation) VHF service and provide channel monitoring. Alternatively

having VHF channel 16 available should be considered. QLDC also needs to work with the cell phone providers to improve

coverage. Communication options and limitations need to be better communicated, especially at the launching locations.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 59

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 16:47:05 pm

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 16:47:05 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jan and Basil Waters

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Dunedin

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Our concern and opposition relates to changes in proposed ski lanes and launching and retrieval of boats at Hampshire

Glendhu Bay Camp. Having referred to the draft document we are truly confused about what changes are or aren’t

proposed relating to this area- figures and tables appear contradictory. We do wish to state our opposition to any shortening

of the western ski lane, as this will cause more intensive use of a smaller area. Over that 4-5 week period after Christmas

we suggest it needs to remain as is, it does work well (we have been there over that period for 20+ years). We suggest that

for that super busy period the QLDC ensure regular patrol by the harbour master of the bay, as surely they are meant to be

doing anyway. We have no comment on the eastern ski lane as we do not use this one. Re launch and retrieval, we have

heard this is proposed to be regulated to only the boat ramp. Unless you triple the size of the boat ramp, this would be a

dangerous proposition. This concern is due to the incredibly fast weather change patterns on the lake and the chaos that

would ensue with urgent retrieval of all the boats on lake - in reality it will be highly dangerous. We urge QLDC to physically

investigate these ski lanes and ramps during the excessively busy season to understand the dangers of these proposed

changes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As stated previously

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Na

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Do you homework first.
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Respondent No: 60

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 18:46:14 pm

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 18:46:14 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Amy Wong

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The FSBCA supports the section in the statement of proposal regarding the moving and formalising of the Sunshine Bay ski

lane

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The FSBCA is wanting to put in a consent for a pontoon at Sunshine Bay, we have the funding and are currently waiting for

notification that jetty and mooring resources are now being reviewed. Moving the Sunshine Bay ski lane 50m down the

beach will be a positive move for the potential instalment of a community pontoon.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Sunshine Bay

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

The FSBCA is wanting to put in a consent for a pontoon at Sunshine Bay, we have the funding and are currently waiting for

notification that jetty and mooring resources are now being reviewed. Moving the Sunshine Bay ski lane 50m down the

beach will be a positive move for the potential instalment of a community pontoon.

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 61

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 18:49:21 pm

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 18:49:21 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Glen Rudhall

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I have some concerns over some aspects around how the proposals will be equitably determined and applied to lake users

and the lack of real data or proper study being undertaken prior to far reaching decisions being made. Since last time very

little evidence of education and appropriate signage has been seen. I am concerned that despite specifically identifying as

interested parties previously and requesting being kept informed we have once again only learned of these proposal late in

the piece and through family. QLDC Communications are a weak point in their performance, across multiple services. A

significant amount of time and resource seems to being spent on a relatively small aspect of activities (and largely not

particularly problematic) in our community whilst other keys issues go unaddressed or money is wasted on poorly

considered roading projects.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

We will restrict our comment to the Wanaka and Hawea based area and cover in a separate submission.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Would support restricted zone during peak times. Separate submission

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Would support restricted zone during peak times. Separate submission

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Do not support. Separate submission.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Support this proposal with conditions Makes sense.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Well researched and considered proposals make for a sensible, workable and valuable series of solutions. Well done.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Event organisers need to have the right to appeal Harbour Masters decision direct to QLDC. Quick, simple process

necessary. Harbour Master is a commercial operator and there is insufficient safeguards to prevent possible conflicts of

interest.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

You need to maintain an accurate and effective register of interested parties and ensure we are always kept informed.
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Respondent No: 62

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 28, 2024 19:05:05 pm

Last Seen: Oct 28, 2024 19:05:05 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Mark E Austin

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I support the changes to ski lanes to allow safer swimming. I support carrying two effective communication devices.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Safe swimming is important. adjusting to have a safe swimming area in Kelvin Heights, more at Frankton Beach, and better

separation at Sunshine Bay is a good idea.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This also makes rescue clearer. Matching vessel to crew is critical with so many kayaks and dinghys on the shore

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I would like a compulsory radio call added before traversing the bridge. Either on 16 or the local working channel. I would

like to have river left, left of the islands, reserved for kayaking.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support the carrying of two effective communication devices. I just question whether two are required for Lake Hayes and

the Frankton Arm? These areas have good cell coverage and many on shore observers. I once had folks call the coast

guard while I was practicing self rescues@

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Paddling a kayak is slow, with a maximum of about 5 knots. Crossing Queenstown Bay commercial vessels may not see us

low in the water. I would like to see compulsory radio calls on entry and exit from Queenstown Bay. So far I haven't heard a

radio call anywhere on Lake Whakatipi, ever! Boaties are great at following speed restrictions, spotting while skiing, giving

others plenty of room. Jet skiers often exit and enter beaches for above the 5 knot restrictions. QLDC needs a plan to

educate and enforce these limits. I would rather see positive action in this area than any changes to ski lanes. On education

I am yet to find a single sign with the local work Channel. It took half an hour of searching online to find it and confirm it. It's

at every launch site in Te Anau and Manapouri. There's no point in asking people to carry vomms if the channels aren't

advertised. Thanks
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Respondent No: 63

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 07:40:04 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 07:40:04 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Brodie Greenfield

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Christchurch

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am opposed to the following points: 1) Ski lane at Glendhu East is just fine as it is. 2) Boats must be able to be launched

and recovered from any part of the beach in Glendhu - safety hazard 3) Vessel communication - this appears to cover

whitewater kayakers. Unnecessary for all participants to carry communication.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I have no knowledge for most of them, however the width must be retained for Glendhu East.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Width must be retained, along with the ability for boats to launch and recover from the beach within the ski lane. Glendhu

Bay is a wild place when the lake cuts up rough, which can happen extremely quickly, and the ability to recover a large

number of boats quickly, instead of queuing for the ramp is a must for safety. As much entertainment as it would be to watch

unprepared boats take on water and potentially sink, this is an unacceptable outcome, and one that has been proposed, and

rejected before, for this reason. STOP BRINGING IT UP!

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Jumping off a bridge is fun, is there really that much marine traffic that necessitates this, or is this just health and safety

gone mad?

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

For the most part, this is for Karens to ring up and say such-and-such vessel is being naughty, and is unnecessary for any

other situation. At least you haven't gone as far as ecan did, and don't even think about it.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

No idea. Retain lake access for other users - no-one is so important as to block access.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Don't care, but seems reasonable.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Still don't care

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Not a Kawarau dam user.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This reads that kayakers must carry some form of communication. The simple way around this is of course a whistle - which

is already standard equipment for kayakers once they have their own gear and have graduated beyond "beginner" status -

rivers are noisy places, and we sometimes don't have line-of-sight for communication to each other on harder rivers above

class 3. However, I believe that making this mandatory for beginners is unnecessary, particularly on class 1 and 2, and

would be useless for anyone beyond their immediate group anyway.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Don't really care tbh.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

DON'T FUCK WITH GLENDHU BAY!
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Respondent No: 64

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 08:21:00 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 08:21:00 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Niamh Shaw

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wānaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The Wānaka Lake Swimmers generally support the proposed amendments to the Navigation Safety Bylaw

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Support

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Support retention of bridge-jumping while establishing separation of upstream/ downstream passage lanes for powered

vessels

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Fully supportive of implementing vessel identification rules

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Support all amendments relating to temporary waterway events

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

The interpretation/ definition of speed in Clause 6 is unclear and cumbersome

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Yes please

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. The Wānaka Lake Swimmers (WLS) welcomes the proposed

amendments to the Navigation Safety Bylaw. As part of the Local Government Act requirement to protect, promote and

maintain public health and safety, the WLS requests that the swimming line in Roy's Bay is maintained by council. The

swimming line comprises a 500m line of round reds buoys roped between four red triangle buoys which are weighted to the

lake bed. From a point approximately 200m out from the Wānaka Watersports Facility, the line runs parallel to the shoreline

to a point 200m from the carpark adjacent to the Ardmore St/ McDougall St intersection. The swimming line was installed by

ex-Harbourmaster Marty Black, and subsequently maintained by ex-Harbourmaster Craig Blake and Cougar security. It is

used by increasing numbers of passive/non-motorised lake users, in addition to members of the 70-80 WLS swimmers.

Although WLS members wear highly visible safety buoys, swim caps and/ or wetsuits, many non-members and visitors do

not. Therefore the swimming line is a vital safety resource that identifies a safe swimming area for other lake users. The

WLS has been advised that council no longer repairs routine damage to the swimming line, which is frequently adrift.

Maintaining this vital navigational and safety aid would support council's efforts to promote safety and visibility in this popular

area, as per the Navigational Safety Bylaw. The WLS requests that Council continues to maintain this line, for the safety of

the general public on the lake front (or alternatively, that Council establishes and maintains a swimming line in the same

general location). Many thanks

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. The Wānaka Lake Swimmers (WLS) welcomes the proposed

amendments to the Navigation Safety Bylaw. As part of the Local Government Act requirement to protect, promote and

maintain public health and safety, the WLS requests that the swimming line in Roy's Bay is maintained by council. The

swimming line comprises a 500m line of round reds buoys roped between four red triangle buoys which are weighted to the

lake bed. From a point approximately 200m out from the Wānaka Watersports Facility, the line runs parallel to the shoreline

to a point 200m from the carpark adjacent to the Ardmore St/ McDougall St intersection. The swimming line was installed by

ex-Harbourmaster Marty Black, and subsequently maintained by ex-Harbourmaster Craig Blake and Cougar security. It is

used by increasing numbers of passive/non-motorised lake users, in addition to members of the 70-80 WLS swimmers.

Although WLS members wear highly visible safety buoys, swim caps and/ or wetsuits, many non-members and visitors do

not. Therefore the swimming line is a vital safety resource that identifies a safe swimming area for other lake users. The

WLS has been advised that council no longer repairs routine damage to the swimming line, which is frequently adrift.

Maintaining this vital navigational and safety aid would support council's efforts to promote safety and visibility in this popular

area, as per the Navigational Safety Bylaw. The WLS requests that Council continues to maintain this line, for the safety of

the general public on the lake front (or alternatively, that Council establishes and maintains a swimming line in the same

general location). Many thanks
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Respondent No: 65

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 09:08:38 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 09:08:38 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Paul Jaquin

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number 0272501990

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

We represent the swimmers in Queenstown and the surrounding area. We would like the Navigation Safety Bylaw to

address the needs of swimmers as well as users of powered craft

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

OK to reduce the number and size of ski lanes

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

If this is to be the case, then the harbourmaster needs to be proactive and responsive. We run weekly swims, and

occasional events. The mechanism of approval and conditions should be further explained (essentially whatwill get

approved or rejected, and why)

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Could we please please have some signage or information about no swimming in this area. This is another area with

significant risk and consequence, where there currently isn't any mention of swimming risks

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

We would like to make swimming lanes part of the Navigation Safety bylaw. This seems to be the only legal mechanism to do

this. There is a swimming lane in the Frankton Arm, and a swimming lane in Lake Wanaka. These should be marked and

given the same designation as the 5 knot areas. We would also like to address specific drowing risk areas (GY river mouth,

Kawarau Dam etc). If the mapping produced by QLDC could address 'no swimming' and 'swimming' areas then that would

likely improve safe outcomes on the lakes
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Respondent No: 66

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 10:13:35 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 10:13:35 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lee Eadie

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I support the following sections of the proposal: 1) removal of Ski Lanes in Roys Bay, Wanaka 2) the proposal to create safe

vessel lanes under the Albert Town Bridge. 3) Vessel Identifcation 4) Temporary Events on Water- but I would like to add an

additional amendment to this proposal-"that all commercial lake operators must be notified of any upcoming events on the

water prior to the event by at least two weeks". 7) Carriage of Communication devices by all vessels, I would also like to

recommend that all Jetskis (apart from the Harbourmaster or Safety Jetskis operated by Yacht Club or Commercial

operators), are are removed from Roys Bay area as they pose a major danger to swimmers and other boat users due to the

wild and erratic nature of their driving and the fact that they do not generally abide by the 5 knot rule within 200 metres of the

shore. I would also like to recommend that an alternative Boat ramp area with at least two Boat Ramps is created at the

Waterfall Creek area in Roys Bay to take the pressure off the existing Ramps at the Wanaka Marina and Eely Point.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I support removal of Ski Lanes in Roys Bay as they pose a serious danger to swimmers and other boat users

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

232



Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

I support removal of Ski Lanes in Roys Bay as they pose a serious danger to swimmers and other boat users

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

I support removal of Ski Lanes in Roys Bay as they pose a serious danger to swimmers and other boat users

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

I support removal of Ski Lanes in Roys Bay as they pose a serious danger to swimmers and other boat users

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I agree that there is a serious risk of harm under current conditions and some regulations need to be put in place to allow

both jumpers and boat users to operate safely

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

It is essential that all boats can be identified

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I would also like to add please - That "Commercial Boat operators on any Lake or River MUST be notified of any upcoming

Water events that may impact their operations with at least two weeks notice prior to the event.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

This makes sense

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Yes I see this as essential to safe operations on any Lakes or Rivers

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I would also like to recommend that all Jetskis (apart from the Harbourmaster's or Safety Jetskis operated by Yacht Club or

Commercial operators), are are removed from Roys Bay area as they pose a major danger to swimmers and other boat

users due to the wild and erratic nature of their driving and the fact that they do not generally abide by the 5 knot rule within

200 metres of the shore. I would also like to recommend that an alternative Boat ramp area with at least two Boat Ramps is

created at the Waterfall Creek area in Roys Bay to take the pressure off the existing Ramps at the Wanaka Marina and Eely

Point.
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Respondent No: 67

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 10:16:05 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 10:16:05 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name rob jewell

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the bylaw and specifically the removal of ski lanes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

This ski lane is easy to use and has wide open sight lines and minimal other boat traffic in the general vicinity outside of

peak holiday period Christmas/New Year. Its close to onshore toilet facilities.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This is the most popular ski lane on the lake. It is sheltered from the pesky nor wester. It has a BBQ area, seating, car

parking to meet family &amp; friends and toilet facilities. The buoy line offers adequate separation between swimmers and

ski lane users. Close to boat launching ramp. The close proximity to town and the boat ramp this ski lane offers a convenient

location for an after work ski in the summer evenings and at this time there is minimal other boat traffic.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

This ski lane is easy to use and has wide open sight lines and minimal other boat traffic in the general vicinity outside of

peak holiday period Christmas/New year..

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

This draft section is pragmatic and seems to offer a good solution for a win/win to support bridge jumpers and safe

navigation for any boat traffic.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The speed rule should be the same for all users regardless of whether its a business or private user.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 68

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 11:36:11 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 11:36:11 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name James Wallis

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

It seems that QLDC do not want people waterskiing or undertaking similar recreational activities: 5 of 11 ski lanes in Lake

Wakatipu have been removed and 3 of 6 ski lanes in Lake Wanaka have been removed. No additional ski lanes have been

added to replace those that have been removed. Waterskiing (and similar activities) have been enjoyed in the above

locations, by both locals and visitors, up until now. What has changed? Are newer activities being given priority over the

more established ones? Or are wealthy property owners adjacent to the removed ski lanes getting priority over the wider

community? Also, with regard to the use of other recreational craft within ski lanes, these create a hazard for all involved;

paddleboards,kayaks, etc should not be permitted to be used in ski lanes, just as water skiing is not permitted in other

areas. High speed jetskis create a larger hazard, as they rarely conform with the established direction of travel. Further,

compulsory life jacket or full length wetsuit for paddleboards is unreasonable. These are usually used in calm areas, and the

user is usually tied to the paddleboard with a leg rope or similar. I do not paddleboard, but find this rule ridiculous. Obviously

those supervising minors etc shoud exercise appropriate caution and ensure they are suitably supervised or are wearing life

jackets

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

See previous answer. It seems Council are prioritising new activities/users over those that have been established for

decades, and/or have been influenced by the owners of high value residential properties

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Frankton Arm North Side
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

This is Queenstown's busiest ski lane, and Council plans to reduce the size of it? This will create a situation where the same

number of users will be using a smaller area and will likely compromise public safety

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

Why remove this ski lane? It is generally used only when conditions are suitable and reduces congestion at Kelvin Grove

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

Why remove this ski lane? It is generally used only when conditions are suitable and reduces congestion at Kelvin Grove

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

Why remove this ski lane? It is generally used only when conditions are suitable and reduces congestion at Kelvin Grove

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This has the appearance of an interim step before Council introduces mandatory registration of recreational vessels. This

would increase the costs associated with recreational boating, making it unaffordable for a larger portion of the population

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This essentially makes radios or satellite phones mandatory for all recreational boaters. This increases costs associated

with recreational boating, making it unaffordable for a larger portion of the population.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

A lot of the amendments to the bylaw appear to be aimed at reducing the number of recreational boaters on Lakes Wanaka

and Wakatipu by: - essentially halving the number of ski lanes, and reducing the size of the busiest ones - introducing

measures that increase the cost of recreational boating, meaning it increasingly becomes an activity reserved for the wealthy

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

A large portion of recreational boat users in the QLDC area are ratepayers. Given the high costs associated with living in the

area, increasing costs associated with recreational boating lacks inclusivity, as boating will become increasing affordable to

only the wealthy
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Respondent No: 69

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 11:57:46 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 11:57:46 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Philippa jopp

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Council need to continue to maintain the swim bouy line in Wanaka for the safety of lake swimmers in Wanaka. This is a well

used swimming area for those training for local events.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

244



Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 70

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 12:07:34 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 12:07:34 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Anya Beale

Q2. Organisation Private individual

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am concerned that the buoys at Roy’s bay May no longer be repaired This lane of swim buoys is used by the Lake

swimming club and those training for Wanaka Challenge .As a less that triathlete swimmer I find the buoy line to be a great

safety net providing marking but also something to hang on to and rest in rough weather. It is important they don’t run into

disrepair

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 71

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 12:11:28 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 12:11:28 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Wayne Millow

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 72

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 12:38:40 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 12:38:40 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name rod walker

Q2. Organisation ratepayer

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I do not really understand the finer points of this bylaw. Being able to manage the plethora of boats that now appear regularly

on the lake is important. this is of particular relevance to the upsurge in jet ski use in Roys bay

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The Roys Bay area is now becoming increasingly busy with all manner of powered craft as well as kayaks and swimmers.

the use of the Bay for higher speed activities is becoming increasingly hazardous

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Too close to swimmers and other non motorised craft

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

this area is becoming overcrowded and the number of boats speeding about is becoming dangerous

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Too close to swimmers and non powered craft which are becoming increasingly prevalent

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I feel strongly that the swim lane buoys in Roys Bay should be maintained to a high standard by the council just the same as

other playgrounds in town. The swim lane is increasingly popular and the only protection offered from powered vessels.
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Respondent No: 73

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 13:30:39 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 13:30:39 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Alistair Madill

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Please retain and MAINTAIN the swim bouy line in the western corner of Roys Bay, adjacent to the Wanaka Watersports

Facility. This is a SAFETY measure as it encourages swimmers to keep more to one area rather than random spots around

the shoreline. Not perfect, but an important safety measure. Thank you
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Respondent No: 74

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 13:46:42 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 13:46:42 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Gillian Macleod

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Overly in favour of commercial activities

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As more people have boats and want to use them on the lake more Ski lanes will be needed to cater for these people into

the future. These Ski veins are well spread out and don’t conflict with each other. Not many people swim in the lake owing to

the very cold nature of our lake but any conflict is easily spotted and handled in my experience of the last, 30 odd years on

the lake.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Willow Place West Side

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

This is a great location maybe overcrowded on two weeks or the odd fine day of the year. People just need educating about

the circuit but it does not need reduced in width

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

This is a great little Ski lane that is used by a maximum of three or four boats at the very height of Sommer. We have skied

here for around 30 years and never experienced any conflict with commercial boats swimmers or anyone else. It’s a great

place to learn without a lot of other people around.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don’t see it as a problem because there are so few boats on the lake, but I haven’t thought much about the issue
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don’t know enough about this, but the proposed and measurements seem to be okay

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

The only problem with speed is mad jet skis. Or the roaring jet boat commercial trips.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

They work fine now but they change. Will bring them in closer to moored boats and may cause a conflict.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Seems to be overkill but situations when useful , but most people have mobile phones. Where do you draw the line… does a

kitesurfer have to carry one

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Please do not alter and reduce ski lanes. Too much priority given to commercial ventures.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I thought i had made a submission but it was not recorded
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Respondent No: 75

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 15:20:20 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 15:20:20 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Claire O'Connell

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I believe that the buoy line at the Stoney Creek corner of Roy's Bay is no longer going to be repaired. I was president of the

Wanaka Lake Swimmers Club when this buoy line was installed. It was never requested by the Lake Swimmers but was

initiated by the council to provide a visible safe zone for open water swimming. It was subsequently appreciated by the WLS

Club as it provides a safe place for our local swimmers. It also attracts swimmers from out of town - we are a significant

tourist town - as it's clearly visible that this is a safe place to swim. Prior to the buoy line being there, non-local swimmers

had no idea where may be safe and were often in trouble with boaties and lake safety monitors from QLDC as they would

hop into the water wherever, not knowing where would be safe. Open water swimming has increased in popularity over the

past 15 years, swimmers don't get in to swim 100m, they get in to swim perhaps for an hour and they need a decent amount

of space to do that. If this clearly visible safe swim zone isn't retained, the council risks having tourists from all over the world

getting injured by motorised equipment as they won't know where is/isn't safe.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 76

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 15:21:37 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 15:21:37 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Viv Nixon

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Please maintain the safety of the Buoy Line for recreational swimmers

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Reduce of noise pollution from Roy’s Bay, Pembroke park by removing ski Lane

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

266



Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 77

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 16:03:34 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 16:03:34 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jarrod Johnston

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw. I believe some of the changes proposed are cause for great concern surrounding the health and

safety of recreational boat users on lake Whakatipu.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Frankton Beach

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Frankton Arm North Side

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

I oppose the proposed size reduction of the Kelvin Grove ski lane, due to the amount of people who currently utilize this ski

lane, as this would become a larger safety concern.

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

I oppose the proposed removal of the Frankton Beach ski lane, due to the impact this would have on the amount of people

having to use the Kelvin Grove ski lane, as this would become a larger safety concern.

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

I oppose the proposed removal of the Willow Place West Side ski lane, due to the impact this would have on the amount of

people having to use the Kelvin Grove ski lane, as this would become a larger safety concern.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

I oppose the proposed removal of the Frankton Arm North Side ski lane, due to the impact this would have on the amount of

people having to use the Kelvin Grove ski lane, as this would become a larger safety concern.

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

I oppose the proposed removal of the Loop Road ski lane, due to the impact this would have on the amount of people having

to use the Kelvin Grove ski lane, as this would become a larger safety concern.

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support the proposed changes to the bylaw regarding the identification of vessels. This is common place in other regions

around the country and I believe would be beneficial.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support this proposed change to the bylaw. I recommend this to my customers as best practice for safe and responsible

boating currently.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I do believe some of the proposed changes would be of benefit to users of Lake Whakatipu, both recreational and

commercial. But some of the changes proposed, largely the removal and reduction of ski lanes in the Frankton Arm/Kelvin

Heights area, cause me great concern. I am a frequent user of this area of Lake Whakatipu, both in a commercial and

recreational setting, and have been for 15+ years. I believe these changes proposed would have a detrimental effect on the

area, as well as the safety of all users of this area of Lake Wakatipu.
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Respondent No: 78

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 21:10:10 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 21:10:10 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name David Gwynne-Jones

Q2. Organisation Private

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  Lake Hawea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I disagree with clause 18.3. Multisport kayaks and surf skis can be up to 6.4m long, or longer for a double. Clause 18.3

should not limit identification of kayaks to only 6m or less. Clause 19.1 requires two forms of communication in a kayak

being operated on a lake more than 50m offshore and one on a river. I think this is unrealistic especially when paddling on a

lake. one form may be a reasonable compromise or increase the distance off shore to 200m. While I usually carry full safety

gear and 1 form of communication when paddling on the clutha it is unreasonable to expect kayakers, sit ons or paddle

boards to carry two forms of communication or stay within 50 m of shore on lakes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I agree on the requirement for a name but not for a unique one that has to be registered with MNZ. Trailer rego is a less

attractive option. See previous comments on the length of some kayaks or surf skis that may exceed 6m. Suggest removing

an upper length limit or increasing it to at least 6.4m

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Compulsory notification ok as long as approval not unreasonably withheld eg small scale kayak races with minimal impact

on other users

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

How can this be enforced? No excuse for jet boats to speed

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Too many river users on this stretch . Dangerous to have any jet boats going at speed through here

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See previous comments. Extend lake zone from 50m to 200m without requirement. Only 1 form needed for kayaks or similar

non-powered craft

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 79

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 29, 2024 21:43:35 pm

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 21:43:35 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Hamish Rudhall

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am opposed to the removal of any waterski access lanes on lake Wanaka. As an active watersports participant and user of

waterski access lanes I know the importance of having these access areas in appropriate locations to keep both active and

passive lake users safe.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I know that there is a perceived conflict between active and passive lake users especially in the busy summer holiday

periods. I don't believe there has been an increase in conflicts. I think generally the ski access lanes work very well. I don't

think that just removing ski access lanes is a viable solution.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

The argument that there is increased conflict in this area due to a rearrangement of car parking areas is flawed, there has

always been car parking available along the lakefront. The signage and demarcation identifying the waterski access lane is

flawed. Signage faces the wrong way. Buoy lines are not clear. Swimming areas are not well marked. Better signage,

demarcation and education is required.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

One of the few sheltered areas for waterskiing when the wind is up. Natural geographic features allow this area to work

really well as a boat launching area, waterski access lane and sheltered swimming area. There is congestion in the busy

periods, but I believe the waterski access lane works really well, and I don't believe there has been any serious incidents

here or increased conflicts.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

The only other sheltered area when the wind is up, again ideal for it's natural geography. A natural boat launching area and

car parking. Very poor signage, demarcation and education in this area.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Glendu Bay camping and boating is extremely popular and with the huge number of boaters that visit every year to

participate in both active and passive watersports activities, the waterski lanes here are a must. Again an informal boat

launching area, it makes sense to move the waterski lane pole to the other side of the boat ramp. Poor signage and

demarcation. Swimming areas need to be more visible. Opportunities for greater education.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As a boat owner I oppose having to have identification on my boat. I take pride in the appearance of my vessel and enjoy the

freedom to express my views individually. To me it seems the QLDC wants to move towards enforcement rather than

education, which I believe education will make our waterways safer.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I don't believe the requirement to carry communication devices should be something this bylaw can enforce.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I have emailed a formal submission to www.letstalk@qldc.govt.nz with a more detailed breakdown of my opposition to the

proposals and I would like the opportunity to speak at any hearings or meetings concerning this matter.
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Respondent No: 80

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 07:14:34 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 07:14:34 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name David Mayhew

Q2. Organisation Kelvin Peninsula Community Association

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

KPCA disagrees with the proposal concerning Ski Lanes in Frankton Arm; and with the proposed changes to the Kawarau

Dam Access Lanes. The details of our objections are contained in a written submission sent to QLDC (Craig Fahey)

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The draft Bylaw proposes to remove 4 ski lanes in Frankton Arm: Frankton Beach, Frankton Arm North Side, Willow Place

West Side and Loop Road; and to alter the 5th, Kelvin Grove. KPCA considers that the navigational and safety issues at

Kelvin Grove are just as great, if not more so in relation to safety, as the other ski lanes in Frankton Arm which are proposed

to be removed for the such reasons. Retaining only the Kelvin Grove ski lane within the Frankton Arm will concentrate more

waterskiing activity at Kelvin Grove, resulting in greater conflict between multiple users of the beach, and ultimately

increased safety concerns. Reluctantly, we have come to the conclusion that Kelvin Grove must be treated the same as the

other waterski lanes within Frankton Arm and, if navigational and safety concerns warrant their removal, then the same

should apply to Kelvin Grove. Please see our separate written submission for further details.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Frankton Beach

Willow Place West Side

Loop Road

Frankton Arm North Side
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

Over recent years, there has been markedly increased congestion at Kelvin Grove beach during the height of the summer

holiday period which has raised significant safety issues for all users of the beach. We submit that, with increasing

population within Kelvin Peninsula and the district generally, Kelvin Grove has outgrown its traditional use as a waterski lane

to the extent that such activities within 200m of the beach creates a significant conflict between the multiple users of the

beach. Please see our separate written submission for further details.

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

We support the removal of this ski lane. The beach is very popular in the summertime and often too shallow for waterskiing

anyway.

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

If a ski lane or lanes are to be retained in the Frankton Arm, we submit that the Frankton Arm North Side, Willow Place West

Side and Loop Road ski lanes are the best in minimising any navigational risks and conflict between users. The concern

that “the ski lane is not currently demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys”, would be answered by simply

reinstalling the ski lane poles and buoys. We also note that the fact that each of these ski lanes “is not frequently used” does

not raise a navigation or safety concern.

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

If a ski lane or lanes are to be retained in the Frankton Arm, we submit that the Frankton Arm North Side, Willow Place West

Side and Loop Road ski lanes are the best in minimising any navigational risks and conflict between users. The concern

that “the ski lane is not currently demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys”, would be answered by simply

reinstalling the ski lane poles and buoys. We also note that the fact that each of these ski lanes “is not frequently used” does

not raise a navigation or safety concern.

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

If a ski lane or lanes are to be retained in the Frankton Arm, we submit that the Frankton Arm North Side, Willow Place West

Side and Loop Road ski lanes are the best in minimising any navigational risks and conflict between users. The concern

that “the ski lane is not currently demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys”, would be answered by simply

reinstalling the ski lane poles and buoys. We also note that the fact that each of these ski lanes “is not frequently used” does

not raise a navigation or safety concern.

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered
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Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.
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Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

KPCA considers that commercial jet boat use is best restricted to the centre of the Lake where there is less wash and

potential for conflict with recreational lake users, and better noise attenuation to the shore. There is a real danger to

recreational users in the high speed access lanes being widened: kayaks, boards and little sailboats (optimists and lasers)

often with young sailors at the helm use the areas between the shore and the islands. Any change should be circumscribed

to the specific usage required. So, where boats need to get on the plane (i.e. exceed 5 knots) in areas which they cannot do

so lawfully (i.e. within 200 metres of the shore), the increase in the size of the existing access lanes should be restricted to

those areas and/or purposes that are strictly necessary. See our separate written submission for further detail.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 81

Login: Waikouro

Email: Waikouro@gmail.com

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 07:40:22 am

Last Seen: Oct 29, 2024 19:51:42 pm

IP Address: 203.184.10.252

Q1. Your name IAn Brown

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose deletions of ski lanes in the roys bay area

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The amendments dont seem to consider the ski lane users- just those commercial operators and perhaps other water sports

users. Water safety does not mean removing the rights and TRADITIONS of another group

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

this area has tradition. Whilst it is near many commercial operators and other beach users consideration should be given to

how they use the area and not a blanket removal of the ability of a small group of people to utilize their rights- Please note- i

do not use and never have used this area for waterskiing- i just see it as a focus on one group when there are further

considerations. Consideration must also be given to the fact that the areas receives major use only for a short window over

the holiday period.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This is a great family area accessible in specific late conditions. Whilst it gets considerable use, and only for a specific short

period, again a blanket removal of ski access is not the only consideration. The area does need education and "policing"

easily overcome via the resources employed- and volunteers

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

This area should also be left as is. Due to weather/ lake conditions this area receives limited use. Educate- dont police!

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Whilst i support, commonsense not laws should be applied - and have in the past. The failure of QLDC to enforce prohibition

in the past reflects this.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

vessel ID is important and overall MAY change general attitudes and behaviours

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The wording should include something like "instant and wide?? " . People think the new Texting ability will suffice but the

send is only to specific people. Things like VHF use means that a message is instantly heard by a range of users. In an

emergency time is of the essence.. Note also that most boats have VHF and it is standard marine coms- QLDC should

encourage use.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

The working group making these suggestions should involve a wider demography- ie the USERS. Not QLDC employed

bureaucrats out of touch with the real community.
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Respondent No: 82

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 07:41:02 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 07:41:02 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lauren Norrish

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The buoyline and a safe swimming space is a right for all

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

There should be ski lanes available in wanaka to keep all who use the lake safe

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

People should be able to use the bridge for jumping and there should be more regulations for boats under it

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Keep the buoyline on Wanakas Roy’s bay and keep all swimmer safe!
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Respondent No: 83

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 08:48:34 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 08:48:34 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jack Paterson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

By changing the ski lands you are negatively shaping the recreational landscape of the southern lakes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Negative impact on the lake and recreational activities

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered

294



Respondent No: 84

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:13:47 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:13:47 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ashlin Woodley

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am strongly supportive of the changes to ski lanes proposed on lake Whakatipu, particularly those located at Kelvin Grove,

Frankton Beach, Willow Place, Loop Road, Frankton Arm (north side) and Wilsons Bay. I am supportive of the proposed

requirements for vessel identification as this will vastly improve the efficacy of our Waterways regulator.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I am strongly supportive of the changes proposed at Kelvin Grove, Frankton Beach, Willow Place, Loop Road, Frankton Arm

(north side) and Wilsons Bay. I remain neutral on the remainder of the proposed changes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Kelvin Grove

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

I'm very very happy to see the proposed changes for this ski lane. As a passive user over the past few summers I have seen

multiple near misses and concerning behaviour at this location. I feel that adjusting the position of the lane as proposed will

go a long way to improving the user experience for all at this location and will reduce the risk of a serious accident.

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 85

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:16:12 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:16:12 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name James Clarke

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose certain parts of the bylaw, specifically the removal of ski lanes in Roys Bay. Ski lanes are an important part of water

sports, allowing a number of important aspects. Most commonly, for people new to water sports a ski lane helps them to try a

type (waterski/wakeboard/etc) with help from the shore. Bystanders are able to coach and help the person while the boat is

still close by. Also allowed is the ability to tow watersports users to the beach at speed, dropping them in a safer area where

they're easily seen, rather than in the middle of a large mass of water. The proximity of the ski lane is also an important note.

People generally prefer the easiest option when going about their activities. The removal of the ski lane could lead to people

operating illegally from beaches with no designated ski lanes, which could pose a grave risk to other water users.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Ski lanes are an important part of water sports, allowing a number of important aspects. Most commonly, for people new to

water sports a ski lane helps them to try a type (waterski/wakeboard/etc) with help from the shore. Bystanders are able to

coach and help the person while the boat is still close by. Also allowed is the ability to tow watersports users to the beach at

speed, dropping them in a safer area where they're easily seen, rather than in the middle of a large mass of water. The

proximity of the ski lane is also an important note. People generally prefer the easiest option when going about their

activities. The removal of the ski lane could lead to people operating illegally from beaches with no designated ski lanes,

which could pose a grave risk to other water users. Time and money should be spent on education and informational

signage. The council could also consider adding a lane of bouys in the water to make the ski lane more obvious. Based on

the Council's report, the problem is actually with swimmers, so why should boaties be punished?

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

This is a commonly used ski lane, especially in summer. Instead of removing this ski lane, time and money should be spent

on education and informational signage. The council could also consider adding a lane of bouys in the water to make the ski

lane more obvious.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This is a commonly used ski lane, especially in summer. Instead of removing this ski lane, time and money should be spent

on education and informational signage. The council could also consider adding a lane of bouys in the water to make the ski

lane more obvious.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Boaties shouldn't have to take on all the responsibility for water safety. The council could consider adding signage for

'jumpers' saying "look before you leap" or something of the like.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This is clause 18. Also 18.1.c is open to interpretation, what if the Harbour master has bad eyesight?

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I don't like the New Zealand mentality where if there's a 'problem', we just take the easy way out and remove something

instead of resolving the actual root cause. In this case, looking at the ski lanes, the council would rather just remove them in

certain areas, instead of actually working on education, public signage, and upgrades. Also, please make links open in new

pages, not in the same page. I lost my responses.
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Respondent No: 86

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:16:24 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:16:24 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jake Huskinson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I believe it is a great idea to remove ski lanes on publicly accessible beaches in town. People with boats have the rest of the

lake and its beaches to use for skiing without disturbing those who can only use the town accessible beaches

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I believe the changes to ski lanes will make the beaches and lake front close to town more enjoyable for those wishing to

swim and enjoy the lake peacefully. As a boat owner and user myself I agree with these amendments and think it will make

the lake a much more pleasurable place for all

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 87

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:32:50 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:32:50 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name miles holden

Q2. Organisation rate payer

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I feel that some of the removale of ski lanes is unfair

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Frankton beech has been a summer ski spot for over 60 years and has room to support all water activities

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Frankton Beach

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

More than enough room for all water users at frankton beech

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

leave as is this is further nanny state over politicing

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

dont change what is not broken
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Respondent No: 88

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:50:54 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:50:54 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Scott Aubrey

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

This has been a great spot for water skiers for a long time and such a shame to take it away from The community

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

This has been a great spot for water skiers for a long time and such a shame to take it away from The community

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Same as above

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Same as above

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Same as above

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

People have been doing this for years and has there ever been an accident here? Such a shame to take away an activity

that is great for kids

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 89

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 09:58:47 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 09:58:47 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Taylor Koens

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Generally more protection is required for swimmers/non-motorised craft in lake Wanaka from powered vessels specifically

around Roys bay, Waterfall Creek, and Ruby Island

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Proposed low speed zone on the Clutha river from lake outlet to below the Cardrona confluence to reduce hazard to

swimmers/jumpers and noise issues for residential properties.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Commercial jet boat operators cause hazards to swimmers/kayakers on the popular stretch of river.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The bridge is a potentailly valuable area for whitewater kayaking training, however signage appears to restrict access.

Consideration for non-motorised only lanes that contain hydraulic features to enable users to surf the standing waves

present without risk of collision.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

It is not practical for every river kayaker in a group to carry a waterproof communication device. Propose adjusting

requirement to one per group for paddle powered craft under 6m.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 90

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 10:12:37 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 10:12:37 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lee McIntyre

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I do not support the removal of Ski lanes in Roys Bay or the removal of the right to jump off Albert Town Bridge

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I do not support the removal of ski lanes in Roys Bay

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Maintain stautus quo

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Maintain status quo

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Maintain status quo

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

the proposal has the effect of QLDCV sanctioning jumping etc as a rish free activity. Legal advice should be taken on the

liability created therein and how to both protect and warn users.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Any council employee/contractor with discretion to approve and or refuse applications and have cart blanche ability to apply

conditions is an absolute joke.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

let those who ride decide

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 91

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 10:22:44 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 10:22:44 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Isaac Burrough

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wānaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am opposed to the removal of the Roy's Bay and Eely point ski lanes. It seems that the issues you have highlighted seem

to be from a lack of education for passive lake users rather than a lack of space, especially when you consider that the

foreshore is over 1.3km long. A failure by QLDC to put carparking and signage in an appropriate place shouldn't be to the

detriment of the waterskiing community. For Eely point, there are three passive user exclusive beaches at Bremner and

Beacon Point. Dublin bay is not a very good water ski beach due to the long shallow area before becoming deep enough for

an outboard. The draft also doesn't consider the needs of young kids learning to water ski by removing their access to

decent beaches where they can be supported in the water while learning to start.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I am opposed to the removal of the Roy's Bay and Eely point ski lanes. It seems that the issues you have highlighted seem

to be from a lack of education for passive lake users rather than a lack of space, especially when you consider that the

foreshore is over 1.3km long. A failure by QLDC to put carparking and signage in an appropriate place shouldn't be to the

detriment of the waterskiing community. For Eely point, there are three passive user exclusive beaches at Bremner and

Beacon Point. Dublin bay is not a very good water ski beach due to the long shallow area before becoming deep enough for

an outboard. The draft also doesn't consider the needs of young kids learning to water ski by removing their access to

decent beaches where they can be supported in the water while learning to start.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point
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Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Maybe if the council cleared some of the pines from this area then the scout den end of the beach would become more

appealing users would be less inclined to gravitate towards the boat ramp/ski lane end of the beach

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 92

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 10:26:17 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 10:26:17 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lynda Walsh-Pasco

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am against the removal of ski lanes on Lake Wānaka.There are limited places for waterskiing/ ski biscuits to be used that

can be accessed by road and the areas currently available should remain.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Ski lane should email as they are on Lake Wānaka.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

This should remain as not everyone can access ski areas up the lake and should be available to be driven to.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This should remain as not. Everyone can access ski areas up the lake and should be available to be driven to.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

This ski lane should remain aspen be available to everyone.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 93

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 10:38:19 am

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 10:38:19 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ben Smith

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 94

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 12:14:40 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 12:14:40 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Isaac Davidson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The Lake wanaka ski lanes should be left as they are.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Leave the ski lanes as they are. Generations have enjoyed these lanes

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 95

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 13:02:39 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 13:02:39 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Janey Johnston

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Skiers need boundaries and clear, common sense areas and speeds to recreate

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Not a skier, more focused on Council maintaining safe buoy line for swimmers

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

No comment not my area

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Only focused on safe sensible use of swimmers safety in Roys Bay ,Wanaka

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

No
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Respondent No: 96

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 13:36:25 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 13:36:25 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ben van Gool

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of the 3 ski lanes in Roy’s bay and reducing the size of the one in Glendhu Bay

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the removal of the ski lanes in Lake Wanaka

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 97

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 14:32:15 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 14:32:15 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name matt hollyer

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location QUEENSTOWN

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

A lot of the content of this extensive report seems an exercise in job creation. Why is there so much desire to change

things? Why is there any intention to reduce ski lanes when we have fast growing population? If there are more people,

there is a need for more amenity, reducing the number of ski lanes in any way, shape or form is simply illogical. And for the

rationale of one closure (Loop Rd ski lane) to be justified because of difficult access is entirely illogical - boats get there by

boating to it! And by the way, it's the closest to the Frankton Marina and a great spot on southerly wind day. That specifically

is a recommendation that is completely flawed. There is clearly a well established harbourmaster contract in place. For the

5-10 days when the lakes are actually busy and if they see poor boat use skills going on, go and talk to the boat user, explain

how a ski lane works. Get proper signage at boat ramps and ski lanes about how to use them correctly. Or have I missed the

point? Is the QLDC intentionally creating less areas to ski to create more intensification of activity which leads to more need

for patrols and prosecutions and therefore more personnel working to limit fun and generate more fines. Give us all a break

folks! The review could (and should) easily have read: "It's all pretty good, lets continue as is and plan for the future with

new ski lanes to create in X, Y and Z locations." As for the requirement for recreational boats to have 2 forms of waterproof

communications, please think about this - i gather this is a greater level of compliance than commercial operators. I have a

marine radio - but it's built into the structure of the boat. Do you mean I need to pull it out and replace it with some kind of

waterproof solution to sit next to my cell phone? This number just seems like a dice has been rolled and landed on 2, in 5

years time will it become 6, or will you roll 2 dice and we need 11 forms of communication. I say, enough with the clobbering

of boaties, mooring holders and water users. You seem to be being advised of problems to fit pre-determined solutions. If

you don't want people to get out on the lakes simply drain the lakes and put up a sign saying fun is cancelled. It's great to see

investment in boat ramps - Glenorchy is going to be great once finished, and good to see a ramp payment system that is

now suitable for this side of 2010! The recommendation of boats being identifiable is the only content in the report which

seems genuinely sensible, an overdue change. But alongside this keep sane with all other recommendations please.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.
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Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

A lot of the content of this extensive report seems an exercise in job creation. Why is there so much desire to change

things? Why is there any intention to reduce ski lanes when we have fast growing population? If there are more people,

there is a need for more amenity, reducing the number of ski lanes in any way, shape or form is simply illogical. And for the

rationale of one closure (Loop Rd ski lane) to be justified because of difficult access is entirely illogical - boats get there by

boating to it! And by the way, it's the closest to the Frankton Marina and a great spot on southerly wind day. That specifically

is a recommendation that is completely flawed. There is clearly a well established harbourmaster contract in place. For the

5-10 days when the lakes are actually busy and if they see poor boat use skills going on, go and talk to the boat user, explain

how a ski lane works. Get proper signage at boat ramps and ski lanes about how to use them correctly. Or have I missed the

point? Is the QLDC intentionally creating less areas to ski to create more intensification of activity which leads to more need

for patrols and prosecutions and therefore more personnel working to limit fun and generate more fines. Give us all a break

folks! The review could (and should) easily have read: "It's all pretty good, lets continue as is and plan for the future with

new ski lanes to create in X, Y and Z locations." As for the requirement for recreational boats to have 2 forms of waterproof

communications, please think about this - i gather this is a greater level of compliance than commercial operators. I have a

marine radio - but it's built into the structure of the boat. Do you mean I need to pull it out and replace it with some kind of

waterproof solution to sit next to my cell phone? This number just seems like a dice has been rolled and landed on 2, in 5

years time will it become 6, or will you roll 2 dice and we need 11 forms of communication. I say, enough with the clobbering

of boaties, mooring holders and water users. You seem to be being advised of problems to fit pre-determined solutions. If

you don't want people to get out on the lakes simply drain the lakes and put up a sign saying fun is cancelled. It's great to see

investment in boat ramps - Glenorchy is going to be great once finished, and good to see a ramp payment system that is

now suitable for this side of 2010! The recommendation of boats being identifiable is the only content in the report which

seems genuinely sensible, an overdue change. But alongside this keep sane with all other recommendations please.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Loop Road

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered
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Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

Included in my main note. Don't close it. Dumb idea from flawed logic

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The recommendation of boats being identifiable is the only content in the report which seems genuinely sensible, an

overdue change. But alongside this keep sane with all other recommendations please.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered
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Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See my main text One device is fine. Two is excessive

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

My comments in previous sections cover all the points I wish to make. Thank you for your consideration.
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Respondent No: 98

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 15:05:44 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 15:05:44 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Tane Moore

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Don't remove ski lanes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Keep them, maybe close them in busy season

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Beach starting from the lake front is a dream of mine

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 99

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 15:35:23 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 15:35:23 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Rod Macdonald

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I think much of the change is "change for the sake of it". To be honest, things seem to be working fine, and I am on the lake

A LOT. Where there are issues are with monitoring, enforcement and education. There is little to nothing in the way of

signage, and the harbour master is notably absent other than the 10-15 day over summer when it is busy in the frequented

places. You don't need to change the bylaw, just those who administer it.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Generally we boat on the other side of the Lake away from the crowds and boat wake. I do however question why there is

any intention to reduce ski lanes when we have fast growing population? If there are more people, there is a need for more

amenity, reducing the number of ski lanes in any way, shape or form is simply illogical. And for the rationale of one closure

(Loop Rd ski lane) to be justified because of difficult access is entirely illogical - boats get there by boating to it! And by the

way. It is also the closest to the Frankton Marina and a good respite spot on southerly wind day. This recommendation

appears to lack any logic or common sense (not local knowledge !!!!) whatsoever.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Loop Road

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

As above

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As for the requirement for recreational boats to have 2 forms of waterproof communications, this again seems to be backed

with little in the way of sensible rationale. This appears a greater level of compliance than commercial operators. People

carry cell phones, and that is more than sufficient for most who are users of our waterways. People do go into the great

outdoors at their own risk. As with any outdoor recreational pursuit - people must be prepared. We dont need to create a

nana state here. Education should be the focus.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

There needs to be ongoing investment in boat ramps and parking to serve the needs of the district's boaties.
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Respondent No: 100

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 16:18:54 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 16:18:54 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Pierre Marasti

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

not answered

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Kia ora, I am a member of the Wanaka Lake Swimmers club and we have been told that the council wants to stop

maintaining the Roy's Bay swimmer's safety buoy line. I am urging you to reconsider this decision as it is incredibly important

to protect the swimmers, in this very popular swimming area, against boat traffic in summer. We hope that you will keep

maintaining the buoy line to avoid any accidents in the future. Thank you Pierre
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Respondent No: 101

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 16:18:54 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 16:18:54 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Joanna Ashe Marasti

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

not answered

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Kia ora, I am a frequent swimmer in Lake Wanaka, and a member of the Wanaka Lake Swimmers. I am saddened to hear

that the council will no longer be maintaining the safe swimming buoy line in Roys Bay. This buoy line often gets misaligned

and broken due to boats ploughing into it, or from strong weather events. The swim buoy line is a safe area to swim up and

down, and it would be a real loss not to have it maintained. There are not many places in the lake (especially in summer with

all the boats) that you can easily access and where you feel like you are seen by the other lake users. If this buoy line is not

maintained and becomes unusable the swimming community will be greatly affected. Please continue to support the

swimmers in the lake, by maintaining the swimmers buoy line. Thank you Joanna
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Respondent No: 102

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 16:48:15 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 16:48:15 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ian Maxwell

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I support the maintenance of a ski lane within Roys Bay - one at Eely Point.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I propose retaining one ski lane within Roys Bay Lake Wanaka - at Eely Point.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Retain this ski lane

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 103

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 17:50:49 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 17:50:49 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Nadia Stanton

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

The eely point ski lane is well used and do no agree with the ski lane removal.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

The eely point ski lane is central but yet out of the way from the main bay. This ski lane should be retained. It's used so well

by many!

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Why would you remove a ski lane that is used so well amongst many members of the community. The boat parking is full in

Summer. If you removed this ski lane, imagine the boat parking issues you are going to cause at only designated ski lane

area locations. It'd be congested and a complete nightmare.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 104

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 30, 2024 19:55:51 pm

Last Seen: Oct 30, 2024 19:55:51 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Carla

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Lake Hāwea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I am oppose to a few of the recommendations

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I oppose the removal of the Roys Bay ski lanes which I believe are an important aspect of safe boating in the water. Without

them, I believe will result in further unsafe boating and does not fairly acknowledge the multiple users of the lake. I also

would like to recommend moving the Lake Hāwea Ski Lane to somewhere that is slightly more accessible to car parking.

Although it might seem like car parking is not important to where a ski lane is because a boat is launched at a ramp, that is

not the case. It is important for other parties that may be joining the boat group, for people that own jet skis and families that

would like to set up on the lakefront. This is because when you are boating you often have lots of ski gear, beach items and

maybe even stuff for a bbq. Currently the ski lane is at a roughly 300 metres from either Esplanade or Scotts beach. Which

means if you are boating and driving the car somewhere to meet the boat; it is a long way to walk with gear, which is there is

plenty of with any sort of lake day. If it is kept at its current position I'm afraid it won't get used due to inaccessibility which will

result it unsafe boating. If you want people to use it then I recommend somewhere that is slightly more accessible, I think

Lake Hāwea is big enough that there would still be plenty of space between a swimming area and a ski lane.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I oppose the need to notify all events to the harbour master, I think this could be more specify if wanting to cover more

aspects rather than making a blanket rule, it seems over controlling.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 105

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 06:20:33 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 06:20:33 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Tony Booth

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Lake Hawe

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I don't think all areas of the bylaw require change, only some.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Safety for all water way users is paramount and removing or reducing the size of any lane will put pressure on the remaining

lanes. If anything we need more lanes. Public education is the key here as most beach goers,swimmers and tourist wouldnt

have a clue what the poles mean. Keep the lanes and educate the public.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Again, public &amp; waterway users education.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As a boatie and with changing public attitudes I feel boat identification is becoming necessary but how do you enforce this

with vessels from out of the district?

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

At present the bylaw is sufficient and change is unnecessary.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I am a jetboater and current speed restrictions are fine.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Most people have cell phones these days. Simple.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Don't complicate this safety bylaw.
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Respondent No: 106

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 07:45:27 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 07:45:27 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Laurette Young

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the removal of ski lanes in Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Condensing the ski lane in Glendhu Bay is nothing short of dangerous. The number of boat users in this area during the

summer months more than quantifies having a large ski lane. Removing ski lanes in Roy’s Bay is absurd. Lake Wanaka is

used extensively for recreational boating purposes and providing safe areas for this is absolutely required.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Necessary for families that require an accessible lane. Better signage and awareness of rules is required in this area.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

High use area that is also an area that is easily accessible for families. More signage and education on ski lanes should be

provided.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

The perfect area to help with congestion during peak Summer months. A ramp should also be reinstalled here.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Requires a large area to accommodate the high usage during summer months.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

A registration number on vessels would be sensible.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered

368



Respondent No: 107

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 07:47:20 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 07:47:20 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Richard Ford

Q2. Organisation Submission in Personal Capacity

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

While many features of the draft bylaw are welcomed, there are fundamental flaws in the approach to some aspects in my

opinion based on experience.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I am opposed to changes to the "Glendhu Bay - East" ski lane for a number of reasons detailed in my repsonse to previous

navigation safety bylaw reviews, based on 25+ years experience making use of the lake in this area (use of the access lane

skiing, observing the use of the area by others, swimming in adjacent swimming area and kayaking on the lake). I also

oppose the removal of all three ski lanes from Roy's Bay, with no thought to replace capacity elsewhere on the lake. This will

result in a signficantly greater number of users elsewhere on the lake, likely resulting in breaches of the bylaw and increased

conflict between users. The bylaw also does not place enough emphasis upon education and advocacy - particularly around

the use of access lanes, which I acknowledge is difficult to align to "regulatory obligations" but would have a far greater

positive impact on outcomes.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered
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Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

While the proposal suggests that the changes will make the area safer for swimmers, this is contingent upon increased

education and monitoring of users of the space (both from the Harbourmaster and community led). At present this particular

ski lane is functioning well (and has for 25+ years) and this appears to be a blanket regulatory approach rather than

understanding exactly how each area functions during the busy summer season and what measures might be useful in a

practical manner. With particular regard to Glendhu Bay ski lanes (where I have been skiing, towing skiiers, swimming,

boating and assisting people to learn to ski for 25+ years), I would like to highlight the following concerns: - Reducing of the

available East ski lane to 120m would be inappropriate given the number of users on busy summer days (given there is

1000m+ of swimming area at Glendhu Bay already). - Traditionally a well functioning area for learners, there would be

increased congestion when attempting to teach skiiers within the ski lane. - Most users of the ski lane in my experience are

willing to listen and learn and are some of the most aware users I have witnessed across the lower South Island. They also

play an important role in ensuring the lane is continually used in a safe manner (by all activities) as evidenced by the lack of

incidents I have witnessed at this location. - Swimmers will require increased monitoring and education, as at present some

campers will swim directly in front of their campsite despite it being in the ski lane (despite repeated attempted education

from other users). Or they will travel along the beach (often children in kayaks) traversing through the ski lane. These have

been the only major safety concern I have witnessed in my 25+ years of skiing at Glendhu Bay. - Those skiiers using

inflatable towables will continue to use the swimming area and "travelling at 5 knots until reaching the 200m bouys", which

will not decrease the interaction between swimmers and boats and may cause confusion for all parties requiring education.

Some uneducated (often new boaters) skiiers have also operated from outside the ski lane due to this confusion in the past,

with other users usually able to inform them of their error. - Due to the differing length of ski loops taken, speed of approach

or delays from falling, such a short length of beach to depart and drop off at will cause congestion immediately beyond the

ski lane creating further navigation issues for those towing skiiers who would technically have to slow to 5 knots (and

dropping skiiers in busy water), as its unlikely on approach to the ski lane there would be sufficient space to manoeuvre at

adequate distance which is another issue highlighted particularly at Glendhu Bay. While I used many of the other ski lanes, I

do not have similar significant experience with them (like my 25 years+/650+ hours at Glendhu Bay) in order to provide

considered comments. Although as referred to above, education and monitoring is the most important aspect to a safely

operating ski lane, and this fundamentally starts with those people who use the area of lake in and around the ski lane.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

Suggest that clear signage is provided at the launching ramp adjacent to the Albert Town Bridge for those from outside the

region

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

While a good outcome, this may take some education and monitoring at local boat ramps (and local fishing/watersports/boat

outlets) to implement. The lack of any formal register leaves this aspect of the bylaw less functional though. I support the

alignment with ORC Navigation Bylaw.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Support alignment with ORC Navigation Safety Bylaw

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I support this approach. However I will make two notes based on my extensive experience boating on rivers. Some rivers

and vessels will enable travel at displacement upstream while being less than 5 knots with respect to the ground. While safe,

this may be contrary to environmental or other considerations associated with a lack of uplift on that stretch of river.

Conversely, downstream speeds may be excessive with respect to the ground (ie faster than 5 knots) which may cause

perception issues with the public, of safety issues with static objects in or above the water.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support this amendment, but am concerned, some ill informed vessel owners will require education/enforcement.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

I support this approach and particularly note the commensurate to context approach. For example when Jet Boating in some

locations elsewhere in the country, UHF to ground based stations is often far more useful than VHF marine radio. Suggest

education at boat ramps is a good option to ensure compliance.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 108

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 08:21:54 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 08:21:54 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Patrick Perkins

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

If there's going to be a dedicated arch for vessels going under the bridge then signage clearly needs to be seen. Both from

the bridge &amp; signage around all boating ramps. In my opinion if this is for the safety of bridge jumpers they also need to

be aware of where it's safe to jump from. I would like to see a dedicated jumping platform off the side of the Alberttown

Bridge as it's become dangerous for jumpers &amp; motorists as I have seen users fall backwards onto the one lane Bridge

with vehicles close to running them over. This to me is more dangerous than the left right hand rule. A dedicated jumping

platform would make this safe for all users.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

As previous noted.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This is a crucial area for the commercial operators to have access to &amp; from the lake. Currently only 2 commercial

operators run through this area at a reduced speed for the safety of other river users. As stated which is included in there

SOP. During the closing dates for recreational this is a crucial time which effects the commercial vessels

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

All vessels should have a minimum of 2 communication devices including vhf

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 109

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 10:20:16 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 10:20:16 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Eamon Young

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Submission: Opposition to Removal of Ski Lanes in Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka I am writing to express my strong objection to

the proposed removal of ski lanes in Roy’s Bay. As a parent with a young family that enjoys water sports such as skiing and

wakeboarding on Lake Wanaka, I believe that removing these designated ski lanes will significantly compromise the safety

and enjoyment of all lake users. Key Concerns: 1. Safety Risks for Young Learners Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated

area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other watercraft. Expecting young children,

particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is not only impractical but also poses

serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated areas is essential for safe and

manageable participation in water sports. 2. Accessibility and Practicality Traveling further up the lake to find a secluded

beach is not always feasible, especially for families or casual users. Roy’s Bay is one of the few accessible areas that caters

to a diverse group of lake users, including families, who want to enjoy Lake Wanaka without needing to venture far. This

space should remain available to everyone, not just a select group. 3. Potential to Manage User Conflicts through Education

I recognize that Lake Wanaka can be busy at certain times of the year, and managing multiple user groups can be

challenging. However, many of these issues could be effectively mitigated through proactive education on lake rules and

responsible behavior. Removing the ski lanes, which were originally established to create a safe environment for

recreational boating, undermines the objective of providing structured and safe zones for different activities. 4. QLDC’s Duty

under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 The QLDC is obligated under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 to ensure maritime

safety and allow everyone to safely enjoy our waterways. By removing these ski lanes, QLDC is failing to uphold this duty

and is compromising the safety of water sports enthusiasts in Roy’s Bay. I believe the council should prioritize maintaining

safe, designated areas for various water-based activities, as mandated by the Act. Concerns about Transparency and Long-

Term Intentions Additionally, I am concerned that the proposed changes to Roy’s Bay may signal the beginning of broader

restrictions on recreational boating in this area. The council's intentions regarding the long-term future of recreational

boating in QLDC lakes, particularly in relation to ski lanes, have not been made fully transparent. I urge the council to

provide clear, detailed information on both the immediate impacts of these changes and any potential long-term plans for

recreational boating in Roy’s Bay and other areas.
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Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Submission: Opposition to Removal of Ski Lanes in Roy’s Bay, Lake Wanaka I am writing to express my strong objection to

the proposed removal of ski lanes in Roy’s Bay. As a parent with a young family that enjoys water sports such as skiing and

wakeboarding on Lake Wanaka, I believe that removing these designated ski lanes will significantly compromise the safety

and enjoyment of all lake users. Key Concerns: 1. Safety Risks for Young Learners Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated

area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other watercraft. Expecting young children,

particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is not only impractical but also poses

serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated areas is essential for safe and

manageable participation in water sports. 2. Accessibility and Practicality Traveling further up the lake to find a secluded

beach is not always feasible, especially for families or casual users. Roy’s Bay is one of the few accessible areas that caters

to a diverse group of lake users, including families, who want to enjoy Lake Wanaka without needing to venture far. This

space should remain available to everyone, not just a select group. 3. Potential to Manage User Conflicts through Education

I recognize that Lake Wanaka can be busy at certain times of the year, and managing multiple user groups can be

challenging. However, many of these issues could be effectively mitigated through proactive education on lake rules and

responsible behavior. Removing the ski lanes, which were originally established to create a safe environment for

recreational boating, undermines the objective of providing structured and safe zones for different activities. 4. QLDC’s Duty

under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 The QLDC is obligated under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 to ensure maritime

safety and allow everyone to safely enjoy our waterways. By removing these ski lanes, QLDC is failing to uphold this duty

and is compromising the safety of water sports enthusiasts in Roy’s Bay. I believe the council should prioritize maintaining

safe, designated areas for various water-based activities, as mandated by the Act. Concerns about Transparency and Long-

Term Intentions Additionally, I am concerned that the proposed changes to Roy’s Bay may signal the beginning of broader

restrictions on recreational boating in this area. The council's intentions regarding the long-term future of recreational

boating in QLDC lakes, particularly in relation to ski lanes, have not been made fully transparent. I urge the council to

provide clear, detailed information on both the immediate impacts of these changes and any potential long-term plans for

recreational boating in Roy’s Bay and other areas.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other

watercraft. Expecting young children, particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is

not only impractical but also poses serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated

areas is essential for safe and manageable participation in water sports.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other

watercraft. Expecting young children, particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is

not only impractical but also poses serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated

areas is essential for safe and manageable participation in water sports.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other

watercraft. Expecting young children, particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is

not only impractical but also poses serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated

areas is essential for safe and manageable participation in water sports.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Ski lanes provide a crucial, designated area for water sports, allowing for safer interaction between skiers and other

watercraft. Expecting young children, particularly those just beginning to ski or wakeboard, to operate 200 meters offshore is

not only impractical but also poses serious safety risks. For families with young children, having closer access to designated

areas is essential for safe and manageable participation in water sports.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

I am concerned that the proposed changes to Roy’s Bay may signal the beginning of broader restrictions on recreational

boating in this area. The council's intentions regarding the long-term future of recreational boating in QLDC lakes,

particularly in relation to ski lanes, have not been made fully transparent. I urge the council to provide clear, detailed

information on both the immediate impacts of these changes and any potential long-term plans for recreational boating in

Roy’s Bay and other areas.
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Respondent No: 110

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 11:08:59 am

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 11:08:59 am

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Keith Cooper

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I agree with most aspects other than removal of of ski lanes in Roy’s Bay on following basis : 1 Water skiing from the lack

front has been a long held use and is part of the Wanaka and lake lifestyle. It’s part of what makes Wanaka. 2 With the

closure last year of the lake front lane many boaties went to other beaches and skied as they wished from beaches around

the lake. One could argue this creates more danger than a managed position in Roy’s Bay. 3 A solution could be to mark the

ski lanes with Boys and patrol and educate. It’s really only a 2 week Xmas issue. Keep the old school Wanaka alive and well

and keep the history - not sterilise it .

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As above

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

As above

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

As above

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

As above

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 111

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 12:02:50 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 12:02:50 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Riki Young

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I strongly oppose the draft bylaw more specifically the removal of the ski lanes in the Roys Bay area located in Wanaka.

These are very popular spots frequented mostly by families. Having road and water access makes these 3 key spots easily

accessible for people who have young families or multiple families sharing a boat who wish to enjoy boating activities.

Removing these will cause not only unnecessary congestion on an already busy lake but lots of families will not be able to

enjoy boating activities from the beachfront. Not everyone has access to their own boat, but instead share it with extended

family.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

I strongly oppose the draft bylaw - specifically the removal of the ski lanes in the Roys Bay area, Wanaka. These are very

popular spots frequented mostly by families. Having road and water access makes these 3 key spots easily accessible for

people who have young families or multiple families sharing a boat who wish to enjoy boating activities. Removing these will

cause not only unnecessary congestion on an already busy lake but lots of families will not be able to enjoy boating activities

from the beachfront. Not everyone has access to their own boat, but instead share it with extended family.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

More signage around the lake front for lake users, on rules etc.
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Respondent No: 112

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 12:15:31 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 12:15:31 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Lloyd

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

General Comment on Ski Lane Changes proposed by QLDC – Lake Wanaka 30 October 2024 1 . Narrowing ski lanes

makes it unsafe for boats and skiers. Anything less than 200m is a problem. Boats enter and leave at 50 to 60 km per hour.

You need space. 2. I disagree with the removal of the 3 ski lanes in the Wanaka area, as this leaves no waterskiing options

for locals and visitors. Specific comment on Glendhu Bay East Changes 1. Glendhu is a great place for learning to ski, and

learning to drive and be a ropey, but learners need space and anything less than 200m is inadequate. 2. Banning boats from

parking on the beach in the ski lane causes safety issues when the lake blows up, which it does many days. Most of these

boats are ski boats. There is no conflict. There is no safety issue. 3. I have used this space for over 50 years without issue.

In the busy period there is a water patrol. There is no problem at Glendhu. Please leave it alone! 4 . Glendhu Bay has

always been and will continue to be a traditional family boating camp and that is its attraction. Please keep it that way.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Glendhu Bay – East

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

2. I disagree with the removal of the 3 ski lanes in the Wanaka area, as this leaves no waterskiing options for locals and

visitors.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

2. I disagree with the removal of the 3 ski lanes in the Wanaka area, as this leaves no waterskiing options for locals and

visitors.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

2. I disagree with the removal of the 3 ski lanes in the Wanaka area, as this leaves no waterskiing options for locals and

visitors.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

Specific comment on Glendhu Bay East Changes 1. Glendhu is a great place for learning to ski, and learning to drive and

be a ropey, but learners need space and anything less than 200m is inadequate. 2. Banning boats from parking on the

beach in the ski lane causes safety issues when the lake blows up, which it does many days. Most of these boats are ski

boats. There is no conflict. There is no safety issue. 3. I have used this space for over 50 years without issue. In the busy

period there is a water patrol. There is no problem at Glendhu. Please leave it alone! 4. Glendhu Bay has always been and

will continue to be a traditional family boating camp and that is its attraction. Please keep it that way.

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

not answered
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

not answered

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

not answered

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 113

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 12:54:49 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 12:54:49 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Jonty Pierce Rupert Norton

Q2. Organisation

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

On behalf of the Southern Lakes Windriders Club, there are a few clauses to the bylaw that don't take into consideration the

nuances of operating a windpowered 'vessel' like wingfoiling, kitesurfing and windsurfing. On most occasions we are

operating close by to shore (as we launch from shore) and need to exceed a speed greater than 5 knots in order to operate

our craft safely and in get on the plane so we can practice in a safe riding zone. This is in order to ensure we don't collide

with obstacles on land, end up in a precarious situation or dangerous zone and make sure we are getting out of each others

way. On all occasions we take into consideration swimmers, other vessels and other crafts. Not only for the safety of others,

but for our own safety as the person in charge of this windpowered craft. Because we need to operate in a safe manner On

more cases than not, we are looking out for one another in the water and need to cross paths within 50 meters of each other.

This will be done in excess of 5 knots. This is for safety and communication purposes, and when one is picking a board or

other piece of equipment that might have been dropped.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Neutral - these places don't affect the Southern Lakes Windriders Club

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered
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Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

This does not affect the Southern Lakes Windriders Club

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As we are non-power-driven vessels 6m or less in length this does not apply to kitesurfers, wingfoilers or windsurfers.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to the way

that temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

As a club that in the past has organised events that don't trigger any of the requirements, the club opposes the need to

obtain approval from the Harbourmaster "of all temporary events regardless of their impact on speed uplifts, reserved areas

or access lanes" For example one of our events, a Glenorchy Open day, involves kiteboarders coming to enjoy a spot

whereby they would normally kite. With maybe just a handful more people in the area. In part, this may affect the operation

of commercial operators, as they are used to little or no other vessels in that area. However if we are expecting more

people, we would often notify local operators in the area, say Dart River Jetboats when we have an open day up at

Glenorchy. With events we hold, we are required to be nimble due to the weather, receiving approval from the

Harbourmaster for a short window is a cumbersome process. Interested to know whether a club like the Wakatipu Yacht

Club have to notify the harbourmaster of all their regattas, weeknight sailing and weekend sails? We suggest an added

clause that removes the need for approval from the Harbourmaster if an event is to occur in an already dedicated reserved

area for that sport. We would like to add a few "reserved areas" for windsports on the lake.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.
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Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

This does not take into account how windsports such as Kiting, Windsurfing and Winging operate. We are often just wearing

a wetsuit and due to being a high impact sport (crashing down from height, down waves and travelling at fast speeds and

crashing into the water) we want to wear and carry minimal accessories apart from impact vests and padded wetsuits. Any

PLBs, cellphones can actually cause more harm on impact. All club members operate under a "Don't be venturing further out

than what you could swim" and "always kite with a buddy or a spotter" rule within the club. That said, if we are doing longer

downwinders, where we are away from the sight of others, we 100% support the carriage of communication devices. We

suggest adding: 19.3 Subclauses 19.1 and 19.2 do not apply to: (c ) a person participating in a windriders activity within a

declared recreational windsport zone operating no more than 400m from the beach

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

The definition of vessel does not include reference to ‘hydrofoil’ which is a new form of vessel that is now commonly used on

the district’s waterways. Such vessels are known to be powered in some instances. It is recommended that this definition be

amended to also reference hydrofoils in limb (h) as follows (addition underlined): Not to be confused with powered and

unpowered hydrofoils. There are power-driven hydrofoils - e.g e-foils and then unpowered (wing foils, kitefoils, windsurf

foils). A distinction needs to be made here, as they are completely different craft.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

Except where the bylaw specifically provides otherwise, no person may, without reasonable excuse, propel or navigate a

vessel (including a vessel towing a person or some object) at a proper speed greater than five knots within: (a) 50 metres of

any other vessel or floating structure or person in or on the water; (b) 200 metres of the shore or of any structure; Clause

9.1(b) does not apply to: (a) a vessel operating in an access lane or a reserved area for the purposes for which the access

lane or reserved area was declared, unless, in the case of a reserved area, this bylaw provides otherwise; This does not

take into account how windsurfers, kiteboarders and wingfoilers operate. On most occasions we are operating close by to

shore (as we launch from shore) and need to exceed a speed greater than 5 knots in order to operate our craft safely and in

get on the plane so we can practice in a safe riding zone. This is in order to ensure we don't collide with obstacles on land,

end up in a precarious situation or dangerous zone and make sure we are getting out of each others way. On all occasions

we take into consideration swimmers, other vessels and other crafts. Not only for the safety of others, but for our own safety

as the person in charge of this windpowered craft. Because we need to operate in a safe manner On more cases than not,

we are looking out for one another in the water and need to cross paths within 50 meters of each other. This will be done in

excess of 5 knots. This is for safety and communication purposes, and when one is picking a board or other piece of

equipment that might have been dropped. Proposed amendments: Option 1 (asking for multiple zones to be declared

recreational windsport zones) Kingston, Jardines, Kelvin Heights, Frankton Beach, One Mile, 25 Mile, Rat Point, Glenorchy

to be declared a reserved area/zone for recreational windsports. Or Option (2) 9.3 Clause 9.1(b) does not apply to: (e)

Kitesurfers, Wingfoilers and Windsurfers moving through a ‘launch and transition’ zone, whereby windriders are moving from

land (or a designated launch spot) out to the open water. I am more than happy to provide GPS coordinates to either launch

and transition zones or possible recrational windsport zones
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Respondent No: 114

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 13:27:04 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 13:27:04 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Blair Shepherd

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

mainly appose the removal of all roy bay ski lanes

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

suggest removal of all ski lanes at roy bay will limit opportunities for families enjoy watersports as these are readily

accessible rather than having to make a number of trips to other lanes further away.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

as per comments above, we have used these lanes due to easy access for family and friends rather than having to make

multiple trips further away in the boat.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

as per comments above, we have used these lanes due to easy access for family and friends rather than having to make

multiple trips further away in the boat

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

makes sense

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I support the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

makes sense

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I support the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

i agree with communication required and carry a cellphone, VHF (and PLB if jetboating) it is unclear if outside cellphone and

vhf reception (ie top of matukituki river do you still need two sources or would the PLB be suffice?

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 115

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 13:33:14 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 13:33:14 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Clark Scott

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the intention of reducing the number of water ski lanes in the district. On the few days (or weeks) that these public

amenities are actually busy making them busier is counter intuitive on the grounds of safety. I believe that the intention of the

amendments is to improve safety? Increasing the number of uses into fewer ski lanes is increasing risk. As an ex

commercial water ski boat skipper I have first hand seen accidents caused by ski lanes that were simply to busy. Reducing

the number of ski lanes in the region will do exactly that, increasing the intensity / busyness will directly increase the risk and

danger factor. Hence I strongly oppose removing any existing water ski lanes. Further I am at odds with the suggestion /

requirement to have 2 water proof forms of communication. 1 is adequate. Sure suggest 2 is recommended, but make 1 a

requirement. Why do we in this district need rules that do not exist else where in NZ???

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

See previous comments

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered
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Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I oppose the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Please see the submission in respect to Million Dollar Cruise's use of this area, which I support in full. This is an addition to

the proposal.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Surely 1 appropriate form is adequate.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 116

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 13:50:08 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 13:50:08 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ronald Clearwater - Rivers Officer

Q2. Organisation Jet Boating New Zealand Inc

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Christchurch

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

JBNZ does not oppose the making of a bylaw under s 33M Maritime Transport Act 1994 (Act). JBNZ is interested in speed

upliftings and prohibitions on boating for the section of the Upper Clutha from the Lake Wanaka Outlet and downstream to

the Albert Town Bridge and the Hunter River. See submission attached.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

See submission attached.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.
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Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

See submission attached.

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I oppose the proposed amendment to create an additional speed

uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

See submission attached.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

See submission attached.
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Respondent No: 117

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 14:19:28 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 14:19:28 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Katherine Walker

Q2. Organisation Realnz

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I support the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

We are generally in support of the draft bylaw, with a few areas we wish to submit on.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to the way that temporary

waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I support the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam access

lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

Page 42, Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane. a) We support the proposed speed uplift area near the Kawerau

bridge. This would work well for our jetboats and water taxi movements. However, we understand from attending the drop-in

sessions. that the QLDC is considering further amendments to this new uplift area for the Kawerau River/Lake Wakatipu

access. If the Council does look to change or reduce the proposed uplift area further, we propose that the council consider

amending the limits as detailed on the map below. We have fully discussed our proposal with the Harbour Master. The

reason for this is to ensure: a) that the jetboats don’t have to immediately drop to 5 knots once they leave the access lane

and, b) the water taxis are able to get up on the plane once they leave the Hilton, and are also able to remain up on the plane

as they approach the Hilton, where the water can become very shallow when lake levels drop. Our submission is that the

access lanes are both extended, and that there is a separate lane to the west of the islands for the water taxi approach and

departure to and from the Hilton. This map has been sent to the Harbour Master’s office, who we understand has forwarded

it to the QLDC planning team. We have a map available, and will email separately.

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I support some but not all of the proposed corrections to the bylaw.
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Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

QLDC proposed wording: 36.438.4 No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located downstream

from the confluence between the Kawarau River and below the Arrow River We submit that this should instead say: No

powered vessel past 45°00'30.7"S 168°52'59.1"E. This is the GPS reference point downstream of the Kawarau/ Arrow

Confluence, near the sign stopping vessels has been placed. The reason for this is that Realnz currently drops off rafting

passengers near the Arrow River confluence, which does change position). This would provide more flexibility for safe

disembarkation of passengers. We have a map available, and will email separately.

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 118

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 14:32:20 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 14:32:20 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name John Taylor

Q2. Organisation Hāwea Community Association Inc.

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Lake Hawea

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I am neutral to the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

Lake Hāwea features extensive beaches which are accessible for most water activities. Many years ago the community

opted for Swimming Areas rather than Ski Lanes. This enabled the community to have protected areas for folk and families

to enjoy swimming and children to enjoy buoyancy devices within buoyed areas free of powered boats and jetskis. Families

who wanted to enjoy waterskiing, boarding, or biscuiting, could do this outside of the designated swimming areas. They

could do this anywhere along the very extensive beach areas, wherever they wanted to go. They would often combine these

activities with picnics etc. Two years ago this changed with an unannounced Ski Lane put in place between Scott's Beach

and the Esplanade Beach area. Re the comments in The Statement of Proposal: Councils Proposal re consultation with

communities October 2022, there was no consultation with the Hāwea Community at all regarding a Ski Lane. I well

remember the information which appeared in newspapers in regards to the Ski Lanes in Roys Bay in Lake Wānaka. No

mention of the Ski Lane in Lake Hāwea. We are not entirely opposed to a Ski Lane at Lake Hāwea, but if one is proceeded

with, it needs to be in a position with reasonable access from family vehicles and hence the suggestion the Lane could be

placed just eastward of the Esplanade Beach - between the Esplanade and Kite Surfer Beaches but not protruding into the

latter. The very strong community wish is for the retention of the Swimming Areas at Scott's and The Esplanade Beaches,

plus the one established earlier this year at the John Creek Beach. There is a strong community desire for the Scott's Beach

Swimming Area buoy line to be at least 180 metres long, 200m if possible, and The Esplanade Beach Swimming Area buoy

line to be at least 180 metres long. And if possible, the John Creek Swimming Area buoy line to have another 50m added.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

not answered

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

As previously mentioned, we would support the Ski Lane for Lake Hāwea if to be retained, being moved from between

Scott's Beach and the Esplanade Beach, to between The Esplanade Beach and Kite Surfer Beach.
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Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

not answered

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.
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Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

I support the "rite of passage" for folk to be able to jump from the Albert Town Bridge.

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

not answered

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

not answered

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

not answered

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

not answered

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I support the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 119

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 14:49:27 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 14:49:27 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Ross Young

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location  Wanaka

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

Yes

Q6. Phone number

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

I oppose the restrictions that are being listed for Roys Bay to delete 3 ski lane from the area.

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I oppose all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

not answered

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park

Roys Bay – Eely Point

Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered
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Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

not answered

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

I agree that over the peak Chrismas holidays period from 20/12/ to 31/01 the ski lane should be closed for skiing but still

able to park your boat in the area observing the 5 KN rule. If you wish to ski you need to travel out 200 meters off shore and

ski from that point and also on return drop your skier off 200 meters off shore. For the remainder of the year it should be able

to be used as before, with clear signage showing direction of travel for take off and drop off.

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

This area should remain as is with clear signage showing direction of travel for take off and drop off. There should also be

clear signage for swimmers that they must use the marked area for swimming and under no circumstances do they swim

near the parked boats or the ski lanes. The QLDC should look at installingl a double concrete boat launching ramp in this

area this would reduce congestion while launching and or retrieving boats.

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

This area should remain as is or perhaps increase the area for 2 separate ski lanes with clear signage showing direction of

travel for take off and drop off. The QLDC should look at installing a double concrete boat launching ramp in the area this

would congestion while launching and or retrieving boats.

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I support all of the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I support all of the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.
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Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I oppose the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

not answered

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered
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Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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Respondent No: 120

Login: Anonymous

Email: n/a

Responded At: Oct 31, 2024 15:09:26 pm

Last Seen: Oct 31, 2024 15:09:26 pm

IP Address: n/a

Q1. Your name Stephen Thompson

Q2. Organisation not answered

Q3. Email address

Q4. Location Queenstown

Q5. You have the right to be heard at a hearing in

support of your submission. Do you wish to

speak at a hearing?

No

Q6. Phone number not answered

Q7. I understand that all feedback will be treated as

public information. 

I understand.

Q8. Regarding the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw

2025:

I oppose the draft bylaw.

Q9. Please explain your position on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025:

not answered

Q10.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to the district's ski lanes?

I support some but not all of the proposed amendments to ski lanes.

Q11.Please explain your view on the proposed amendments? 

Kelvin Grove is already very busy and Frankton Arm needs more than one ski lane. I oppose the removal of the ski lane at

Loop Rd.

Q12.Are there any specific ski lane amendments you

wish to share further comment on? 

Loop Road

Q13.Please share your comments on Kelvin Grove ski lane location.

not answered

Q14.Please share your comments on Wilsons Bay ski lane location.

not answered

Q15.Please share your comments on Sunshine Bay Ski lane location

not answered

Q16.Please share your comments on Kinloch Main Beach Ski lane location

not answered
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Q17.Please share your comments on Frankton Beach Ski lane location

not answered

Q18.Please share your comments on Willow Place West Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q19.Please share your comments on Frankton Arm North Side Ski lane location

not answered

Q20.Please share your comments on Loop Road Ski lane location

As above

Q21.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park Ski lane location

not answered

Q22.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Eely Point Ski lane location

not answered

Q23.Please share your comments on Roys Bay – Waterfall Creek Ski lane location

not answered

Q24.Please share your comments on Glendhu Bay – East Ski lane location

not answered

Q25.What is your view of the proposed amendments

to manage the navigation safety risk associated

with recreational jumping from the Albert Town

Bridge?

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to manage navigation

safety risk at the Albert Town Bridge.

Q26.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q27.What is your view of the proposed amendments

that require vessel identification? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to require vessel

identification.

Q28.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

There needs to be consequences for non compliance in placing ID on your vessel. Also by using the vessels trailer

registration as ID, NZTA will maintain for free a relatively solid database.

Q29.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to temporary  waterway events? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendments to the way that

temporary waterway events are managed.

419



Q30.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q31.What is your view of the proposed amendment

relating to the definition of speed? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the definition of speed.

Q32.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position.

not answered

Q33.What is your view of the proposed amendments

relating to a speed uplifting for the Clutha River /

Mata-Au for commercial vessels that operate

under an approved resource consent?  

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to create an additional

speed uplifting on the Clutha River / Mata-Au.

Q34.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q35.What is your view of the proposed extension to

the existing Kawarau Dam access lanes? 

I am neutral on the proposed amendment to the Kawarau Dam

access lanes.

Q36.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q37.What is your view of the proposed requirements

to carry communication devices? 

I am neutral on the proposed requirements to carry communication

devices.

Q38.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q39.What is your view of the other proposed

corrections corrections? 

I am neutral on the proposed corrections to the bylaw.

Q40.Please add any comments on your position. What aspects do you oppose or support, what amendments do you

seek to the proposal? Feel free to provide as much additional information to support your position. 

not answered

Q41.Do you have any final comments you wish to make on the draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025?

not answered
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From: Annabel Wilson
To: Let"s Talk
Cc: Ben Wilson; Angus Wilson; MartyBurns
Subject: Navigation safety bylaw
Date: Tuesday, 22 October 2024 3:09:16 PM

The draft plan is a daft plan.

Removal of dedicated ski lanes from Roys bay will result in boats/people trying to ski from
swimming areas. It makes sense to maintain the status quo so people know where to swim
and ski safely.

Noted the ski lane has NOT been removed from Dublin Bay. Dublin Bay is typically too
shallow for ski boats and is largely used by people with young kids. (For the reason it is
very shallow, especially in summer). 

Moving ski boats out of Roys bay into Dublin bay makes no sense. 

Submission to maintain all ski lanes as they are.

Ngā mihi nui

Annabel Wilson

Annabel Wilson
Writer / Editor / Educator
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Feedback form on QLDC Dra� Naviga�on Safety Bylaw 2025 

Name of 
organisa�on or 
person providing 
feedback: 

Land Informa�on New Zealand Limited (LINZ), 

 Wellington 6145, New Zealand 

At en�on: J Percival/ J Lasenby. 

Contact person (if 
different from the 
one above): 

Chris�ne Hetherington, Planner, Boffa Miskell Limited (as agent for LINZ) 

Telephone: 

Email: 

Presenta�on of 
Oral Submission: 

LINZ wish to present an oral submission at any hearings held. 
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LINZ’s feedback on QLDC Dra� Naviga�onal Safety Bylaw 2025 

Sec�on A.  Ra�onale for LINZ Feedback 

Background informa�on on LINZ, its responsibili�es and biosecurity related work undertaken in the 
Queenstown Lakes District is contained as Appendix A. The following informa�on summarises the 
basis upon which LINZ have submit ed on this bylaw, and the reasons for seeking the inclusion of 
provisions to reduce or eliminate biosecurity risk within the District. 

LINZ considers that the opera�on of vessels within various waterbodies within the Queenstown 
Lakes District has the poten�al to spread aqua�c pest species, such as lagarosiphon.  Lagarosiphon, if 
allowed to spread, can form dense surface-reaching weed beds. Aqua�c weeds such as lagarosiphon 
cons�tute a pest species under the provisions of the Otago Regional Pest Management Plan.   

These weed beds can create a nuisance by significantly interfering with the ability to safely navigate 
waterways in vessels and cause significant hazards for people swimming or undertaking recrea�on 
ac�vi�es in waterbodies where lagarosiphon is present.  In addi�on, LINZ considers that the spread 
of aqua�c weed species has the poten�al to reduce not only the recrea�onal, values of the 
waterways within the District, but also their associated natural character, aesthe�c and ecological 
values.   

LINZ currently undertakes aqua�c weed programmes in Lakes Wanaka and Whaka�pu, as well as in 
the Kawarau River, to reduce/ eliminate the spread of these pests. The annual cost of these 
programmes is an average of $1.5 million per year.  QLDC ac�vely fund lagarosiphon control work in 
Lake Whaka�pu, Lake Wānaka and Kawarau River to the value of approximately $40K per year.  

The aqua�c biosecurity control programs funded by LINZ, QLDC, and other partners over the past 20 
years have significantly invested in controlling lagarosiphon infesta�ons. One of the key control 
methods in recent years involves having qualified divers laying hessian ma�ng on the lakebed to 
smother lagarosiphon. This method is highly effec�ve but requires a significant investment of �me 
and money to lay and maintain the hessian. The hessian must remain undisturbed for 6 to 12 months 
to allow natural sediment buildup, which prevents photosynthesis in the lagarosiphon.  

If vessels travel at high speeds near areas where hessian ma�ng has been laid, the resul�ng 
underwater currents can displace the sediment by pushing water and air under the ma�ng, crea�ng 
large billows. These disturbances compromise the effec�veness of the ma�ng, rendering the 
substan�al investment in control efforts ineffec�ve. Addi�onally, this disrup�on can lead to the 
further spread of lagarosiphon into areas already under control, diver�ng resources away from other 
waterbodies and necessita�ng remedia�on efforts in previously treated areas. 

This disrup�on could be reduced by ac�ons such as: 

• Establishing an engine switch-off zone on the Kawarau River for vessels entering Frankton Arm to
reduce the risk of lagarosiphon reinfesta�on. This proposed zone could mandate that all vessels
travelling from the Kawarau River into Frankton Arm turn off their engines downstream of
Remarkables Beach, allowing any weed trapped on intakes to release due to the reduc�on in
suc�on pressure.

Currently, an informal agreement exists on the Kawarau River, primarily targe�ng jet boat
operators to voluntarily switch off their engines when travelling upstream into Frankton Arm (in
the area shown on the map contained as Appendix D). At present, there is a sign jointly erected
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Similarly, if as a result of the issues raised by LINZ QLDC consider that addi�onal mat ers should be 
included in the bylaw LINZ is also happy to discuss these in further detail. 
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Appendix A. 

Toitū te Whenua | Land Informa�on New Zealand (LINZ) is the Government agency responsible for 
the management of large areas of land including the beds of many waterbodies throughout 
Aotearoa New Zealand and manages associated weed and pest control programmes in these 
systems. LINZ represents the Crown as the owner of the land, lake beds and riverbeds pursuant to 
the Land Act 1948. 

LINZ undertakes both terrestrial and aqua�c weed and pest control ac�vi�es as part of the wider 
LINZ biosecurity programme, within the Otago Region.  Biosecurity is defined in the Na�onal Policy 
Statement for Freshwater Management as ‘activities to eliminate pests and unwanted organisms 
(as those terms are defined in the Biosecurity Act 1993)’.  The role of the biosecurity programme is 
to manage the control of pest species, both fauna and flora, on Crown land. This land contains 
some of Aotearoa New Zealand's most threatened species and habitats, is of significant economic 
and cultural value, and atr acts high recrea�onal use and tourist numbers. 

The programme is focused on managing the species listed in the Regional Pest Management Plan or 
plans or programmes prepared in accordance with the Otago Biosecurity Strategy (2019).  The 
aqua�c weed programme focuses on Lagarosiphon major (“lagarosiphon”), and the terrestrial 
programme focuses on a range of weed and pest animal species, including rabbits, broom, gorse 
and old man’s beard.  Funding is also provided to Community Trusts that manage wilding pines 
within the region.   

The primary focus of the aqua�c weed programme is the control of lagarosiphon in various 
waterbodies across the region (lagarosiphon is iden�fied as a pest in the Otago Regional Pest 
Management Plan 2019). By way of example, the effects of lagarosiphon on water quality, and 
ecological, and recrea�onal values is summarised in Appendix B.   

LINZ undertake an annual control programme, developed in line with a 10-year lake weed 
management plan.  The plan provides a shared, long-term view of weed management, and is 
developed in collabora�on with mul�-agency weed management/ stakeholder groups (including 
District and Regional Councils, Department of Conserva�on, statutory bodies (such as Fish and 
Game, Guardians of Lake Wānaka), as well as various community groups (such as WAI Wānaka).  
NIWA provide overall scien�fic advice to the programme and undertakes independent inspec�ons 
at key sites on the effec�veness of the control works.  

The current ac�vi�es undertaken by LINZ in the Queenstown Lakes District are: 

• Lake Wānaka, Whaka�pu and Kawarau River - currently being managed for the control of
lagarosiphon by methods including use of hessian ma�ng, agrichemicals (diquat), hand
removal and cu�ng of weeds, suc�on dredging.

Control programmes are undertaken over varying periods – o�en on an annual basis and usually 
seasonally to maximise efficiency.  The extent of the individual programmes is based on the success 
of work undertaken in previous seasons, site and weather condi�ons, contractor availability, and 
budget constraints.  
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Appendix B 

Effects of Lagarosiphon 

Lagarosiphon is considered to have a compe��ve advantage over na�ve submerged plants in 
colonising new habitats easily, by shading na�ve plants through the development of an extremely 
dense subsurface canopy and by having a physiological advantage over poten�al compe�tors. 
Consequently, lagarosiphon displaces and excludes na�ve vegeta�on leading to monospecific beds 
of low diversity. It is also thought that lagarosiphon may reduce fish access to macroinvertebrate 
food, whereas harvested channels within large weed beds may enhance fish access and feeding.  
Dense lagarosiphon beds restrict water movement, reduce light and may locally modify water 
chemistry.  

The high water transparency of Lake Wanaka supports interna�onally important examples of the 
deep-growing plants, charophytes and bryophytes. The lake also has a high biodiversity of na�ve 
submerged plants, which at 26 species represents approximately half the submerged plant species 
known from New Zealand.  

Large beds of canopy-forming weeds are associated with a reduc�on in hydropower produc�on 
capacity, depressed quan�ty and quality of boa�ng, swimming, angling, visual amenity issues and 
nearshore recrea�on. Entanglement and drownings have been 
linked to invasive weed beds, while dense mats of weed provide 
good habitat for the snail hosts of parasites that cause ‘swimmer’s 
(duck) itch’.  

Currently in the Otago Region, lagarosiphon is present in the 
upper Kawarau River, Lake Wanaka, the Clutha River and Lake 
Dunstan and downstream, with records also in Canterbury, West 
Coast and Southland Regions. However, there remain numerous 
lakes in the Otago Region that have not been invaded by 
lagarosiphon. 

A number of methods are u�lised to control lagarosiphon.  These 
are detailed in Sec�on 1.2 of this feedback, and include the use of 
a benthic barrier (such as hessian ma�ng).  The use of this 
technique is outlined in a fact sheet prepared by NIWA: 
htp s://niwa.co.nz/sites/niwa.co.nz/files/Bot om%20lining%20FAQs A4.pdf. 

(Figure source: modified from de Winton, M.D., Champion, P.D., Clayton, J.S., Wells, R.D.S. (2009) 
Spread and status of seven submerged pest plants in New Zealand lakes. New Zealand Journal of 
Marine & Freshwater Research, 43: 547–561) 
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Appendix C 

Extract from Otago Regional Pest Management Plan. 
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Appendix D 

[Proposed new map iden�fying the loca�on of the proposed engine switch off area in the lower 
reaches of the Kawarau River downstream of Remarkables Beach (as referred to in proposed 

new clause 38.5)] 

438



439



1

Sarah Hitchings

From: David Allard < >
Sent: Wednesday, 30 October 2024 12:05 PM
To: Let's Talk
Subject: Re: Waterways

Dear Hitch, 

I do not wish to speak to my submission. It’s pre y simple and I don’t think that I can add anything. 
Regards, 
David 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On 30 Oct 2024, at 10:27, Let's Talk <letstalk@qldc.govt.nz> wrote:
>
> Kia ora David, 
> 
> Thanks again for your submission. I am emailing to ask whether you'd like to speak to your submission at a hearing 
for the dra  Naviga on Safety Bylaw 2025? 
>  
> Kind regards, 
> 
> Hitch 
> 
> -----Original Message----- 
> From: David Allard < >
> Sent: Thursday, October 3, 2024 7:54 AM
> To: Let's Talk <letstalk@qldc.govt.nz>
> Subject: Waterways
>
> I wish to register my opposi on to the proposed reduc ons in water ski lanes. 
> I am not a user of these facili es but consider that water skiers need to be be er catered for than is proposed. By
spreading the lanes around the shoreline there is less chance of conges on and possible harm.
> Regards
> David Allard

> Sent from my iPhone
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Tb̀ Ŷ@b_T[acdX[èdGefCgZ̀[eTUhigTeX[\jT[g;? <:?443



��������	�	
��������������������� ��������� !� "#�$"%�� "&��"'%(��(&")������*��+,+-�./01-/234�*��506778

+9750�96+28:;/2<7;�<=�>172<+,?@>+</23A+2>�� ���444



445



446



447



448



SUBMISSION TO QLDC  -  PROPOSED SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FOR 

WATERWAYS 

Glen & Lea Rudhall – 

Have filed an electronic feedback form through Lets Talk referencing this submission 

BACKGROUND 

The key reasons for this proposal are to:  

address issues related to navigation safety, including: 

• Ski lane locations and identification – We Oppose based on the attached.

• Navigation safety risk associated with recreational jumping from the Albert Town
Bridge – We support and commend a well reported and considered series of

solutions.

• Vessel identification – We support – And our vessel in identified.

• Temporary events on the water – We support based on commentary.

• Vessel speed interpretation – We support. Common-sense.

• Kawarau Dam access lanes – We are neutral – Do not know enough about this

specifically.

• Carriage of communication devices – We support. We carry Cell phones and VHF.

• Other miscellaneous minor corrections to improve the clarity, legibility and overall
accessibility of the bylaw. – We support

OUR POSITION – Waterski Lanes 

We strongly oppose the proposals around Ski lane removal for many of the reasons we 
raised in our initial submission dated Oct 2022  

We believe the proposals remain are unrealistic, unmanageable, are poorly considered and 
proposed.  

We require further information and will be expecting real data and analysis and will insist on 
being heard in a full and proper consultation process. 
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Our opposition relates to all proposed Ski Lane changes in Lake Wanaka. 

We provide some commentary on restriction aspects we feel may be workable but not 
before all avenues of information, education and enforcement are exhausted. 

In your proposal there is little supporting data on conflicts, incidents, and accidents and or 
any study, analysis or cost benefits analysis. [ A fact amplified by the well prepared report

from Drowning Prevention Aotearoa in respect of the Albert Town bridge] 

I have no doubt there are some conflicts but until we can rationalise them and assemble 
them into some data we are basing decisions on someone’s thoughts or views. Not 
sufficient to stand the scrutiny of Judicious. 

Where is the data & evidence based information? Where can a reasonable person get the 
info they need for how to use a Ski Lane.  

Ski Lanes have existed in NZ for decades and typically have reflected the amount of natural 
resource available and had historically been established buy water-ski clubs, local 
authorities and community groups.  

The mere existence of ski lanes has undoubtedly contributed to a safer environment rather 
than a less safe environment. The lanes currently allow a flow of movement, assist other 
boaters in educating others, the majority stick to the rules and makes the monitoring of 
activity easier. 

Your reference (Full Council Report 19th Sept 2024) makes the following statement: 

7.1.2. It is important to note that the existence of a ski lane in a location, prevents the area 

from being used by recreational swimmers. Judicious placement of ski lane locations is 

therefore important to ensure equitable enjoyment of lakes and rivers. 

Judicious does not mean few or reduced, smaller or NONE, it means sensible, carefully 
considered and equitable means balanced, fair and reasonable.  

Removal of all 3 ski lanes out of Roys bay can not be reconciled to carefully considered, 
balanced and reasonable. 

ENFORCEMENT AND CONTROL 

The presence of Ski Lanes provides the very basis for Enforcement and Control. We have a 
defined area, rules around direction, beaching, spotters and a “common cause” mentality 
with users (probably the bit that does more to control the situation than any other practical 
means)  

Removal of these areas turns the rest of the lake into an open season of please yourself, no 
consistent direction or flow, no presence of buoys or a beach to assist in regulating speed 
and a sense that with “no white lines” I can do whatever I like. 
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Enforcement will become a bigger problem not a smaller issue and there is reduced scope 
for education. 

Have we actually stopped to consider the proposals mean there will be NO Ski Lanes in Roys 
Bay area at all. The closest Ski lane will be Dublin Bay (which isn’t marked and then Glendhu 
Bay), do we realistically think that all the visitors over Christmas New Year are simply going 
to “move on”. 

The proposal removes over 50% of the current remaining ski lanes in Lake Wanaka. 

The proposals have a knee jerk reaction feel to them, to Removal and Closure, solutions 
before full and proper avenues employed and utilised. In our previous submissions we 
identified significant shortcomings in signage, delineation and education and in the ensuring 
timeframes little has improved and in some cases less it is less evident. 

As regular lake users in many capacities over the last two years in particular we have taken 
notice of the assets employed to assist in: 

• Education
• Administration
• Enforcement
• Information

The silence is deafening, the signage is woefully inadequate, in wrong locations and in some 
cases simply does not exist. The options for users is not evident, guidance and explanations 
simplistic and compared to other “education and enforcement” signage in and around 
Wanaka is invisible. The examples I cite are: 

Main Beach Roys Bay (A key site). Taking the statement from 

Attachment B – Ski lanes: Summary of feedback from 2022 ski lane engagement and analysis 

of known issues, options and recommended options 

Throughout the last summer period (22/23), a Harbourmaster or waterways officer was 

stationed at Roys Bay and observed an influx of the community and tourists actively 

accessing the lakefront for swimming. In many cases people parked their vehicle in the new 

spaces provided and walked straight down to the waters edge. As the Roys Bay ski lane is 

situated directly in front of these new parks, there were swimmers constantly entering the 

water within the ski lane throughout this period creating a navigation safety risk. 

Addressing the above -  visitors/users simply accessing the beach front from the adjacent carparks, 
this is hardly surprising given the complete lack of signage and or barriers facing the carparks, we 
can hardly blame users when we provide unencumbered access and one of the best vistas around. 
Who could blame someone for pulling up, stripping off and plunging in!! Certainly not based on the 
lack of information available. The websites and brochures with “guidelines” are safely tucked away 
and exuberance takes over and all of a sudden we have swimmers in the ski lane. I am not surprised. 

Counterpoint – In the same space as the two lonely ski lane poles in Roys bay there are no less than 
13 Parking signs in less than 200m . How come it takes 13 signs to gain parking compliance, together 
with enforcement, to manage this space when everyone who has a licence has passed a test to 
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indicate they at least understand the message even if they don’t comply. When we expect people to 
intuitively know not to swim in a ski lane having supposedly sought out a small A4 size sign facing 
the lake. 

It doesn’t bear up under the common sense test and certainly allows a conclusion to be drawn that 
without proper education and enforcement we haven’t actually tried very hard to solve the 
perceived issues. 

If car parking and other compliance issues require full signage, education and enforcement why does 
the same not apply to Water users. 

It is noticeable that signage for Scientific buoys, Diddymo, Ramp charges, Parking issues, River access 
all are larger and significantly outsize and out number Ski Lane signs. 

It is our opinion QLDC are not entitled to anticipate or expect compliance or expect to not have 
conflicts and non compliance where there is no pathway to support this. Lake users are not 
responsible for this situation. QLDC through indifference and lack of commitment to basic measures 
to address issues hasn’t advanced this in any meaningful way in 2 years! 

As heavy/very regular users of the area for Boating, Waterskiing, Swimming, Paddle Boarding, School 
Events and general beach activities we have carefully observed the interaction of users and 
authorities alike. We have experienced NO interaction from authorities based on engagement, 
education, discussion, enforcement or improving outcomes. Surprising given the amount of time we 
spend in and around the water, concerning in that we could easily draw a conclusion that casual 
users might be even less likely to be engaged in any form. 

We have on several occasions almost every season advised & directed swimmers and jet skiers of 
the protocols around ski lanes and almost without exception they were unaware and after an 
explanation they appreciated the clarity and moved to a more suitable area. In almost all cases 
effectively between 50 & 100m down the beach. 

SPECIFIC COMMENT ON GLENDHU EAST 

The recommendation borders on a conflict in suggesting that 

By shifting the western pole (50 m East) , there are a number of benefits: - The existing boat ramp 

would no longer be in the ski lane - A larger area for swimmers to lawfully occupy - Boats are not 

permitted to beach within a ski lane. Shifting the pole would allow for beaching to be permitted in a 

larger area along the foreshore 

The suggestion that the increased area would provide a larger area for swimmers is perhaps a little 
misguided. Swimmers in and around a launching site are quite possibly a greater hazard than in a ski 
lane. Boats are being manoeuvred, warmed up (they stall, and then lack manoeuvrability), drivers 
are distracted by trailers, ropes, boarding passengers and more. I wouldn’t swim in this area. 

In our submission dated Oct 2022 we provided extensive data based on size, boats movements and 
how speeds of skiers etc impact on the required size of the ski lane. We noted also that Glendhu East 
was the “Narrowest Ski Lane” we use and at 170 m is pretty much the min for busy times.  

Moving it 50m east results in a ski lane of 120m. Yet ignores the more than 300m of swimmable 
beach immediately to the East of the existing Ski Lane. Which we also use extensively for swimming, 
paddle boarding etc, it is the more sheltered part of the beach. 
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The “boat ramp” is an unformed gravel track, rutted and full of tree roots, suitable only for 4WD 
vehicles and pretty much only services the camp based boats. It is shallow and often is only 
accessible to Jetboats or Shallow draft vessels. We don’t use it by choice. 

This one is a tricky situation. 

Our thoughts: 

The beach area is very unattractive to swimming or activities given it is a shallow shelf to the 
immediate West and it is rocky and lacks the sand and appeal of the beach further to the East. 

We would support the moving of the beach marker up to 50m to the East if that the Ski lane markers 
remain allowing an appropriate entry angle to the beach as now exists. The space created for 
launching outside the Ski Lane could then be marked with buoys to provide a “channel “ out into the 
lake. 

Given the location, lack of formed track and shallow draft this “ramp” is a minor issue and users are 
well aware of the limitations. 

SOLUTIONS 

Wanaka can account for its success based on the very presence of the Lake, the body of Water is the 
key factor in the growth and development of the Town area and we have got to do a better job at 
being actively engaged in managing the asset. A general erosion of facilities doesn’t add value nor 
prepare us for the future.  

We do not accept the QLDC have exhausted all efforts to manage the issues and recommend the 
following: 

• Full and proper signage be implemented in all ski lanes. Including Info on Life jackets, QR
codes for additional info and contact details, references to the relevant markers and
distances.

• Additional “barrier” based demarcation utilised on beach areas, ie ground level lines of
floats, flags or markers (perhaps a line of coloured concrete cubes that can be used for
additional seating or similar) (Orange and Black) used to delineate the ski lanes (start with
Roys bay & Eeely Point).

• Carpark based signage fronting the areas immediately in line with ski lanes.
• Visitor support signs in strategic places along main beachfront. In the area between the

West most Ski Lane pole and the Bullock creek outlet there are NIL, Zero, not one items of
signage that advise users of the options, preferred areas, safe zones, consequences of
swimming in any zone. IE. Its is completed unregulated and supported by any information. It
is not possible to reconcile the recommendations made with clear evidence little has been
done to address the basic issues.

• Ensure the water based markers and buoys actually reflect the ski lane, ie the buoys on the
West end of the Roys Bay lane actually rake the wrong way, ie they form an acute angle into
the beach rather than an obtuse angle as specified in the ski lane regulations. As do the ones
on the south end of Eely point.

• Eely point has a sign warning swimmers to identify hazards before “jumping in”, Including
Rivers, Soft Sand, Logs & Currents despite being Kilometres from a river (well in fact almost
any of those Hazards) and yet less that 50m from a Ski Lane, and no reference to this. I
would be interested to know why. Ski Lane and adjacent signage needs to accurately
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represent the actual area and real and present hazards and the steps required to be safe and 
comply. 

• Upgrade ALL Boat Ramp signage to include locations of Ski lanes, rules and terms of use of
Ski Lanes. Show designated swim zones etc

• All signs to have contact numbers for the Harbour Master
• Cut and trim overhanging tress and foliage obscuring signs.
• On balance, if FULL measures are taken as above we would accept there may be some

argument and or benefit for restrictions to apply to Roys Bay or Eely point at the height of
the busiest season, perhaps say Late Dec to End Jan. Given the extreme volumes of visitors
to Wanaka.

TEMPORAY EVENTS 

We conditionally support the proposal – Based on applicants having a simple and straight forward 
appeals process in the event the authorised Harbour Master declines an event. We appreciate the 
Harbour Master and team have a pretty full on job managing the varied and changing aspect of the 
role and expect like in any structure there would be a process for escalation given the commercial 
nature of the appointment. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

Although not perfectly happy with the engagement process given we submitted extensively last time 
and asked to be kept informed, we do appreciate the opportunity to engage and provide feedback 
and believe it is a critical part of the democratic process. 

We invited QLDC and interested parties to question us and extended the invitation to spend some 
time with us on the water. This invitation remains open and we would welcome the opportunity. 

Thank you. 

Glen Rudhall 
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Hamish Rudhall

Formal Submission - draft Navigation Safety
Bylaw 2025
26th October 2024

BACKGROUND

In October 2022, myself and other members of my family made formal submissions to the QLDC

on the proposed changes to the location and size of existing ski lanes during the 2022 ski lane

engagement. Being avid waterski enthusiasts, as well as passive lake users, we were opposed to

the changes and conducted our own research to demonstrate the effectiveness of retaining

waterski access lanes within the existing locations and the existing sizes.

FEEDBACK

We are extremely disappointed we were not contacted personally about the reintroduction of this

proposal as it was agreed we would be, at the summarisation of the previous proposal. The

outcome of the previous proposal was that there is in fact, no good reason to change the size or

location of any of the ski lanes.

PROPOSED BYLAW AMENDMENTS - EVIDENCE

The results of the feedback received from the Summary of feedback from 2022 ski lane

engagement seems a bit inconclusive - the table that identifies potential issues states the

harbourmaster has received feedback around the concerns of safety for swimmers and other

non-powered recreational users and that conflict has increased due to improvements to the

parking areas. Where is the data for that! The current harbourmaster has only had the contract for

one summer!

Previously there were informal parking areas along the lakefront of Roy’s Bay, so I don’t see how

the spending of millions of dollars for a rearrangement of the lakefront parking has increased

conflict between swimmers and waterskiers. I don’t think there is any data that shows there is

now more conflict between passive lake users and waterskiers correctly using the waterski

access lanes as intended.
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There is always going to be conflict between lake users, considering how many holiday makers

visit this region during the summer holiday season, with the intention of utilising the lake for their

preferred activity. Have there really been that many issues with the use of these waterski lanes

that would warrant removing them? Sure the council has done a very poor job of updating the

signage and demarcation for the waterski lanes, and have they really done much in the way of

educating lake users in the safe practices of entering and navigating our lakes? No.

SIGNAGE AND EDUCATION

Effective signage

The signage and information needs to be at the point of entry to the ski lanes, not at the boat

ramp. Most swimmers don’t enter the water at the boat ramp.

Clear, concise signage that visibly indicates that you are entering a waterski access lane, what

the extents of the waterski lane are, and the rules for their use.

The boat ramps in question are only formalised by the ability to launch and retrieve in these

areas and the provision for parking of both cars and boat trailers. Wasn’t Eely point part 5 of the

lakefront development plan? Wasn’t there plans to reseal the road and put in a decent boat

ramp? Not that it really needs it, the current set up actually works really well. Even with the influx

of thousands of boats and jet skis every summer. We still have the ability to all use the lake and

its amenities cooperatively.

Education

Lakes Wānaka and Whakatipu have many kilometers of foreshore, and swimmers can access the

lake and swim almost anywhere. In lakeWānaka there are only 3 waterski lanes in Roys bay and

only 3 others in the whole of the rest of the lake. The locations of Eely point and Waterfall creek

waterski lanes are really the only sheltered spots when the wind is up, and allow families to

continue watersports activities, when otherwise the wind would make it too challenging. It makes

good sense to have the ski lanes in these areas, next to the boat ramp, picnic areas and

swimming areas. I think it is fairly obvious how the ski lanes work, and for families who will also

be both active waterskiers and swimmers, it is known, especially with kids, that you use the

swimming area for swimming and the waterski lane for launching and retrieving active

watersports participants. Education needs to be aimed at those that aren’t familiar with the area,

or familiar with the operation of waterski lanes and how they work.
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ROYS BAY - MAIN BEACH

I OPPOSE THE REMOVAL OF THIS SKI LANE

I would not be opposed to a temporary closure at this location during the busy summer peak

period, but I do oppose the permanent removal of this ski access lane. Better signage and

education. - currently the signs are facing the wrong way and are not visible when you are

approaching the area. Better demarcation with buoys. The swimming areas need to be clearly

marked in the water. I think the whole southern end of Roys bay needs to be designated

swimming only. The lake swimmers buoy line needs another buoy line further out excluding

powered vessels from that area.

EELY POINT

I OPPOSE THE REMOVAL OF THIS SKI LANE

The waterski lane at Eely point has the advantage of the geographical features which shelter it

from many wind directions, it has a natural boat access area, parking, and a well defined

swimming area, great for children and families. The waterski lane actually works really well here.

The contention, I believe, is that it’s a great picnic area. I personally use this waterski access lane

on a regular basis and have never seen any serious incidents between waterskiers and

swimmers. Sure there is congestion, but that has to be expected and managed.

The suggestion that the commercial use of this stretch of water between the main boat ramp and

the passage past Eely point is a cause of conflict involves what 3 commercial operators? There is

so much room across the passage to accommodate a couple of sailings of commercial boats, and

I’m sure certified skippers should be well aware of the navigational aspects of the various access

lanes present on our lakes.

WATERFALL CREEK

I OPPOSE THE REMOVAL OF THIS SKI LANE

Another ideal location for a waterski access lane as it is also sheltered from many wind directions.

The boat ramp is another informal launching area that provides ample parking. The numbers of

waterskiers, wakeboarders, tubers and foilers really confirms the need to have properly working

ski lanes to ensure the safety of both active and passive lake users. Signage and education is

very poor at this area, and very little demarcation by buoys on the water.
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GLENDU BAY - EAST

I OPPOSE THE REMOVAL OF THIS SKI LANE

Glendu Bay is very unique and camping and boating in this area is almost a rite of passage for

some. The geographical features make it extremely popular for both active and passive lake

users. The boat ramp in question is another informal boat launching area. It probably makes

sense to move the ski lane pole to the other side of the ramp. The 2 ski lanes at Glendu Bay also

lack adequate signage and education, and the demarcation of the swimming areas is almost

non-existent.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, I have first hand knowledge and experience of the waterski access lanes on Lake

Wānaka, and know the importance of having them. The way to increase safety of all lake users is

to make sure the waterski lanes are used correctly, lake users know where they are and what

their purpose is and the rules that apply to using them. I think the limited data QLDC has

presented is flawed with no acknowledgment of a source. Managing their use through more

effective signage, education and enforcement would be the sensible course of action, rather than

just removing them because it’s in the too hard basket. I oppose the removal of any waterski

access lanes and think the QLDC needs to do better to manage our waterways.
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To Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Re: Draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025 

Submitter FLOWT 

General 

The submitter has applied for resource consent to utilise several existing berths on the 
western side of the St. Omer Wharf for the purpose of a floating sauna.  The sauna will 
be located on a pontoon fixed to piles and will not be motorised or movable except for 
occasional maintenance purposes, where it will be towed by a separate vessel. 

The purpose of the Bylaw relates to vessels that are navigable and the associated 
safety of passengers and other lake/ river users. 

From our review of the Bylaw, it does not appear that it is intended to apply to fixed 
pontoons. 

This submission seeks minor amendments to the Navigation Safety Bylaw to avoid 
unintentional regulation and associated administrative costs, by introducing the term 
‘Fixed Structure’ as an exemption to the term ‘Vessel’, and similar points of 
clarification. 

The following submission points reflect the matters that are of concern to FLOWT.  

The matters identified in the grey shaded text identify the suggested changes to the 
Bylaw.  

Submission 1 Amend Clause 6 – Interpretation 

Add new term ‘Fixed Structure’  to ensure that structures such as the 
FLOWT pontoon are not unintentionally subject to the various 
restrictions that apply to vessels. 

Fixed Structure 
A pontoon or similar floating platform that is permanently 
affixed to the bed of the lake. 

Submission 2 Amend Clause 6 - Interpretation 

Add an exemption to the term ‘vessel’ to include ‘fixed structure’ 
Vessel means every description of boat or craft used in 
navigation, whether or not it has any means of propulsion, and 
includes….. 
(a) to (j)
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But does not include a surfboard, or a Fixed Structure. 

Submission 3 Amend Clause 24 – Exemptions to requirements to carry or wear life 
jackets. 

To ensure consistency and avoid confusion, it is appropriate to add an 
additional exemption to include the use of a ‘fixed structure’. 

24.1 Clauses 20, 21, and 22 do not apply to: 
(g) a Fixed Structure

Submission 4 Amend Clause 30 – Swimming or diving around wharves or jetties 

The FLOWT proposal includes a small plunge pool that is incorporated 
within the ponton. 

To avoid any confusion or misinterpretation of the Bylaw it is 
appropriate to include an exemption. 

30.1 (c) this clause does not apply to swimming or bathing with
in a Fixed Structure. 
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()*���+,-,.-/./0�0120�345� 6!�7��*#�����!���#��"8��$�9�:���%&;�<==<>?@AB=C�DE;�FGHIJKLM�NOPQRSSRTU�VWWXYZ[\T]̂_àbcdb�efg�chcijbg�c�dklmnddnof�po�pjb�qcrnsctof�ucvbpw�xwacy�of�lbjcav�ov�znaanof�{oaac|�}|kndbd�~nmnpbg���ojf��gmofgd
��

����������������� ��������������������������������������������

����������� ���¡��¢¡£�¤���¡���¥¤�¡���¦��¤� ���469



To Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Re: Draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025 

Submitter Million Dollar Cruise Limited 

General 

The submitter is the owner and operator of Million Dollar Cruise Limited, which 
operates the only scheduled sight-seeing cruises in Frankton Arm and is one of two 
scheduled sight-seeing cruises on Lake Wakatipu generally (the other being the 
Earnslaw). 

Million Dollar Cruise Limited activities are authorised under resource consents 
RM070854 and RM100573 to conduct sight-seeing cruises along the length of the 
Frankton Arm as far as the old Kawarau River Bridge.  Currently the day-to-day 
operations implements RM100573.  A full copy of the two resource consents are 
appended to this submission, together with the conditions that pertain to both 
consents. 

The resource consents include a variety of operational conditions that include 
(amongst other things) a requirement to comply with the 2009 Bylaw, and for Council 
to review and impose new limits  or refuse access in to the access lanes in the vicinity 
of the Kawarau Bridge at any time. 

In addition to complying with conditions of the resource consents, Million Dollar Cruise 
Limited is also required to conduct the day-to-day operation of the vessels in 
accordance with an approved Maritime Transport Operator Plan (MTOP). 

The MTOP was approved by the Maritime New Zealand.  A copy of the MTOP is 
appended to this submission. 

The MTOP is a live document and audited regularly and is effectively the day-to-day 
operational safety plans. 

A copy of the MTOP is maintained on-board the Million Dollar vessels at all times. 

The Typical Daily Route 
Million Dollar Cruise Limited is the only approved and scheduled sight-seeing trip in 
the Frankton Arm.  It operates up to 4 sight-seeing trips per day, with each trip following 
the same route. The route in the vicinity of the Kawarau Dam is depicted in a series of 
four hand-drawn images that form part of the approved MTOP (as attached to this 
submission).  It is the potential restrictions that apply to this part of the lake that this 
submission relates to. 

At the eastern end of the Frankton Arm, in the vicinity of the Hilton Hotel the lake is 
relatively shallow, as a result of previous damming of the Lake outlet that occurred in 
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conjunction with the old Kawarau River Bridge.  There are defined deep water channels 
that extend upstream of the bridge and weave between the Willow Islands.  

Million Dollar Cruise vessels follow the Kawarau Dam Downstream Access Lane in to 
that area upstream of the Kawarau Bridge/ Dam.  The vessels pause in this area for 
commentary and photographs.  After several minutes, the vessels exit this area, by 
following the same downstream access lane back in to Frankton Arm. 

Unlike jet boats, that can traverse shallow water, the Million Dollar Cruise vessels need 
to remain in deep water, including the access lane channels.  These vessels are less 
manoeuvrable than jet boats and other recreation craft. 

The ‘Kawarau Dam Access Lane’ plans at pages 41 and 42 of the proposed Bylaw 
identify a down-stream and up-stream access lane.  The deep water channels are 
visible in these maps/ photographs. 

The proposed Map 3 includes an additional area that is also referred to as the ‘Kawarau 
River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’, and the amended text of the Bylaw prevents 
vessels from either resting or stopping in these areas.  This additional area includes 
parts of the lake that are used by Million Dollar Cruise vessels for sightseeing and 
manoeuvring vessels at slow speed. 

The following submission points reflect the matters that are of concern to Million Dollar 
Cruise Limited.   

The matters identified in the grey shaded text identify the suggested changes to the 
Bylaw.  

Submission 1 Amend Clause 9.2  
Clause 9 is titled ‘Speed of vessels’. 

Clause 9.1(a) sets out the rules for the speed of vessels, whilst 
Clauses 9.2 and 9.3 provide for exemptions. 

It is submitted that Clause 9.2 be amended to include the same 
exemption at Clause 9.3(a). 

9.2 Clause 9.1(a) does not apply to: 
(e) a vessel operating in an access lane or a reserved area

for the purposes for which the access lane or reserved 
area was declared, unless in the case of the reserved 
area, this bylaw provides otherwise. 

Submission 2 Amend Clause 18.1 
Clause 18 is titled ‘Vessels to be identified’. 
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Clause 18.1(c) requires that vessels be identified with a minimum 
lettering height of 90mm, and capable of being read at a distance of 
50m by certain Council officers. 

It is submitted that specifying the minimum lettering height is 
adequate.   

18.1 No person shall navigate a vessel (excluding vessels listed in 
clause 18.3) unless it displays an identifying name or number 
above the waterline on each side of the vessel that is 
recognised under clause 18.2, and satisfies the following 
criteria: 
(c) unless it is a type recognised by an organisation listed in

clause 18.2(a), is a minimum height of 90 millimetres.
and is capable of being read by the Harbourmaster or an 
enforcement officer from a distance of at least
50metres.

Submission 3 Amend Clause 38 – Kawarau River 
Clauses 38.1 to 38.4 apply to the Kawarau River, and also relates to 
Clause 42 and 43 and Schedule 2 – Table 2 and the associated map at 
pages 41/42 (noting that page numbering recommences from page 40 
onwards). 

Clause 38.1 states that “no person may rest or stop a vessel in the 
areas immediately below the “downstream” gate and above the 
“upstream” gate at the Kawarau Falls Dam.” 

It is submitted that Clause 38.1 be amended to clarify that vessels 
should not stop either within an access lane nor immediately 
downstream of the Dam/ Bridge. 

38.1 No person may rest or stop a vessel in the areas immediately 
below the “downstream” gate and above the “upstream” gate 
at the Kawarau Falls Dam. 

38.1 No person may rest or stop a vessel: 
o immediately below the “downstream” gate;
o within the Kawarau Dam  Downstream Access Lane:
o immediately below the “upstream” gate at the Kawarau

Falls Dam. 
o within the Kawarau Dam Upstream Access Lane

Submission 4 Amend Clause 38 – Kawarau River 
The Million Dollar Cruise vessels are the only sight-seeing vessels 
authorised to access the deep water area that is immediately 
upstream of the Kawarau Falls Dam/ Bridge. 
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It is appropriate for these craft to be recognised in the Bylaw in the 
same way that the TSS Earnslaw is recognised and provided for. 

38.5 the Million Dollar Cruise vessels may use the downstream 
access lane to both access and depart the deep water area 
located upstream of the Kawarau Falls Dam/ Bridge, in 
accordance with the certified Maritime Transport Operator 
Plan. 

Submission 5 Amend Clause 43 – Conduct in Access Lane 

Clause 43.5 states that “If one or more persons are using an access 
lane for the purpose for which it has been declared, no person may 
enter, remain in or use the lane for any other purpose”. 

The access lanes at the Kawarau Dam/ Bridge are shown on an 
amended map at page 42.  This map replaces the current map shown 
on page 41, which identifies two access lanes that extend upstream 
of the Kawarau Falls Dam/ Bridge as far as the Willow Islands. 

The proposed map reproduces those same access lanes, and 
includes an additional area shaded light grey that is denoted as 
‘Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’.  This new area includes 
a large area of Lake Wakatipu north of Willow Place and the Hilton 
Hotel and includes approximately half of that part of the lake located 
in between the two access lanes. 

This new ‘Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’ is not 
referenced anywhere within the Bylaw, and it is unclear what 
restrictions apply to this space. 

The Million Dollar Cruise vessels pass through the new ‘Kawarau 
River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’ and will often pause in the 
general area between the two access lanes for commentary and 
photographs. 

It is necessary to preserve the opportunity to use this part of the lake 
between the two access lanes by the Million Dollar Cruise vessels. 

43.1 If one or more persons are using an access lane for the purpose 
for which it has been declared, no person may enter, remain in 
or use the lane for any other purpose, except where the Million 
Dollar Cruise vessels are operating in the ‘Kawarau River/ Lake 
Whakatipu Access Lane’ or the ‘Kawarau Dam Access Lane - 
downstream’ 
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Alternatively – 
Amend the Access Lane map at page 42 and delete any reference to 
the ‘Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’, and 

43.1 If one or more persons are using an access lane for the purpose 
for which it has been declared, no person may enter, remain in 
or use the lane for any other purpose, except where the Million 
Dollar Cruise vessels are operating in the ‘Kawarau Dam 
Access Lane - downstream’ 

Submission 6 Schedule 2 - Speed Upliftings and Access Lanes and Map 3 – Kawarau 
Dam 

Schedule 2, Table 2 (page 39) is titled ‘Access Lanes’ and includes 
descriptions of ‘High Speed Access Lanes on Lake Whakatipu’ at page 
40. 

The Kawarau Dam access lanes are described (downstream and 
upstream) at the bottom of page 40. 

There is no mention of the proposed ‘Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu 
Access Lane’ shown on proposed map 3 at page 42. 

Proposed Map 3 includes an unreferenced blue text box below the 
map that references the Access Lanes and provides partial 
description and use restrictions. 

This text box includes additional directions on the use of the access 
lanes, and  unnecessary cross-references to clause 36. 

Amend Map 3 – Kawarau Dam 

Include map title on page 42 (the proposed replacement map). 

Delete the ‘Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane’ from the 
map. 

Delete the blue text box from below the proposed map and include any 
necessary references or restrictions from that blue text within Table 2 
– High Speed Access Lanes – Lake Whakatipu.

Add the same exclusions identified in Submission 5. 
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QUEENSTOWN 
LAKES DISTRICT 

COUNCIL 
File: RM070854 

1 February 2008 

Million Dollar Cruise 
C/- John Edmonds & Associates 
P O Box 95 
QUEENSTOWN 

Dear Anna 

DECISION OFTHE QUEENSTOWN LAKES DISTRICT COUNCIL 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

MILLION DOLLAR CRUISE - RM070854.357 

I refer to your objection to Conditions 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 of RM070854. The objection was 
considered under delegated authority pursuant to Section 34 of the Resource Management Act 1991 
on 1 February 2008. 

The subject site is Lake Wakatipu. The site is zoned Rural General in the Partially Operative District 
Plan. 

The objection relates to the matters as detailed in the table below: 

Condition Objection 
It is unnecessary to restate section 16, as it applies anyway. 
The application did not volunteer this. 

7,8,9, 10 Real Journeys and the harbourmaster gave their written approvals and did not 
require these conditions to be included. 

11 It is not considered anchoring, tying up or othenwise remaining in one position 
will result in any adverse effects. 

12 It is not considered there will be any adverse effects associated with the taking 
on board of supplies 

The objection was determined on a non-notified basis in terms of Section 357 of the Resource 
Management Act 1991. 

Lakes Environmental Limited, Private Bag 50077, Queenstown 9348, Tel 03-450 0300, Fax 03-442 4778. 
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Decision 

The objection to condition(s) is upheld in part pursuant to section 357 of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 such that. 

Conditions 4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of RM070854 are deleted. Condition 11 of RM 070854 is amended to 
read as follows: 

11a. The vessel will generally tie up at the berth approved by way of this consent with the following 
exceptions: 

a) In emergency circumstances the vessel may anchor, berth or tie up at any other
place around Lake Wakatipu.

b) Pick ups and drop offs of an occasional nature are permitted, whereby occasional is
considered to be a maximum of twelve times in any year.

11 b. Refuelling will take place at legally established refuelling stations only. 

Reasons for Decision 

Condition Objection 
Upheld in part, the applicant correctly states that Section 16 of the Resource 
Management Act applies in any event and any unreasonable noise can be dealt 
with under this section regardless of whether this condition is included. The 
applicant volunteers a condition as follows: 

Queenstown Town Centre Waterfront Zone 

Daytime (0800-2200 hours) 
Nighttime (2200-0800 hours) 

Surface of Lake 

Daytime (0800-2200 hours) 
Nighttime (2200-0800 hours) 

60 dBA L,o 
50 dBA Lw and 70 dBA Lmax 

77dBALmax 
67dBALmax 

For the Town Centre these values are equivalent to those in Zone Standard 
10.6.5.2. For the Surface of the Lake is in unclear why these values have been 
volunteered as the District Plan Zone standards are different. 

In any event it is considered unnecessary to re-iterate the standards set out in 
the District Plan for the same reason it is unnecessary to re-affirm Section 16 of 
the Resource Management Act; namely that the applicant must comply 
regardless of whether the condition is included in the consent. 

Upheld. From the email correspondence on file it appears the applicant initially 
volunteered a restriction of 52 charter trips and later amended this to 100 
charter trips. It is noted that this does not include the scheduled trips. It is 
considered that it is appropriate to place some restriction on the number of trips 
the applicant can make as a large scale operation may not be appropriate. 
However, on consideration it is deemed that as the application is restricted to 
one boat only, the Ngaroto, this will sufficiently restrict the number of trips and 
there is no need to restrict the operation further. 

7,8,9,10 Upheld. These conditions were carried over from a similar consent where Real 
Journeys and the harbourmaster required them to be included. It is agreed that 
no such request was made on this occasion and it is therefore considered 
appropriate to remove them. 

11 Upheld in part. The boat will remain tied up for a fair amount of time. It is 
considered that the location where it will be is generally located needs to be 

RM070854.354 
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assessed. The effects on character, amenity and visual impact are likely to be 
greater in some locations than in others. During the conversation the applicant 
(Mr Perkins) had with the Lakes Environmental Resource Consents manager, 
Mr Perkins raised that for safety reasons he may be required to temporarily tie 
up due to weather, malfunction of the vessel or to allow an unwell person off the 
vessel. It is considered that this point is valid and that the condition should be 
amended to reflect to possibility of an emergency. In later discussions Mr 
Perkins addressed the matter of picking up passengers as a charter sen/ice 
from for example Mount Nicolas Station. This is also considered to be 
appropriate assuming that the boat does not remain tied up at that location for 
any length of time. Mr Perkins indicated he would not be frequenting any one 
pick up point more than 12 times in any given year. It is deemed appropriate to 
amend the condition to enable the boat to pick charter customers up in the 
manner suggested by Mr Perkins. During one of these meetings the matter of 
refuelling was also raised. Although the intention is to refuel at the Queenstown 
Bay refuelling station, it may be necessary to refuel at the Frankton refuelling 
station due to the Queenstown Bay one being unavailable from time to time. It is 
considered that it is important refuelling takes place at an approved fuelling 
station, however which particular station is used in immaterial therefore it is 
considered appropriate to amend this in the condition also. 

12 Upheld. The applicant was requested to indicate the amount of time taking on 
board of supplies might take. Given the small amount of time this is believed to 
take, it is not going to have a significant effect on the Queenstown Town Centre 
Zone, even if the time is slightly exceeded. 

Other Matters 

The costs of processing this objection are currently being assessed and you will be advised under 
separate cover whether further money is required or whether a refund is owing to you. 

Should you not be satisfied with this decision of the Council an appeal may be lodged with the 
Environment Court, Justice Department, P O Box 5027, Lambton Quay, Wellington not later than 15 
working days from the date this decision is received. 

If you have any enquiries please contact Wendy Rolls at Lakes Environmental Limited on phone (03) 
4500356 or email wendy.rolls@lakesenv.co.nz. 

Prepared by 
LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LIMITED 

Reviewed and Approved by 
LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LIMITED 

.\jsft4^Q ^AAl , ^4^U2^ 

Wendy Rolls 
PLANNER 

Paula Costello 
PLANNER 

RM070854.354 
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QUEENSTOWN 
LAKES DISTRICT 

File: RM070854 COUNCIL 

4 December 2007 

Million Dollar Cruise Limited 
Cl- John Edmonds and Associates Limited 
Attn Anna Cameron 
Po Box 95 
QUEENSTOWN 9348 

Dear Anna 

DECISION OF THE QUEENSTOWN LAKES DISTRICT COUNCIL 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

MILLION DOLLAR CRUISE LIMITED- RM070854 

We refer to your application for land use consent under Section 88 of the Resource Management Act 
1991 to establish a launch/charter operation on Lake Wakatipu. The application was considered 
under delegated authority pursuant to Section 34 of the Resource Management Act 1991 on 3 
December 2007. This decision was made and its issue authorised by Jane Sinclair, Independent 
Commissioner, as delegate for the Council. 

Under the Partially Operative District Plan the site is zoned Rural General and the proposed activity 
requires: 

• A discretionary, activity consent pursuant to Rule 5.3.3.3 (iv) (b) regarding any commercial
boating activity oh the surface of lakes and rivers in the Rural General zone.

• A discretionary activity consent pursuant to Rule 10.6.3.3.(i) (b) regarding any commercial
surface of water activity in the Queenstown Town Centre zone.

Overall, the application is considered to be a discretionary activity. 

The application was considered on a non-notified basis in terms of Section 93(1 )(b) whereby the 
consent authority were satisfied that the adverse effects of the activity on the environment will be 
minor and in terms of Section 94(2) whereby all persons who, in the opinion of the consent authority 
may be adversely affected by the activity, have given their written approval to the activity. 

Decision 

Consent is GRANTED pursuant to Section 104 of the Act, subject to the following conditions imposed 
pursuant to Section 108 of the Act: 

i Lakes Environmental Limited, Private Bag 50077, Queenstown 9348, Tel 03-450 0300, Fax 03-442 4778. 
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General Conditions 

1 That the development be carried out in accordance with the application as submitted, with the 
exception of the amendments required by the following conditions of consent. 

2 That unless it is otherwise specified in the conditions of this consent, compliance with any 
monitoring requirement imposed by this consent shall be at the consent holder's own expense. 

3 The consent holder shall pay to the Council an initial fee of $100 for the costs associated with 
the monitoring of this resource consent in accordance with Section 35 of the Act. 

Noise 

4 In the event of Council or any elected member receiving any justifiable complaint regarding 
unreasonable noise caused by this proposal, the consent holder shall be required to 
commission a noise report by a suitably qualified expert. The noise report shall set out the 
manner in which the noise levels emitted from the vessel will be contained at a reasonable level 
in accordance with Section 16 of the Resource Management Act. The consent holder will then 
be required to comply with this report. The Council may, at the consent holder's expense 
commission a peer review of the noise report. 

Hours of operation 

5 The vessel will pass through the narrows out of the Frankton Arm prior to 10 pm. 

6 A maximum of 100 charter trip per annum are permitted. 

7 Prior to the commencement of scheduled sailings, the consent holder shall provide the 
Queenstown Lakes District Council Harbourmaster with a timetable of departure and arrival 
times from and to Queenstown Bay. 

8 Any significant variations from the proposed schedule in respect of timetable or the use of other 
berthing facilities are to be advised to the Harbourmaster not less than one hour before the 
change is implemented. 

9 Where immediate changes to the timetable are required in the operation of the vessel, the 
skipper shall advise the skipper of the TSS Earnslaw and the Harbourmaster via VHF radio 
accordingly. 

10 While the yacht is within Queenstown Bay as defined by a line between the beacon on the 
south side of the bay and the mouth of One Mile Creek, the following conditions shall apply: 

a) The times of the vessel's arrival and departure at the berth in Queenstown Bay shall be
subject to the approval of the Harbourmaster and shall be arranged so that the vessel
and the Earnslaw are not manoeuvring in the vicinity of the berths at the same time.

b) The vessel shall not enter Queenstown Bay for a period of 5 minutes prior to the return
berthing time of the TSS Earnslaw and shall not depart for a period of 5 minutes prior to
the departure of the TSS Earnslaw.

Anchoring 

11 The vessel will not anchor, tie up or otherwise remain in one position other than at the approved 
berth in Queenstown Bay and at the refuelling station in Queenstown Bay whilst fuel is being 
taken on board. 
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Loading of Goods 

12 Loading of goods will be kept to a minimum. At most it is to be undertaken once on any given 
day for a period of 10 minutes. 

Waste disposal 

13 Adequate provision should be made for the storage and collection of recyclables, litter and 
refuse. These are to be disposed of in an appropriate manner to a Council approved refuse 
disposal (treatment) service and recycling facility. 

14 That all liquid waste products (waste water, effluent and bilge water) be disposed of to the 
Council's sewer reticulation in an appropriate manner. 

Boat cleaning 

15 That standard practices for boat cleaning are adhered to, including but not limited to 
undertaking all possible measures to ensure Didymo is not spread. 

Cultural 

16 The consent holder and its staff will not provide information to its clients about any historical, 
spiritual or cultural matters relating to the Takata Whenua of the area without first consulting 
with the local Papatipu Runanga and obtaining their agreement that the information to be 
provided is both appropriate and accurate. 

17 The applicant and/or appropriate employees shall attend a cultural awareness wananga in the 
future facilitated by Ngai Tahu. 

Review 

18 Within ten working days of each anniversary of the date of this decision the Council may, in 
accordance with Sections 128 and 129 of the Resource Management Act 1991, serve notice on 
the consent holder of its intention to review the conditions of this resource consent for any of the 
following purposes: 

(a) To deal with any adverse effects on the environment that may arise from the exercise of
the consent which were not foreseen at the time the application was considered and
which it is appropriate to deal with at a later stage.

(b) To deal with any adverse effects on the environment which may arise from the exercise of
the consent and which could not be properly assessed at the time the application was
considered.

(c) To avoid, remedy and mitigate any adverse effects on the environment which may arise
from the exercise of the consent and which have been caused by a change in
circumstances or which may be more appropriately addressed as a result of a change in
circumstances, such that the conditions of this resource consent are no longer
appropriate in terms of the purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Advice Note 

The Council may elect to exercise its functions and duties through the employment of independent 
consultants. 
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Reasons for the Decision 

Proposa/ 

Consent is sought to establish a launch/charter operation on Lake Wakatipu. The applicant proposed 
to take clients cruising on Lake Wakatipu, for the purposes of sightseeing and general recreation. The 
vessel used will be a steel hulled launch called the Ngaroto with a maximum space for 55 passengers 
and 3 crew. She has been in service on Lake Rotorua for the last 50 years and is classed as an iconic 
heritage vessel. 

The proposal includes two parts: 

1. A scheduled service of 1.5 hour cruises around the Frankton Arm, initially two per day,
expanding to four per day at 7 am, 10 am, 2 pm and 6 pm.

2. The other part of the proposal is for chartered trips of any duration and location as required by
the client in the Queenstown Bay, Frankton Arm and the open rural environment of the Lake,
towards the wider Cecil Peak, Kingston and Glenorchy areas.

Originally fishing was also proposed as an option; however the applicant has withdrawn that part of 
the application. 

The applicant proposes to operate 365 days a year 7 days a week 24 hours a day, except within the 
Frankton arm where the hours of operation will be restricted to 7am to 10pm. 

On board the vessel the applicant proposes to serve alcoholic and non-alcoholic drinks as well as hot 
drinks and light meals and snacks. 

Departures will generally be from the vessel's proposed berth in Queenstown Bay. An agreement for 
use of this berth has been established for 1 year only. After this time the applicant has a right of 
renewal. Refuelling and effluent disposal is proposed to take place at the Queenstown Bay jetty. 

The lease of the berth includes the use of the kiosk that is located on the wharf. This application does 
not include any signage on either the kiosk or anywhere else on the shore. The boat will have the text 
"Ngaroto - Million Dollar Cruise" on the back. 

The berth for the Ngaroto is located within Queenstown Bay. Within the Bay there are five largish 
jetties, one of which is used for jetboating activities and there is a berth alongside the Steamer Wharf 
for the historic steamship, The TSS Earnslaw. At any one time three to ten boats are tied up to the 
remainder of the jetties, mostly boats for tourist activities such as sightseeing and fishing. A past 
Americas Cup sailing boat also operates from one of these jetties. 

Along the adjoining lakefront there are two kiosks and a couple of sandwich boards promoting a 
number of the trips. 

Frankton Arm is surrounded on all three sides by low and high density residential development. Large 
numbers of the residential properties have extensive views over the arm. At the western end of the 
arm there is a yacht club and on the southern side a new marina is proposed. 

The remainder of Lake Wakatipu is more deserted. There are a some private jetties associated with 
the various Stations and public boating ramps. At Cecil Peak there is a jetty for the TSS Earnslaw to 
dock and at Glenorchy a small marina has been established. 

The closest road access to the wharf is Beach Street, is a single lane egress backing onto the 
Queenstown Town Centre Waterfront zone in the heart of Queenstown. Within the Waterfront zone is 
Earnslaw Park - an area that is used by a significant number of pedestrians, particularly during local 
events such as the market day and the Winter Festival. The Beach Street locality is known for its 
range of shops and restaurants, and outlook over Queenstown Bay and towards the Queenstown 
Gardens and the Remarkables to the east. To the west the township is predominantly mixed use with 
visitor accommodation, residential dwellings and commercial activity spread in a linear fashion over 
the lower reaches of Ben Lomond. 
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The future development of the Queenstown Town Centre Waterfront zone has been addressed within 
the Queenstown Bay Development Plan a document that was issued as the result of the Queenstown 
Bay Design Workshop held Saturday 11 December 1993. While the Queenstown Bay Development 
Plan acknowledges under Section 6.3 Commercial Uses/Activities on Water Area 2 (a) that 
commercial activity must be catered for within the wharf area it anticipates that vessels will not exceed 
15m in length so as to allow for vessels 22.18m in length. Reasoning for this is not specifically 
outlined in the plan. 

As the proposed vessel will be a transient body upon the Lake, classification of the surrounding 
landscape is also required. Lake Wakatipu has been classified through Environment Court decision 
C180/99, as an outstanding natural landscape1. The decision further defines the Wakatipu Basin from 
District Wide outstanding natural landscape as a line from Kelvin Heights Golf Course to Sunshine 
Bay2. 

Additionally, Lake Wakatipu is identified in the Ngai Tahu Claims Settlement Act 1998 as an area of 
statutory acknowledgement. 

Therefore the proposed activity shall be addressed as an activity that operates at the interface 
between an outstanding natural landscape within the Rural General zone and the Queenstown Centre 
Waterfront zone. 

Effects on the Environment 

Land, Flora and Fauna: 
The proposed charter does not entail disturbance to aquatic vegetation, however the applicant 
proposes to transport the vessel from Lake Rotorua to Lake Wakatipu. There is the potential for 
transfer of aquatic species that would adversely affect the lake's ecosystem through competition for 
habitat and resources, and the accumulation of organic debris. The applicant has included a cleaning 
programme for avoiding this which is considered adequate to avoid any significant effects. 

The proposal will not entail commercial or recreational fishing of any nature and therefore the faunal 
resources and their habitats will remain undisturbed. However the introduction of foreign organic 
matter may have significant adverse effect to the lake ecosystem. The introduction of foreign species 
such as lake weed or other organisms that may enter the country upon transportation of the vessel 
would potentially impede the natural ecosystem of the lake such that the life supporting capacity of 
the water is depleted. This can easily be remedied through cleaning and spraying of the boat prior to 
being launched and the applicant has included details of this within the application which are 
considered sufficient to avoid any transfer of foreign matter. 

The addition of a boat to the Queenstown Bay wharf area will have very little effect to the surface 
water or the lake. Should diesel spillage occur the adverse and potential effects to the quality of the 
water would be detrimental to the waterway. Potential diesel spill at the wharf would pond within the 
vicinity and create a film on the surface of the water making it inhabitable. Thus a management plan 
for accidental diesel spillage is considered necessary. 

Infrastructure: 
The applicant proposes that there will not be any discharges to the water from the vessel. Only the 
engine's cooling water will be circulated. The Ngaroto is fitted with a sewage holding tank and pump-
out facility is located at the refuelling station in Queenstown Bay. Any rubbish will be kept on board 
the vessel's rubbish bins until it is transferred to a wheelie bin on shore and then disposed of by a 
contractor. Given the management of the resulting waste, it is not anticipated that the vessel will 
produce a significant amount of waste to warrant further mitigation. 

Natural Hazards: 
There are no known natural hazards associated with Lake Wakatipu. 

People and Built Form: 

1 Environment Court, Decision No: Cl 80/99, Paragraph 107(2), Pg60. 
2 Environment Court, Decision No: Cl 80/99, Paragraph 108(d), Pg61. 
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The vessel Ngaroto is proposed to be berthed in Queenstown Bay and run trips around the Bay, 
Frankton Arm and up Lake Wakatipu towards Glenorchy. The presence of the boat on the lake will 
generate some water movement, noise, pollution and visual impact on views over the Lake. As the 
vessel proposes to use three distinct parts of the Lake, these are considered independently. 

Queenstown Bay. 
It is anticipated the boat will be berthed here a large proportion of the time. This will add to the 
cumulative effect of vessels berthed and will contribute to commercialising and domesticating the 
impression when viewing the Bay. The area of the Bay where the boat is to be berthed is zoned 
Queenstown Town Centre Waterfront zone and commercial activity is anticipated in the Town Centre. 
It is a busy urban environment in which domestication and evidence of the presence of businesses 
and people contribute to the vibrancy of the area. It is therefore considered that the berthing of the 
boat in the Bay will not have any significant adverse effects on the environment. 

Frankton Arm 

The only adverse effect on the properties located around the arm is the visual impact of the boat on 
the lake. It is considered that a vessel of the size of the Ngaroto is unlikely to be used on the lake for 
private recreational purposes and that the only reason for such a boat to be cruising on the Arm is as 
part of a commercial activity. Although it is not entirely fictitious that an individual would choose to 
own a boat of this nature and size it is considered fanciful. However, assuming again the boat 
remains in open water and does not cruise along the margins of the lake, the distance from which it 
will be viewed will render it difficult to determine the exact size of the boat. It is therefore considered 
that the boat will look like any other sizable boat on the lake and the visual impacts will be comparable 
to a large private boat. The noticeable point about the Ngaroto will be the regularity with which it 
travels, both in terms of times - to a timetable - and in terms of the route - the same route all the 
time. This will distinguish Ngaroto from a private vessel. This will detract from the remote and 
deserted feeling of the lake, however considering the level of domestication around the peripheries of 
the lake and the number of vessels on the lake it is not considered that these distractions will be 
significant. 

Wider Lake Wakatipu 

With regards to the nature of the vessel and the effects compared to a private vessel reference is 
made to the discussion under the heading Frankton Arm above. However, only incidental cruises over 
the wider lake are proposed up towards Glenorchy. The application does not specify the anticipated 
number or route of the cruises for the understandable reason that they are to be charter cruises 
determined by customer demand. It is assumed the number will be such that the sailings will not 
create the impression of following a timetable and will be more in keeping with the use of a private 
vessel. It is considered that a condition needs to be included restricting the vessels' trips to a number 
that will retain this feeling. The applicant has volunteered a maximum of 100 charter trips per annum 
and then it is considered that the adverse effects will be only de minimus. 

Culture: 
The antique steam vessel The TSS Earnslaw is berthed in Queenstown Bay and is given protected 
status under the District Plan. Consultation has been undertaken with the owners of the TSS 
Earnslaw, Real Journeys, and as a result the applicant has volunteered a number of conditions which 
aim to avoid potential conflict with the steam vessel. Consequently, Real Journeys have given there 
affected party approval to the proposal and therefore any effects on this party are not considered. 

The applicant has obtained written approval for the proposal from Ngai Tahu Development and Kai 
Tahu ki Otago. The proposed activity will not be detrimental to any areas of cultural significance 
within the Lake Wakatipu vicinity. 

Traffic Generation and Vehicle Movements: 
Passengers and goods will be loaded onto the boat at the berth. The maximum number of 
passengers and crew is 58, and potentially food and drink for this number will need to be loaded. 
There is no vehicle access to the berth, with the closest vehicle point being Beach Street. Goods will 
need to be transported by trolley or be carried from this point. In practical terms this is not ideal as this 
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involves crossing Earnslaw Park, an area used by visitors and residents for pic-nics and relaxing. 
Unloading and further transportation of goods is a common sight in the CBD of Queenstown, however 
it is generally not a visually attractive activity and it does not enhance the surroundings. The applicant 
has not submitted any details of the manner of loading of goods, but from the application it appears 
food and drink supplies will be incidental and it is thought these will only need to be loaded onto the 
boat once or twice a day and would only take 10 minutes. This level of loading would not have any 
significant adverse effects on the environment activity. As at this stage it is unclear how much loading 
and unloading will take place it is considered appropriate to place a condition on the consent 
restricting this. The applicant has volunteered a condition restricting loading to 10 minutes per day 
which is considered to adequately avoid any effects associated with lengthy loading and unloading. 

The Maritime Safety Authority was approached for comment, but none was received. It is therefore 
assumed it had no concerns regarding the proposal. 

Nuisance: 
Noise from the boat leaving the berth will be audible on the waterfront. However the applicant has 
stated there is no requirement for a consent to breach the noise standards and therefore it is 
considered the adverse effects of the noise are not significant. 

The applicant has advised that the vessel will remain at minimum 100m from the shoreline at all 
times. It is then unlikely that the noise of either the boat's engine or the boat's occupants will travel 
into the residential and commercial sites located along around the arm. Additionally, the applicant has 
stated that no consent is required for the breach of the noise restrictions as detailed in the District 
Plan. Section 16 of the Resource Management Act deals with unreasonable noise and to further 
ensure no inappropriate noise emits from the vessel and causes a nuisance the applicant has 
volunteered that the vessel will leave the Frankton Arm by 10 pm and that the vessel will not anchor 
at any point during the cruises or charters. To ensure any noise issues avoided, a condition of 
consent will be included requiring the activity to be halted if any justifiable complaints are received. 

Summary of Effects 

Overall, the adverse effects on the environment of the activity for which consent is sought will be de 
minimus. 

Policies and Objectives 

The policies and objectives most relevant to this application are contained with Part X of the Partially 
Operative District Plan and read as follows: 

4.3.4 Objective - 2 Cultural Proprietary Rights 

The use and interpretation of Tribal history remaining under kaitiakitanga of iwi, Kai 
Tahu. 

Policies: 

a. To undertake consultation with the appropriate Kai Tahu authority or Runanga, when
matters of interpretation of Kai Tahu histories for either commercial or public use are
being considered.

4.6.3 Objective 1 - Surface of Lakes and Rivers 

Recreational activities undertaken in a manner which avoids, remedies or mitigates 
their potential adverse effects on: 

• Natural conservation values and wildlife habitats;
• Other recreation values;
• Public health and safety;
• Takata Whenua values; and
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• General amenity values.

Policies: 

2 To enable people to have access to a wide range of recreation experiences on the lakes 
and rivers, based on the identified characteristics and environmental limits of the various 
parts of each lake and river. 

3 On each lake and river, to provide for the range of recreational experiences and activities 
which are most suited to and benefit from the particular natural characteristics. 

4 To avoid or mitigate the adverse effects of frequent, large-scale or intrusive activities such 
as those with high levels of noise, vibration, speed and wash. 

5 To avoid the adverse effects of motorised craft in areas of high passive recreational use, 
significant nature conservation values and wildlife habitat. 

7 To avoid and protect the environment from the adverse noise effects of motorised water 
craft. 

12 To avoid adverse effects on the public availability and enjoyment of the margins of lakes 
and rivers. 

Objective - 3 Land and Water Interface - Queenstown Bay 

Integrated management of the land-water interface, the activities about this interface 
and the establishment of a dynamic and aesthetically pleasing environment for the 
benefit of the community and visitors. 

Policies: 

3.1 To encourage the development of an exciting and vibrant waterfront which maximises the 
opportunities and attractions inherent in its location and setting as part of the town centre. 

3.4 To identify the important amenity and visual values, and to establish external appearance 
standards to help secure and implement these values and implement those through the 
District Plan. 

3.6 To conserve and enhance, where appropriate, the natural qualities and amenity values of 
the foreshore and adjoining waters. 

The proposed activity is consistent with the objectives and policies of the Partially Operative District 
Plan. 

Conditions 

Conditions 1, 2 and 3 have been imposed to ensure the proposal is carried out in accordance with the 
proposal. Conditions 5, 6 and 11 have been imposed to mitigate the visual effects of the boat on the 
lake. Conditions 7, 8, 9 and 10 are intended to avoid any conflicts within Queenstown Bay of the 
subject vessel with the heritage steamship The Earnslaw and any other vessels. Condition 12 is 
imposed to mitigate the effects of loading on the amenity of the waterfront area. Conditions 13 and 14 
ensure rubbish and waste is appropriately disposed of. Condition 15 is imposed to avoid the transfer 
of pests on the boat. Conditions 16 and 17 ensure any cultural information provided is appropriate. 
Condition 17 enables the Council to review this consent in the event unanticipated effects occur as a 
result of its granting. 

Other Matters 

Local Government Act 2002: Development Contributions 

In granting this resource consent reference was made to Part 8 Subpart 5 Schedule 13 of the Local 
Government Act 2002 and the Council's Policy on Development Contributions contained in Long 
Term Council Community Plan (adopted by the Council on 25 June 2004). 
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This proposal is not considered a "Development" in terms of the Local Government Act 2002 as it will 
not generate a demand for network infrastructure and resen/es and community facilities. 

For the forgoing reasons a Development Contribution is not required. 

Administrative Matters 

The costs of processing the application are currently being assessed and you will be advised under 
separate cover whether further costs have been incurred. 

Should you not be satisfied with the decision of the Council, or certain conditions, an objection may be 
lodged in writing to the Council setting out the reasons for the objection under Section 357 of the 
Resource Management Act 1991 no later than 15 working days from the date this decision is 
received. 

You are responsible for ensuring compliance with the conditions of this resource consent. The Council 
will contact you in due course to arrange the required monitoring. It is suggested that you contact the 
Council if you intend to delay implementation of this consent or reschedule its completion. 

This resource consent is not a consent to build under the Building Act 1991. A consent under this Act 
must be obtained before construction can begin. 

Please contact the Council when the conditions have been met or if you have any queries with regard 
to the monitoring of your consent. 

This resource consent must be exercised within five years from the date of this decision subject to the 
provisions of Section 125 of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

If you have any enquiries please contact Wendy Rolls on phone (03) 4500356 or email 
wendy.rolls@lakesenv.co.nz. 

Prepared by Reviewed by 
LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LTD LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LTD 

Wendy Rolls Paula Costello 
PLANNER PLANNER 
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This is an application for resource consent under Section 88 of the Resource Management Act 1991 
to establish a new commercial boating (cruise/charter) operation on Lake Wakatipu to run alongside 
an existing business. The application was considered under delegated authority pursuant to Section 
34 of the Resource Management Act 1991 on 16 November 2010. This decision was made and its 
issue authorised by Jane Sinclair, Independent Commissioner, as delegate for the Council. 

The activity will be operated on the surface of Lake Wakatipu and berthed within Queenstown Bay. 

The subject site is zoned Rural General and Queenstown Town Centre Waterfront and requires 
resource consent for the following reasons: 

• A discretionary activity consent pursuant to Rule 5.3.3.3 (iv) (b) regarding any commercial
boating activity on the surface of the lake in the Rural General zone.

• A discretionary activity consent pursuant to Rule 10.6.3.3.(i) (b) regarding any commercial
surface of water activity in the Queenstown Town Centre zone.

Overall, the proposal was considered as a discretionary activity. 

Notification Determination 

The application was considered on a non-notified basis in terms of Section 95A and 95B whereby the 
consent authority was satisfied that the adverse effects of the activity on the environment are not 
likely to be more than minor and whereby all persons who, in the opinion of the consent authority, 
may be adversely affected by the activity, have given their written approval to the activity. 

Decision 
Consent is GRANTED pursuant to Section 104 of the Act, subject to the following conditions imposed 
pursuant to Section 108 of the Act: 

General Conditions 

1. That the development must be undertaken/carried out in accordance with the plans (Location
of Access for MD2 - stamped as approved 12 November 2010) and the application as
submitted, with the exception of the amendments required by the following conditions of
consent.The consent holder is liable for costs associated with the monitoring of this resource
consent under Section 35 of the Resource Management Act 1991 and shall pay to Council an
initial fee of $100.

2. In the event of Council receiving any justifiable complaint regarding unreasonable noise caused
by this proposal, the consent holder shall be required to commission a noise report by a
suitably qualified expert. The noise report shall set out the manner in which the noise levels
emitted from the vessel will be contained at a reasonable level in accordance with Section 16 of
the Resource Management Act. The consent holder will then be required to comply with this
report. The Council may, at the consent holder's expense commission a peer review of the
noise report.

3. The activity shall be carried out in accordance with the Queenstown Lakes District Navigation
Safety Bylaw 2009.

4. When operating in the Frankton arm the vessel shall at all times maintain a minimum distance
of 50 metres from the shore. The only exception is that, during the course of each cruise or trip,
the vessel may make a single excursion to within 50 m of the shore for the purpose of passive
viewing of wildlife.

5. When operating within 200 m of the shore vessel speed shall not exceed five knots.

RM100573 
488



6. When operating within 50 m of the shore vessel speed shall not exceed two knots.

7. The above speed limits are to be strictly observed at all times.

8. The vessel will not operate within the Frankton Arm after 10.00 PM or before 7.00 AM on any
day.

9. When operating in the Frankton Arm the Million Dollar 2 vessel shall not operate in tandem with
Million Dollar 1 vessel or any other vessel. Vessels operating more than 10 minutes apart shall
not be deemed to be operating in tandem

10. When travelling down to the area opposite Kawarau Falls Station, the Million Dollar 2 vessel
shall operate in accordance with the approved plan (Location of Access for MD2). The vessel
shall access down the Kawarau River Access Lane as detailed in Queenstown Lakes District
Navigation and Safety Bylaw, uplifting schedule section 13, F & H, then travel back up the
south side of the black marker buoys in the 5 knot area (as indicated by the black arrow on the
approved plan).

11. The vessel shall operate with a maximum of 60 passengers.

12. While the vessel is within Queenstown Bay as defined by a line between the beacon on the
south side of the bay and the mouth of One Mile Creek, the following conditions shall apply:

a) The vessel shall give way to the TSS Earnslaw at all times and in all conditions.

14. The vessel when moored at Convelle Wharf in Queenstown Bay shall be positioned so that no
part of the vessel extends over either end of its berth.

15. The vessel will generally tie up at the berth approved by way of this consent with the following
exceptions:

a) In emergency circumstances the vessel may anchor, berth or tie up at any other place
around Lake Wakatipu.

b) Pick ups and drop offs of an occasional nature are permitted, whereby occasional is
considered to be a maximum of twelve times in any year.

16. Refuelling will take place at legally established refuelling stations only.

17. Adequate provision should be made for the storage and collection of recyclables, litter and
refuse. These are to be disposed of in an appropriate manner to a Council approved refuse
disposal (treatment) service and recycling facility.

18. That all liquid waste products (waste water, effluent and bilge water) be disposed of to the
Council's sewer reticulation in an appropriate manner.

19. That standard practices for boat cleaning are adhered to, including but not limited to
undertaking all possible measures to ensure Didymo is not spread.

20. The consent holder and its staff will not provide information to its clients about any historical,
spiritual or cultural matters relating to the Takata Whenua of the area without first consulting
with the local Papatipu Runanga and obtaining their agreement that the information to be
provided is both appropriate and accurate.

21. The applicant and/or appropriate employees shall attend a cultural awareness wananga in the
future facilitated by Ngai Tahu.

Review 

22. Within ten working days of each anniversary of the date of this decision the Council may, in
accordance with Sections 128 and 129 of the Resource Management Act 1991, serve notice on
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the consent holder of its intention to review the conditions of this resource consent for any of 
the following purposes: 

(a) To deal with any adverse effects on the environment that may arise from the exercise of
the consent which were not foreseen at the time the application was considered and
which it is appropriate to deal with at a later stage.

(b) To deal with any adverse effects on the environment which may arise from the exercise of
the consent and which could not be properly assessed at the time the application was
considered.

(c) To avoid, remedy and mitigate any adverse effects on the environment which may arise
from the exercise of the consent and which have been caused by a change in
circumstances or which may be more appropriately addressed as a result of a change in
circumstances, such that the conditions of this resource consent are no longer
appropriate in terms of the purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991.

23. If there is an increase in the number of vessels operating in or through the area above the
Kawarau Dam bridge or a change to the access lanes in this vicinity, the Council may serve
notice of its intention to review the conditions of this consent and may limit or refuse access by
the vessel to this area. This review condition has been offered and agreed by the applicant.

Reasons for the Decision 

Site History 

Million Dollar Cruise Limited currently holds resource consent (RM070854) to operate an existing 
boating operation on Lake Wakatipu. This current resource consent allows them to operate a 
launch/charter boat on Lake Wakatipu for up to 55 passengers and 3 crew members. The activity 
ajlows the boat to operate 365 days a year, 7 days a week and 24 hours a day with the exception of 
the Frankton Arm where the hours of operation are restricted to 7am to 10pm. 

It is noted that Sail Queenstown Limited hold a current resource consent which was approved 25 
October 2005 to establish a commercial sailing vessel offering chartered scenic cruises on Lake 
Wakatipu. This consented activity currently operates from the Convelle wharf where it is proposed 
that Million Dollar Cruises will operate the proposed second boat from. 

Proposal 

Resource consent is sought to establish a commercial launch cruise/character operation on Lake 
Wakatipu to run alongside an existing boating business for the same company. 

The applicant proposes to take a maximum number of 60 passengers on the boat to cruise on the 
surface of Lake Wakatipu for the primary purpose of sightseeing and general recreation. The trips will 
operate initially as scheduled cruises during the day and into the early evening. It is proposed that the 
trips will operate as follows: 

• October through till April - three scheduled trips at 11am, 2pm and 4pm which will eventually
extend to another 6pm evening trip;

• May through till September - two schedules trips at 11 am and 2pm

The schedules trips will be for a duration of 1.5 hours, operating seven days a week, 365 days a year 

The applicant states that the proposed vessel, which will be named "Million Dollar 2" is a steel hulled 
launch, which was custom built as a tourist launch in 1975 for the Milford Sound Red Boat Feet, and 
has been in service since then. 

The proposed vessel will be berthed at the Convelle jetty or alternatively the Butson/Lapsley jetty. 
Passengers will be loaded and unloaded from either jetty. It is proposed that periodically other jetties 
may be used throughout Queenstown Bay, Frankton Arm and the remainder of Lake Wakatipu. 
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Due to the sometimes unsettled weather conditions, the applicant does not wish to be limited to any 
specific routes. The applicant seeks to have the opportunity to operate over the entire surface of Lake 
Wakatipu, which will include the following locations: 

• The semi-urban sheltered environment of Frankton Arm;
• The built urban environment of Queenstown Bay;
• The open rural environment of the lake, toward the wider Cecil peak, Kingston and Glenorchy

area.

It is proposed that the majority of the trips will be operated within the Frankton Arm and Queenstown 
Bay. 

An on-board fully licensed bar will be available on board, serving both alcoholic and non-alcoholic 
drinks. Food will also be provided. Potable water from the town supply will also be provided for on 
board clients. 

Site & Locality Description 

The proposed berth for the "Million Dollar 2" is to be located on the Convelle Wharf, within 
Queenstown Bay. Queenstown Bay is made up of a number of wharfs which are located on the 
western side of the bay. The applicant current occupies one of the berths on the Buston/Lapsley Jetty 
with the existing cruise boat. The area contains a number of jetties with approximately five jetties, 
which are utilised for tourism activities including jet-boating, fishing and charter boats. At any one time 
there could be up to ten boats berthed within Queenstown Bay. 

Currently a sailing yacht berths at the Covelle Wharf, but it is understood that the yacht will be 
relocating from the Covelle Wharf, and therefore freeing up the space for the proposed launch/cruise 
boat. 

Along the wharf there are two kiosks of which tickets for the boating activities are sold from. The 
existing Million Dollar booth is within the northern most booth on the wharf. 

The TSS Earnslaw berths at Steamer Wharf, and has historic rights under the District Plan. 

Effects on the Environment 

Land, Flora and Fauna 
The proposal does not include any commercial or recreational fishing of any nature; therefore there 
will be no disturbance on the faunal resources and their habitats. 

The proposed vessel will be transferred from Nelson (where it is being refurbished) to Queenstown. It 
is considered that adequate cleaning will have been undertaken prior to launching into Lake Wakatipu 
to prevent any potential spread of aquatic species. To ensure this, a condition of consent will be 
imposed to ensure that appropriate measures are undertaken. 

Another boat operating on Lake Wakatipu will not have an impact in terms of effects on the lake. It is 
considered that if there is a diesel spill, then appropriate measures will be taken to remedy the 
situation, which will require QLDC will be advised. In comparison there would be little difference from 
the proposed boat, to a recreational boat which would be permitted on the lake. 

Overall, subject to the recommended conditions of consent, the addition of the new vessel on to the 
lake will result in adverse effects which will be less than minor in terms of effects on waterbodies. 

Infrastructure 
Refuelling is to take place at the Jetty in Queenstown Bay, with effluent being disposed of at an 
approved discharge outlet the Queenstown Bay jetty. Waste is to be either recycled or placed in 
QLDC blue bags for pick up. No waste or effluent will be deposited into Lake Wakatipu. The proposed 
vessel has an onboard toilet with holding tanks. 
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It is proposed that the waste management will be undertaken in accordance with the existing 
operation (Million Dollar Cruise RM070854). To date there does not appear to have been any issues 
with this current system, and therefore it is considered that the proposed activity will be operated in 
conjunction with this. Conditions of consent have been imposed to ensure appropriate measures are 
undertaken. 

People and Built Form 
The proposed boat will add another element to the already existing marine character that both 
Queenstown Bay and Lake Wakatipu current have. The proposed vessel will be berthed within 
Queenstown Bay and will run trips out onto the wider Lake Wakatipu and Frankton Arm. The 
presence of the boat on the lake will result in potentially a visual impact on views over the lake and 
within Queenstown Bay when it is berthed. 

The visibility of the proposed vessel will be adequately absorbed into the existing activities within 
Queenstown Bay. It can be anticipated that as there is an existing berth available within the bay that 
there is capacity for another boat to be located within this area. The smaller scale of the proposed 
boat will ensure that it will not be visually prominent within the bay. 

Additionally, it is considered that the visibility of the proposed vessel within the Frankton Arm and 
within the wider Lake Wakatipu area will be adequately absorbed, given the existing activities, both 
with commercial and permitted boating activities. 

The scheduled timetable will result in a continuous operation occurring on a regular basis in and 
around the lake. This will alter the character of the bay given the commercial nature of the activity. 
However, when viewed in the context of the entire lake, and all its activities, the slight alteration will 
not result in significant changes to the existing character of the lake. 

Consideration must be given to those residents residing along the Frankton Arm, in terms of noise 
generated from the boat, and distance that the boat travels from the shore. QLDC's Harbourmaster 
recommends that conditions of consent be imposed which would ensure that the vessel operates 200 
metres from the shore at all times, regardless of what speed the vessel is travelling. Additionally, no 
operations should occur within the Frankton Arm after 10pm at night. 

With the proposed boat holding up to a maximum of 60 passengers, consideration must be given to 
effects on Earnslaw Park and the surrounding waterfront area. This existing vibrant area along the 
waterfront is where the majority of people come and go from water based activities. Bringing with this 
is an increase in pedestrians to the area. However given the size and existing character of Earnslaw 
Park and the surrounding wharf area, the increase in pedestrian numbers will be adequately 
absorbed, and will not result in a change to the existing character of the area. Additionally, the Sail QT 
boat will no longer be berthed at the wharf (while this consent is active), and therefore be unable to 
operate under its current resource consent. This will reduce the numbers of people coming and going 
from the wharf, and will reduce the overall number of clients utilising the Queenstown Bay area. 

Overall, the proposed vessel will add vibrancy to the existing commercial activities on the surface of 
the lake, and provide additional tourism activities to the growing demand sought by visitors to 
Queenstown. Adverse effects resulting from the proposed activity in terms of people and built form, 
will be no more than minor. 

Written approval has been obtained from both Kai Tahu and Ngai Tahu with respect to the customary 
rights that they hold of the lake. Written approval has also been received from the owners of the 
Convelle Wharf, and from Sail Queenstown Limited who hold c current resource consent to use the 
wharf. Effects on all parties can be disregarded. 

Conditions have been imposed with respect to The Earnslaw in terms of safe operation of the boat 
within Queenstown Bay. It is not considered that they are specifically affected, but in terms of the 
historic rights that they have over the bay then it is appropriate to impose conditions which would 
ensure a functioning operation on the Lake. 
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Culture 
Consultation by the applicant has been undertaken with Kai Tahu ki Otago Ltd and Te Runauga o 
Ngai Tahu. Neither party specifically raised any concerns about the proposal; therefore there will be 
no adverse effects on Takata Whenua. 

The Earnslaw vessel is berthed in Queenstown Bay and is given protected status under the District 
Plan. Given the size and existing rights that the boat has within Queenstown Bay is it is considered 
important to take a consistent approach when it comes to conditioning activities in accordance with 
The Earnslaw. Although consultation has not been engaged between the owners of the Earnslaw, 
Real Journeys, and the applicant, a letter has been received outlining existing conditions of consent 
which has been imposed on numerous water based activities within the Bay. Full discretion has been 
exercised in this situation, and the conditions suggested by Real Journeys have been adopted. 

The proposed activity will not be detrimental to any areas of cultural significance within the Lake 
Wakatipu vicinity. 

Traffic Generation and Vehicle Movements 
The proposed activity will result in additional commercial boat movements on Lake Wakatipu, and 
more specifically within Queenstown Bay. Currently there are a number of commercial boating 
activities operating from the bay. The number of berths, and mooring within the bay generally 
anticipates the number of boats that can dock, and utilise the area. Given that there is an available 
berth for the proposed vessel, it is not considered to take the number of boats over the threshold for 
the bay. The existing Sail Queenstown Yacht will be relocated from its existing berth on the Convelle 
Wharf to make space for the proposed Million Dollar 2 vessel. This has been confirmed by way of a 
signed lease agreement for the use of the wharf. This will ensure that no double up occurs on this 
wharf. 

A letter was received from Mr Keith Hovell, on behalf of Real Journeys with respect to the proposed 
activity. Although Real Journeys have not been identified as being specifically affected, it is 
considered in terms of safety on the lake (specifically Queenstown Bay) that consideration must be 
given to the TSS Earnslaw. Assessment Matter 5.4.2.3 (xi) (h) requires that Council take into account 
any effect from the activity on the operation, safety and navigation of the TSS Earnslaw. 
Consideration has been given to the existing use of the Earnslaw and it is appropriate to impose a 
condition of consent requiring the proposed Million Dollar 2 vessel to give way to the Earnslaw at all 
times when within the confines of Queenstown Bay. 

The above considerations will be appropriate to reduce safety concerns with regard to the Earnslaw, 
and will adequately address potential congestion issues within Queenstown Bay. 

The application has been reviewed by Queenstown Lakes District Council's Harbourmaster, Mr Marty 
Black. Recommendations made by Mr Black included a restriction of 7 to 10 knot speed limit when 
travelling into and out of Queenstown Bay. This is to reduce the overall wake effects on other users 
within the Bay. 

Mr Black has also recommended that when the boat is operating within 200 metres of the shore, the 
vessel speed shall not exceed 5 knots. When operating within 50 metres of the shore, the vessel 
speed shall not exceed 2 knots. This will ensure appropriate safety measures are taken to avoid water 
user conflict and effects from the wake of the boat. Condition of consent can be imposed to ensure 
these speeds are adhered to. 

Following discussions with both the Harbourmaster and the applicant, a revised access plan has been 
prepared to address access issues at the lake outlet near the Kawarau Dam/Bridge. This plan shows 
where the boat may travel in this area, to avoid unnecessary conflict with other users in this area. Due 
to the size and weight of the boat, it cannot access up the 'up' access, therefore it will swing back 
around and travel between the marked buoy and the existing willow trees on the true right of the 
lake/river. A condition will be imposed reflecting the intention of this plan to ensure that potential 
dangers are avoided. This will ensure that adverse effects on safety will be no more than minor. 

The Maritime Safety Authority has been sent a copy of the application. However, as there was no 
response received, it can be assumed that they had no concerns regarding the proposal. 
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Overall, the activity as proposed, and with the conditions of consent recommended by the 
Harbourmaster, it is considered that adverse effects from the increased boat traffic generated on the 
lake, and specifically within Queenstown Bay, will be appropriately mitigated to ensure that adverse 
effects are no more than minor. 

Nuisance 
The applicant has confirmed that they have made substantial exhaust modifications to the boat by 
fitting two large 200 litres drum size mufflers with sound proofing, and have also fitted downward 
facing stainless steel pipes, to further reduce noise to an absolute minimum. With these amendments, 
it is anticipated that the daytime noise will not exceed 77dBA, and night time noise not exceeding 
67dBA. Further to this, the applicant states that they will not operate within Queenstown Bay at more 
than 60dBA during the day and 50dBA during the night. QLDC's Harbourmaster, Mr Black, has also 
confirmed that the new larger mufflers on the vessel will reduce the overall noise generated from the 
boat. 

Passenger noise may result from charter groups, especially during the summer months when the 
applicant states that 90% of the work during the summer months charter work is undertaken, including 
work Christmas parties, wedding anniversaries, engagements parties and conference cocktail cruise 
etc. To ensure the noise effects are appropriately mitigated, the application states that they: 

• do not allow loud music to be played outside under any circumstance;
• do not allow guests to bring their own alcohol to ensure that intake is controlled;
• do not undertake evening charter work for longer than three hours and all charters of two

hours or more must have substantial food packages to mitigate the effects of alcohol and the
follow on noise results;

• do not undertake alcohol related charters on Lake Wakatipu after 10pm.

The only visible lighting at night will be four navigational lights, mast head (white) port (red) and 
Starboard (green) and stern (white). The boat will have discreet downward facing lights which for 
safety reasons light some desk areas. The applicant states that the windows of the Million Dollar 2 
have been heavily tinted, so at night the vessel should only emanate a very dull glow. 

The proposed mitigation measures described above will be adequate in ensuring that associated 
nuisance is reduced to ensure that adverse effects will be less than minor. The mitigating factors will 
be confirmed by way of conditions of consent to ensure that the activity is undertaken in this manner. 

Summarv 
Overall, the proposed mitigation measures proposed with the activity will ensure that adverse effects 
on the environment will be no more than minor. 

Policies and Objectives 

The policies and objectives contained in Parts 4, 5 and 10 of the District Plan are relevant to this 
application. 

Part 4 - District Wide Issues 

Part 4.3 Takata Whenua 

Objective 1 seeks to achieve recognition and provisions for the role of Kai Tahu as customary Kaitiaki 
in the District. The applicant has undertaken appropriate consultation with the relevant authorities. 
Objective 2 requires activities to use and interpret Tribal history remaining under the kaitiakitanga of 
iwi, Kai Tahu. Appropriate consideration has been given to this. Objective 5 seeks to manage land 
resources and associated waste discharges in such a way to protect the quality and quantity of water 
in the District to a standard consistent with the human consumption offish, swimming and protects the 
mauri (life force) ofthe lakes and rivers. Appropriate conditions of consent have been imposed which 
will ensure these standards will be maintained. 
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Part 4.6 Surface of Lakes and Rivers 

Objective 1 seeks to ensure recreational activities are undertaken in a manner which avoids, 
remedies and mitigates potential adverse effects on: 

• Natural conservation values and wildlife habitats;
• Other recreation values;
• Public health and safety;
• Takata Whenua values; and
• General amenity values.

The proposal will ensure that a wide range of recreational activities can be undertaken on the lakes 
which are suited and benefit from the natural characteristics of the lake. The proposed schedule and 
operating times will ensure that the adverse effects are mitigated in terms of high levels of noise, 
vibration, speed and wash. Conditions of consent have been imposed in order to ensure that these 
restrictions are in place so that the proposed activity does not adversely affect other users of the lake. 

Part 5.2 Rural General 

Objective 1 seeks to protect the character and landscape value of the rural area by promoting 
sustainable management of natural and physical resources and the control of adverse effects caused 
through inappropriate activities. Policy 1.6 requires that adverse effects on landscape values are 
appropriately avoided, remedied or mitigated. The proposal will ensure that landscape values are 
protected, by ensuring that the vessel maintained appropriate speeds, and distances from the shore. 
The character of the boat will be adequately absorbed within the existing environment to ensure that 
visual effects are avoided. 

Objective 3 requires that adverse effects of activities within rural areas are avoided, remedied or 
mitigated on rural amenity. Policy 3.1 requires that permitted activities may result in noise, and 
additional boating movements. Effects from these activities may be noticeable from residents within 
Frankton Arm. The proposal, with restricted times, and distances from the shore will ensure that 
potential effects, combined with permitted activities mitigate adverse effects. Policy 3.3 seeks to 
avoid, remedy and mitigate adverse effects of activities located in rural areas. The location of the 
vessel within the wider Lake Wakatipu area will be adequately absorbed to ensure that effects are 
minimised on the rural area. 

Objective 4 seeks to safeguard the life supporting capacity of water through the integrated 
management of the effects of activities. The proposed activity will not adversely affect the life 
supporting capacity of the water body as appropriate measures will be put in place to ensure this. The 
operation of a vessel on the surface of the water will has insignificant adverse effects in terms of 
water quality. 

Part 10 Town Centres 

Objective 3 seeks to integrate the management of the land-water interface, the activities about this 
interface and the establishment of a dynamic and aesthetically pleasing environment for the benefit of 
the community and visitors. The proposal will be consistent with policies 3.1, 3.4 and 3.6 which 
encourage the development of an exciting and vibrant waterfront. The proposal will maximise the 
opportunities and attractions inherent in its location and setting as part of the town centre. Policy 3.4 
identifies the importance of amenity and visual values, and to establish external appearance 
standards to help implement these values. The proposal activity will not significantly alter the existing 
character and amenity within Earnslaw Park, as the proposed increase in people numbers utilising the 
service, will be adequately absorbed into the existing environment and surrounds. The proposed 
vessel will be consistent with other vessels within Queenstown Bay and the wider Lake Wakatipu. The 
vessel portrays typical marine style will appropriate colours to ensure that the amenity and visual 
values are not adversely affected. Policy 3.6 seeks to conserve and enhance the natural qualities and 
amenity values of the foreshore and adjoining waters. With a restriction of 200 metres imposed off the 
shores within Frankton Arm, it is considered that this can be achieved. The nature of the vessel will 
prevent it from berthing on beaches around the lake. 
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Overall, it is the proposal is consistent with the relevant objectives and policies as set out above. 

Other Matters 

Local Government Act 2002: Development Contributions 

In granting this resource consent reference was made to Part 8 Subpart 5 Schedule 13 of the Local 
Government Act 2002 and the Council's Policy on Development Contributions contained in Long 
Term Council Community Plan (adopted by the Council on 25 June 2004). 

This proposal is not considered a "Development" in terms of the Local Government Act 2002 as it will 
not generate a demand for network infrastructure and reserves and community facilities. 

For the forgoing reasons a Development Contribution is not required. 

Administrative Matters 

The costs of processing the application are currently being assessed and you will be advised under 
separate cover whether further costs have been incurred. 

Should you not be satisfied with the decision ofthe Council, or certain conditions, an objection may be 
lodged under Section 357 of the Resource Management Act 1991. Any objection must be in writing to 
the Council setting out the reasons for the objection, and must be lodged no later than 15 working 
days from the date this decision is received. 

You are responsible for ensuring compliance with the conditions of this resource consent. The Council 
will contact you in due course to arrange the required monitoring. It is suggested that you contact the 
Council ifyou intend to delay implementation ofthis consent or reschedule its completion. 

This resource consent is not a consent to build under the Building Act 2004. A consent under this Act 
must be obtained before construction can begin. 

Please contact the Council when the conditions have been met or if you have any queries with regard 
to the monitoring of your consent. 

This resource consent must be exercised within five years from the date of this decision subject to the 
provisions of Section 125 ofthe Resource Management Act 1991. 

If you have any enquiries please contact Lucy Millton on phone (03) 450 0350. 

Prepared by Reviewed by 
LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LTD LAKES ENVIRONMENTAL LTD 

LUkAWlllUfc^-

Lucy Millton Hanna Afifi 
PLANNER PLANNING TEAM LEADER 

RM100573 
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Million Dollar Cruise Limited – 

Resource Consent Conditions 

RM070854 RM100573 
1 That the development be carried out in 

accordance with the application as submitted, 
with the exception of the amendments 
required by the following conditions of 
consent. 

1 That the development must be 
undertaken/carried out in accordance with 
the plans (Locat ion of Access for MD2 - 
stamped as approved 12 November 2010) 
and the application as submitted, with the 
exception of the amendments required by 
the following conditions of consent.  The 
consent holder is liable for costs associated 
with the monitoring of this resource consent 
under Section 35 of the Resource 
Management Act 1991 and shall pay to 
Council an initial fee of $100. 

2 That unless it is otherwise specified in the 
conditions of this consent, compliance with 
any monitoring requirement imposed by this 
consent shall be at the consent holder's own 
expense. 

3 The consent holder shall pay to the Council an 
initial fee of $100 for the costs associated with 
the monitoring of this resource consent in 
accordance with Section 35 of the Act. 

4 In the event of Council or any elected member 
receiving any justifiable complaint regarding 
unreasonable noise caused by this proposal, 
the consent holder shall be required to 
commission a noise report by a suitably 
qualified expert. The noise report shall set out 
the manner in which the noise levels emitted 
from the vessel will be contained at a 
reasonable level in accordance with Section 
16 of the Resource Management Act. The 
consent holder will then be required to 
comply with this report. The Council may, at 
the consent holder's expense commission a 
peer review of the noise report. 

2 In the event of Council receiving any 
justifiable complaint regarding 
unreasonable noise caused by this proposal, 
the consent holder shall be required to 
commission a noise report by a suitably 
qualified expert. The noise report shall set 
out the manner in which the noise levels 
emitted from the vessel will be contained at 
a reasonable level in accordance with 
Section 16 of the Resource Management 
Act. The consent holder will then be 
required to comply with this report. The 
Council may, at the consent holder's 
expense commission a peer review of the 
noise report. 

3 The activity shall be carried out in 
accordance with the Queenstown Lakes 
District Navigation Safety Bylaw 2009. 

4 When operating in the Frankton arm the 
vessel shall at all times maintain a minimum 
distance of 50 metres from the shore. The 
only exception is that, during the course of 
each cruise or trip, the vessel may make a 
single excursion to within 50 m of the 7shore 
for the purpose of passive v8iewing of 
wildlife. 

5 When operating within 200 m of the shore 
vessel speed shall not exceed five knots. 

6 When operating within 50 m of the shore 
vessel speed shall not exceed two knots 
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7 The above speed limits are to be strictly 
observed at all times. 

5 The vessel will pass through the narrows out 
of the Frankton Arm prior to 10 pm. 

8 The vessel will not operate within the 
Frankton Arm after 10.00 PM or before 7.00 
AM on any day. 

6 A maximum of 100 charter trip per annum are 
permitted. 

7 Prior to the commencement of scheduled 
sailings, the consent holder shall provide the 
Queenstown Lakes District Council 
Harbourmaster with a timetable of departure 
and arrival times from and to Queenstown 
Bay. 

8 Any significant variations from the proposed 
schedule in respect of timetable or the use of 
other berthing facilities are to be advised to 
the Harbourmaster not less than one hour 
before the change is implemented. 

9 Where immediate changes to the timetable 
are required in the operation of the vessel, 
the skipper shall advise the skipper of the TSS 
Earnslaw and the Harbourmaster via VHF 
radio accordingly. 

10 While the yacht is within Queenstown Bay as 
defined by a line between the beacon on the 
south side of the bay and the mouth of One 
Mile Creek, the following conditions shall 
apply:  

a) The t imes of the vessel's arrival and
departure at the berth in Queenstown
Bay shall be subject to the approval of
the Harbourmaster and shall be
arranged so that the vessel and the
Earnslaw are not manoeuvring in the
vicinity of the berths at the same time.

b) The vessel shall not enter Queenstown
Bay for a period of 5 minutes prior to
the return berthing time of the TSS
Earnslaw and shall not depart for a
period of 5 minutes prior to the
departure of the TSS Earnslaw.

11 The vessel will not anchor, tie up or otherwise 
remain in one position other than at the 
approved berth in Queenstown Bay and at the 
refuelling station in Queenstown Bay whilst 
fuel is being taken on board. 

9 n operating in the Frankton Arm the Million 
Dollar 2 vessel shall not operate in tandem 
with Million Dollar 1 vessel or any other 
vessel. Vessels operating more than 10 
minutes apart shall not be deemed to be 
operating in tandem 

10 When travelling down to the area opposite 
Kawarau Falls Station, the Million Dollar 2 
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vessel shall operate in accordance with the 
approved plan (Location of Access for MD2). 
The vessel shall access down the Kawarau 
River Access Lane as detailed in 
Queenstown Lakes District Navigation and 
Safety Bylaw, uplifting schedule section 13, F 
& H, then travel back up the south side of 
the black marker buoys in the 5 knot area (as 
indicated by the black arrow on the 
approved plan). 

11 The vessel shall operate with a maximum of 
60 passengers 

12 While the vessel is within Queenstown Bay 
as defined by a line between the beacon on 
the south side of the bay and the mouth of 
One Mile Creek, the following conditions 
shall apply:  

a) The vessel shall give way to the TSS
Earnslaw at all t imes and in all
conditions.

14 The vessel when moored at Convelle Wharf 
in Queenstown Bay shall be positioned so 
that no part of the vessel extends over 
either end of its berth. 

11a The vessel will generally tie up at the berth 
approved by way of this consent with the 
following exceptions: 

a) In emergency circumstances the vessel
may anchor, berth or tie up at any
other place around Lake Wakatipu.

b) Pick ups and drop offs of an occasional
nature are permitted, whereby
occasional is considered to be a
maximum of twelve times in any year.

15 The vessel will generally tie up at the berth 
approved by way of this consent with the 
following exceptions: 

a) In emergency circumstances the
vessel may anchor, berth or tie up at 
any other place around Lake
Wakatipu.

b) Pick ups and drop offs of an
occasional nature are permitted,
whereby occasional is considered to
be a maximum of twelve times in any
year.

11b Refuelling will take place at legally established 
refuelling stations only. 

16 Refuelling will take place at legally 
established refuelling stations only. 

12 Loading of goods will be kept to a minimum. 
At most it is to be undertaken once on any 
given day for a period of 10 minutes. 

13 Adequate provision should be made for the 
storage and collection of recyclables, litter 
and refuse. These are to be disposed of in an 
appropriate manner to a Council approved 
refuse disposal (treatment) service and 
recycling facility. 

17 Adequate provision should be made for the 
storage and collection of recyclables, litter 
and refuse. These are to be disposed of in an 
appropriate manner to a Council approved 
refuse disposal (treatment) service and 
recycling facility. 

14 That all liquid waste products (waste water, 
effluent and bilge water) be disposed of to the 
Council's sewer reticulation in an appropriate 
manner. 

18 That all liquid waste products (waste water, 
effluent and bilge water) be disposed of to 
the Council's sewer reticulation in an 
appropriate manner. 

15 That standard practices for boat cleaning are 
adhered to, including but not limited to 

19 That standard practices for boat cleaning are 
adhered to, including but not limited to 
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undertaking all possible measures to ensure 
Didymo is not spread. 

undertaking all possible measures to ensure 
Didymo is not spread. 

16 The consent holder and its staff will not 
provide information to its clients about any 
historical, spiritual or cultural matters relating 
to the Takata Whenua of the area without first 
consulting with the local Papatipu Runanga 
and obtaining their agreement that the 
information to be provided is both 
appropriate and accurate. 

20 The consent holder and its staff will not 
provide information to its clients about any 
historical, spiritual or cultural matters 
relat ing to the Takata Whenua of the area 
without first consulting with the local 
Papatipu Runanga and obtaining their 
agreement that the informat ion to be 
provided is both appropriate and accurate. 

17 The applicant and/or appropriate employees 
shall attend a cultural awareness wananga in 
the future facilitated by Ngai Tahu. 

21 The applicant and/or appropriate 
employees shall attend a cultural awareness 
wananga in the future facilitated by Ngai 
Tahu. 

18 Within ten working days of each anniversary 
of the date of this decision the Council may, 
in accordance with Sections 128 and 129 of 
the Resource Management Act 1991, serve 
notice on the consent holder of its intention 
to review the condit ions of this resource 
consent for any of the following purposes: 

(a) To deal with any adverse effects on the
environment that may arise from the
exercise of the consent which were not
foreseen at the time the application
was considered and which it is
appropriate to deal with at a later
stage.

(b) To deal with any adverse effects on the
environment which may arise from the
exercise of the consent and which
could not be properly assessed at the
time the application was considered.

(c) To avoid, remedy and mitigate any
adverse effects on the environment
which may arise from the exercise of
the consent and which have been
caused by a change in circumstances or
which may be more appropriately
addressed as a result of a change in
circumstances, such that the
conditions of this resource consent are
no longer appropriate in terms of the
purpose of the Resource Management
Act 1991.

22 Within ten working days of each anniversary 
of the date of this decision the Council may, 
in accordance with Sections 128 and 129 of 
the Resource Management Act 1991, serve 
notice on the consent holder of its intention 
to review the conditions of this resource 
consent for any of the following purposes: 

(a) To deal with any adverse effects on
the environment that may arise
from the exercise of the consent
which were not foreseen at the time
the application was considered and
which it is appropriate to deal with
at a later stage.

(b) To deal with any adverse effects on
the environment which may arise
from the exercise of the consent and
which could not be properly
assessed at the time the application
was considered.

(c) To avoid, remedy and mitigate any
adverse effects on the environment
which may arise from the exercise of
the consent and which have been
caused by a change in circumstances
or which may be more appropriately
addressed as a result of a change in
circumstances, such that the
conditions of this resource consent
are no longer appropriate in terms of
the purpose of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

23 If there is an increase in the number of 
vessels operating in or through the area 
above the Kawarau Dam bridge or a change 
to the access lanes in this vicinity, the 
Council may serve notice of its intention to 
review the conditions of this consent and 
may limit or refuse access by the vessel to 
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this area. This review condition has been 
offered and agreed by the applicant. 

502



503



504



505



506



507



508



1 

SUBMISSION ON NAVIGATION SAFETY BYLAW 2025 

Name or representative:   Katherine Walker 

Organisational name (if applicable):  Real Journeys Limited T/A Realnz

Address:  

Business hours telephone:   

Date: 31 October 2024 

Real Journeys DO wish to be heard in support of our submission at any hearings on these 
submissions. 

SUBMISSION ON NAVIGATION SAFETY BYLAW 2025 

Note: 

We have submitted via the online survey. However we were unable to attach relevant images to 
support our submission so these can be found in the table below. 

Real Journeys Submission on QLDC Navigation Safety Bylaws 

Page 
# 

Secti
on 

Submission Comment 

42 Page 42, Kawarau River/ Lake Whakatipu Access Lane. 

a) We support the proposed speed uplift area near the Kawerau bridge. This
would work well for our jetboats and water taxi movements.

However, we understand from attending the drop-in sessions. that the QLDC is 
considering further amendments to this new uplift area for the Kawerau 
River/Lake Wakatipu access. 

If the Council does look to change or reduce the proposed uplift area further, we 
propose that the council consider amending the limits as detailed on the map 
below.  

We have fully discussed our proposal with the Harbour Master. The reason for 
this is to ensure:  
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a) that the jetboats don’t have to immediately drop to 5 knots once they leave
the access lane and,

b) the water taxis are able to get up on the plane once they leave the Hilton, and
are also able to remain up on the plane as they approach the Hilton, where the
water can become very shallow when lake levels drop.

Our submission is that the access lanes are both extended, and that there is a 
separate lane to the west of the islands for the water taxi approach and departure 
to and from the Hilton. 

This map has been sent to the Harbour Master’s office, who we understand has 
forwarded it to the QLDC planning team. 
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36.4
38 

QLDC proposed wording: 

36.438.4 No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River 
located downstream from the confluence between the Kawarau River and below 
the Arrow River 

We submit that this should instead say: 

No powered vessel may operate past 45°00'30.7"S 168°52'59.1"E. 

This is the GPS reference point downstream of the Kawarau/ Arrow Confluence, 
near the sign stopping vessels has been placed. 

The reason for this is that Realnz currently drops off rafting passengers near the 
arrow River confluence, which does change). This would provide more flexibility 
for safe disembarkation of passengers. 
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I am writing to make a submission on the proposed QLDC Navigational Safety Bylaw. There are parts of
the QLDC Navigational Safety Bylaw review I support and parts I do not support.

Overview

1) I support the addition of vessel identification.

This is long overdue to ensure the compliance of the Navigational Safety Bylaw allowing the
identification of problem users and complaints of vessels to be tracked to QLDC.

2) I do not support the removal of water ski lanes especially on Lake Wanaka in Roy’s Bay.

The general theme of the waterways team is a conflict between water ski users and other
passive users (kayaks, swimmings etc). The issues stated are more around these other passive
users being in these water ski lanes using them incorrectly. Why punish the users who used
these water ski lanes correctly instead of educating the incorrect users or adding signage ie No
Swimming in the water ski lane.

3) I do not support the addition of carriage of communication devices as a bylaw.

This is already covered as a best practice from Maritime NZ and does not need to be a specific
bylaw. If it is passed how are you proposing to enforce this? Are you planning on checking every
vessel that goes on the water?
The wording also means some of our waters cannot be boated; ie there is not VHF and mobile
service in some parts of a river and no one to see flares. So only located beacons are viable,
leading to only one form of communication able to ”perform communication functions from any
area where the vessel is intended to be operated.” As written a vessel (includes kayak and
paddleboard) must carry 2 forms of communication, is this practical for a child on a paddle board
100m from shore with parents supervising?

4) I do not support the addition of passageways under the Albert Town Bridge

This is being added due to navigation safety risk associated with recreational jumping from the
Albert Town Bridge; this is currently an illegal activity from NZTA so why add provisions for an
illegal activity? Also the time of year people are jumping from the bridge is summer when
vessels are banned from traveling under the Albert Town Bridge (except harbourmaster, consent
holders etc) so why is this required when vessels going under the bridge and jumpers happen at
different times of the year?

5) I do not support the wording of type 406 Life Jackets
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The wording of “type 406” should be removed and make the definition as any buoyancy aid that
meets NZ Standard 5823:2005.

Currently you are making anyone with a higher quality life jacket ie 401,402 etc have to sell these
to replace with a type 406 which is not suitable for all conditions.

Further information

1) I do not support the removal of water ski lanes especially on Lake Wanaka in Roy’s Bay.

In 2022 QLDC proposed to alter and narrow water ski lanes with a lot of public backlash; Now
QLDC have proposed to remove a large number of popular water ski lanes especially in lake
Wanaka’s Roys Bay. In Wanaka there is a total of around 1.2km of ski lanes via 6 water ski lanes
across the whole lake; the proposal reduces this area to a total area of around 500m across 3
water ski lanes of Lake Wanaka’s shores that can be water skied from. Looking at attachment B it
seems most of the issues observed by the waterways team comes from conflict between passive,
non-passive and swimmers not using these water ski lanes correctly..

a) In Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park the issues listed are “This ski lane
is located within a high use area with a combination of passive and non-passive users.
Harbourmasters have observed and received feedback from commercial and
recreational users expressing high concern for the safety of various users, particularly
due to the increase of swimmers and non-powered recreational users along the
Ardmore Street waterfront in which the ski lane is situated. There are particular
concerns during the peak summer holiday period. Conflict between passive and
non-passive users has increased since the Wānaka Lakefront Development Plan
improvements were undertaken and resulted in further carparks across the stretch of
the Roys Bay lakefront adjacent to the ski lane. Throughout the last summer period
(22/23), a Harbourmaster or waterways officer was stationed at Roys Bay and observed
an influx of the community and tourists actively accessing the lakefront for swimming. In
many cases people parked their vehicle in the new spaces provided and walked straight
down to the waters edge. As the Roys Bay ski lane is situated directly in front of these
new parks, there were swimmers constantly entering the water within the ski lane
throughout this period creating a navigation safety risk.” I agree this is a high use area
and I am not opposed to a temporary closure (mid December through January) when
large numbers are in this area. But to remove a water ski lane due to swimmers and
non-passive users not using this area correctly is ridiculous. These users could move
100m to the East and have no conflict at all. This seems to be an area where educating
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the incorrect users of the water ski lane could fix the issue, why not have not swimming
between the pole signs?

b) In Roys Bay - Eely Point the issues listed are “This ski lane has been identified as a high
conflict area. There are a number of elements contributing to user conflict and a
navigation safety risk in this area, including: - A launch area located beside the ski lane -
Popular swimming spot - Boats beaching along the lakefront in this area There is an
informal swim area to the east of the ski lane. The water is too shallow to move the ski
lane west.” This is the only shelter ski lane on Lake Wanaka in the prevailing NW winds.
The listed conflicts above don't come from vessels using the water ski lane correctly,
they come from users who are not meant to be using the water ski lane ie swimmings,
boats parked on beaches. Why are we punishing users following the rules of a ski lane
instead of enforcing the rules on those who don’t? The recommendation even states by
removing the ski lane “This would remove the continued non-compliance of swimmers
entering the ski lane, and nearby conflict with boats launching into the lake.” Why not
just educate these incorrect users. There is Bremnier Bay in the area that is not used for
boating at all so why not have the swimmers here?

c) In Roys Bay - Waterfall Creek the issues listed are “This ski lane is not currently
demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys. The location of the ski lane as
indicated in the bylaw is 400 meters from Ruby Island. If vessels are using the ski lane for
its designated purpose, when exiting the ski lane, they will likely come into conflict with
vessels traveling between Ruby Island and the ski lane. Compliance with the 5 knot
within 200 meters of the shore requirement also affects vessels leaving the ski lane and
their ability to comply with the bylaw.” This ski lane is currently located in the incorrect
place and the issues arise from it being in the wrong place. As per QLDC maps the water
ski lane is meant to face NW, not NE where it is currently located; this would mean
vessels would travel North and not towards Ruby Island as stated as an issue. If it was
located in the correct position the issues listed would not exist.

With all the proposed water ski lanes above the main issues stem from users who are not water
skiing using these water ski lanes incorrectly. There needs to be a push on educating the correct
use of these water ski lanes as the vessels using them for their intended purpose don’t seem to
be the issue.

We can swim/kayak etc on 99% of the lakes beaches, however there is only a small area where
water skiing is permitted, this proposal looks to shrink these areas further.

Furthermore are you not creating a higher risk at other water ski lanes like Glendhu Bay for
example by removing these water ski lanes in Roys Bay. It is already stated the Glendhu bay ski
lanes are popular and busy; by removing these Roy’s Bay water ski lanes you are pushing even
more users out to these water ski lanes creating safety concerns around the number of users.
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Note : Dublin Bay is not a highly used water ski lane due to the shallow water often not

accessible by vessels.

2) I do not support the current introduction of passageways under the Albert town Bridge

I have multiple concerns with the introduction of rule 37.1

“No person may navigate a power-driven vessel under the Albert Town Bridge except in

accordance with the following rules (or as may be directed by the Harbourmaster):

power-driven vessels proceeding downstream must be navigated through the

third arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the Clutha

River / MataAu;

power-driven vessels proceeding upstream must be navigated through the fourth

arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the Clutha

River/MataAu.”

a) Vessels are already governed by Rule 34.1 in regards to their travel on the starboard
(right) side of the river channel. I can only assume that this rule is being added to
address risk with recreational jumping from the Albert Town Bridge; by adding this rule
is QLDC suggesting this illegal activity is now okay as you want to restrict vessels from
traveling down the fifth arc (far right) where people are jumping.

b) The proposed upstream and downstream channel is also pushing vessels closer to the
Albert Town boat ramp by the first arc creating possible safety risks.

c) The rule also is written to only apply to power driven vessels; will this not create a
conflict where a power driven vessel must travel upstream through the fourth arc but a
non powered vessel may also travel downstream through this same arc.

d) If this rule is to improve safety associated with recreational jumping would it not be best
to govern where these jumpers are jumping?

i) Ie jumping is only permitted above the fifth arc
ii) and swimmers must not swim through the third or fourth arc?

e) At least with the current lack of bylaw around passageways, vessels are able to travel
where jumpers/swimmers are not; I know myself I would not be comfortable driving
under the fourth arc if there is a jumping standing on the edge of the fourth arc or a
swimmer in the water of the fourth arc.

f) These is already a responsibility on all skippers of vessels to operate safety by keeping a
proper lookout, travel on the right, travel at a safe speed etc; by forcing a skipper to
travel through a specific passageway you are potentially creating risks when at certain
times a different passageway could be much safety depending where other
vessels/swimming/kayaks etc are.
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g) If you want to add bylaw rules to aid any safety risk associated with recreational jumping
at the Albert Town Bridge should you not deal with all the risks

i) where people can jump from; only the fifth arc?
ii) no swimmer is to cross through the passageways of the third and fourth arc?

iii) No one should jump while vessels are approaching the passageways.
3) I do not support the bylaw requirement around the carriage of communication devices

“The person in charge of a vessel must ensure two independent forms Deleted: 2018 of

communication equipment that are either waterproof or carried in a waterproof bag or container

are on board for the duration of any intended voyage. The equipment must be able to perform

communication functions from any area where the vessel is intended to be operated.”

`This is the recommendation/best practice by Maritime NZ, however by making this a bylaw I see
2 issues especially operating in valley areas like Central Otago.

a) Firstly, how is this possibly going to be enforced? Are you going to check every boat on
the water? How are you going to check the coverage in their intended area of operation?

b) Secondly in areas like the Matukituki River and the North end of Lake Wanaka/Lake
Hawea where VHF and cell phone coverage is limited this bylaw is near impossible to
adhere to. The most common form of communication carried on recreational vessels is
cell phones, and VHF radios. Distress Beacons are more expensive and flares in our
region add fire risk and in remote areas may not be seen. By using the wording “The

equipment must be able to perform communication functions from any area where the

vessel is intended to be operated” you are effectively making some of these remote
areas not accessible.

c) As written vessels (including kayaks and paddleboards) must carry 2 forms of
communication except within 50m of shore.

i) Firstly why 50m from shore when everything maritime related is 200m from
shore including when water becomes higher risk in a kayak.

ii) Secondly, let's propose a few scenarios where this seems impractical and hugely
expensive.

(1) A parent is supervising a child on a paddleboard 100m from shore, they
will require 2 of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB),
mobile phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

(2) A rental kayak that is being supervised by qualified staff must again be
fitted with 2 of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB),
mobile phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

(3) Someone floating on an inflatable 60m from shore must be fitted with 2
of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB), mobile
phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

d) I would suggest removing this line or leaving this as a Maritime Guideline vs a bylaw.
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e) If this does become a bylaw requirement as rule 19.1 surely QLDC should provide
effective facilities in line with this requirement ie if most recreational vessels use VHF
QLDC should monitor this VHF and continue to maintain this as an effective form of
communication.

As far as rule 19.2 “A person in charge of a non-powered vessel being operated on a river must

ensure that at least one form of communication equipment that is either waterproof or carried in

a waterproof bag or container is carried on board for the duration of any intended voyage. The

equipment must be able to perform communication functions from any area where the vessel is

intended to be operated.”

f) How is it practical for someone surfing the Hawea wave alone for example to carry a
form of communication? Or someone paddle boarding the Clutha Outlet alone? Both
these wouldnt require a life jacket if wearing a full wetsuit but need to find somewhere
to carry a form of communication.

g) Do you expect a group of 20+ people floating down a river to all carry a form of
communication? Sure someone on shore may be able to hear them if they called from
help within 50m but this is providing there is someone actually on the shore.

4) I do not support the life jacket definition wording amendment

“Lifejacket means any serviceable buoyancy aid that is designed to be worn on the body and that

is certified by a recognised authority as meeting:

(a) type 406 in NZ Standard 5823:2005; or

(b) a national or international standard that the Director is satisfied substantially complies with

type 406 in NZ Standard 5823:2005.”

a) Why do we require the reference of type 406? You have removed reference to all other
types of life jacket except type 406 which is a Specialist PFD not intended for use at night
and not suitable for all conditions. Your wording removes the option to use any lifejacket
other than a type 406; why not remove the “type 406” and just the definition as any
buoyancy aid that meets NZ Standard 5823:2005.

5) I support the addition of vessel identification.

This is long overdue and inline with other regions throughout New Zealand. I believe the
introduction of the this will

a) help ensure the compliance of the Navigational Safety Bylaw
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i) allow the identification of offenders by cameras
ii) allow the identification of offenders from community complaints

iii) track repeat offenders
iv) enforce better behavior as users can now be identified easily

b) differentiate non compliant offenders from the general boating community; we see
members of the community complaining about boats doing this or jet skis doing this but
realistically this is probably 10% of the boating community causing issues, by having
vessel identification we can focus on these offenders vs punishing the whole boating
community.
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I am writing to make a submission on the proposed QLDC Navigational Safety Bylaw. There are parts of
the QLDC Navigational Safety Bylaw review I support and parts I do not support.

Overview

1) I support the addition of vessel identification.

This is long overdue to ensure the compliance of the Navigational Safety Bylaw allowing the
identification of problem users and complaints of vessels to be tracked to QLDC.

2) I do not support the removal of water ski lanes especially on Lake Wanaka in Roy’s Bay.

The general theme of the waterways team is a conflict between water ski users and other
passive users (kayaks, swimmings etc). The issues stated are more around these other passive
users being in these water ski lanes using them incorrectly. Why punish the users who used
these water ski lanes correctly instead of educating the incorrect users or adding signage ie No
Swimming in the water ski lane.

3) I do not support the addition of carriage of communication devices as a bylaw.

This is already covered as a best practice from Maritime NZ and does not need to be a specific
bylaw. If it is passed how are you proposing to enforce this? Are you planning on checking every
vessel that goes on the water?
The wording also means some of our waters cannot be boated; ie there is not VHF and mobile
service in some parts of a river and no one to see flares. So only located beacons are viable,
leading to only one form of communication able to ”perform communication functions from any
area where the vessel is intended to be operated.” As written a vessel (includes kayak and
paddleboard) must carry 2 forms of communication, is this practical for a child on a paddle board
100m from shore with parents supervising?

4) I do not support the addition of passageways under the Albert Town Bridge

This is being added due to navigation safety risk associated with recreational jumping from the
Albert Town Bridge; this is currently an illegal activity from NZTA so why add provisions for an
illegal activity? Also the time of year people are jumping from the bridge is summer when
vessels are banned from traveling under the Albert Town Bridge (except harbourmaster, consent
holders etc) so why is this required when vessels going under the bridge and jumpers happen at
different times of the year?

5) I do not support the wording of type 406 Life Jackets
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The wording of “type 406” should be removed and make the definition as any buoyancy aid that
meets NZ Standard 5823:2005.

Currently you are making anyone with a higher quality life jacket ie 401,402 etc have to sell these
to replace with a type 406 which is not suitable for all conditions.

Further information

1) I do not support the removal of water ski lanes especially on Lake Wanaka in Roy’s Bay.

In 2022 QLDC proposed to alter and narrow water ski lanes with a lot of public backlash; Now
QLDC have proposed to remove a large number of popular water ski lanes especially in lake
Wanaka’s Roys Bay. In Wanaka there is a total of around 1.2km of ski lanes via 6 water ski lanes
across the whole lake; the proposal reduces this area to a total area of around 500m across 3
water ski lanes of Lake Wanaka’s shores that can be water skied from. Looking at attachment B it
seems most of the issues observed by the waterways team comes from conflict between passive,
non-passive and swimmers not using these water ski lanes correctly..

a) In Roys Bay – Main Beach adjacent to Pembroke Park the issues listed are “This ski lane
is located within a high use area with a combination of passive and non-passive users.
Harbourmasters have observed and received feedback from commercial and
recreational users expressing high concern for the safety of various users, particularly
due to the increase of swimmers and non-powered recreational users along the
Ardmore Street waterfront in which the ski lane is situated. There are particular
concerns during the peak summer holiday period. Conflict between passive and
non-passive users has increased since the Wānaka Lakefront Development Plan
improvements were undertaken and resulted in further carparks across the stretch of
the Roys Bay lakefront adjacent to the ski lane. Throughout the last summer period
(22/23), a Harbourmaster or waterways officer was stationed at Roys Bay and observed
an influx of the community and tourists actively accessing the lakefront for swimming. In
many cases people parked their vehicle in the new spaces provided and walked straight
down to the waters edge. As the Roys Bay ski lane is situated directly in front of these
new parks, there were swimmers constantly entering the water within the ski lane
throughout this period creating a navigation safety risk.” I agree this is a high use area
and I am not opposed to a temporary closure (mid December through January) when
large numbers are in this area. But to remove a water ski lane due to swimmers and
non-passive users not using this area correctly is ridiculous. These users could move
100m to the East and have no conflict at all. This seems to be an area where educating
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the incorrect users of the water ski lane could fix the issue, why not have not swimming
between the pole signs?

b) In Roys Bay - Eely Point the issues listed are “This ski lane has been identified as a high
conflict area. There are a number of elements contributing to user conflict and a
navigation safety risk in this area, including: - A launch area located beside the ski lane -
Popular swimming spot - Boats beaching along the lakefront in this area There is an
informal swim area to the east of the ski lane. The water is too shallow to move the ski
lane west.” This is the only shelter ski lane on Lake Wanaka in the prevailing NW winds.
The listed conflicts above don't come from vessels using the water ski lane correctly,
they come from users who are not meant to be using the water ski lane ie swimmings,
boats parked on beaches. Why are we punishing users following the rules of a ski lane
instead of enforcing the rules on those who don’t? The recommendation even states by
removing the ski lane “This would remove the continued non-compliance of swimmers
entering the ski lane, and nearby conflict with boats launching into the lake.” Why not
just educate these incorrect users. There is Bremnier Bay in the area that is not used for
boating at all so why not have the swimmers here?

c) In Roys Bay - Waterfall Creek the issues listed are “This ski lane is not currently
demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys. The location of the ski lane as
indicated in the bylaw is 400 meters from Ruby Island. If vessels are using the ski lane for
its designated purpose, when exiting the ski lane, they will likely come into conflict with
vessels traveling between Ruby Island and the ski lane. Compliance with the 5 knot
within 200 meters of the shore requirement also affects vessels leaving the ski lane and
their ability to comply with the bylaw.” This ski lane is currently located in the incorrect
place and the issues arise from it being in the wrong place. As per QLDC maps the water
ski lane is meant to face NW, not NE where it is currently located; this would mean
vessels would travel North and not towards Ruby Island as stated as an issue. If it was
located in the correct position the issues listed would not exist.

With all the proposed water ski lanes above the main issues stem from users who are not water
skiing using these water ski lanes incorrectly. There needs to be a push on educating the correct
use of these water ski lanes as the vessels using them for their intended purpose don’t seem to
be the issue.

We can swim/kayak etc on 99% of the lakes beaches, however there is only a small area where
water skiing is permitted, this proposal looks to shrink these areas further.

Furthermore are you not creating a higher risk at other water ski lanes like Glendhu Bay for
example by removing these water ski lanes in Roys Bay. It is already stated the Glendhu bay ski
lanes are popular and busy; by removing these Roy’s Bay water ski lanes you are pushing even
more users out to these water ski lanes creating safety concerns around the number of users.
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Note : Dublin Bay is not a highly used water ski lane due to the shallow water often not

accessible by vessels.

2) I do not support the current introduction of passageways under the Albert town Bridge

I have multiple concerns with the introduction of rule 37.1

“No person may navigate a power-driven vessel under the Albert Town Bridge except in

accordance with the following rules (or as may be directed by the Harbourmaster):

power-driven vessels proceeding downstream must be navigated through the

third arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the Clutha

River / MataAu;

power-driven vessels proceeding upstream must be navigated through the fourth

arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the Clutha

River/MataAu.”

a) Vessels are already governed by Rule 34.1 in regards to their travel on the starboard
(right) side of the river channel. I can only assume that this rule is being added to
address risk with recreational jumping from the Albert Town Bridge; by adding this rule
is QLDC suggesting this illegal activity is now okay as you want to restrict vessels from
traveling down the fifth arc (far right) where people are jumping.

b) The proposed upstream and downstream channel is also pushing vessels closer to the
Albert Town boat ramp by the first arc creating possible safety risks.

c) The rule also is written to only apply to power driven vessels; will this not create a
conflict where a power driven vessel must travel upstream through the fourth arc but a
non powered vessel may also travel downstream through this same arc.

d) If this rule is to improve safety associated with recreational jumping would it not be best
to govern where these jumpers are jumping?

i) Ie jumping is only permitted above the fifth arc
ii) and swimmers must not swim through the third or fourth arc?

e) At least with the current lack of bylaw around passageways, vessels are able to travel
where jumpers/swimmers are not; I know myself I would not be comfortable driving
under the fourth arc if there is a jumping standing on the edge of the fourth arc or a
swimmer in the water of the fourth arc.

f) These is already a responsibility on all skippers of vessels to operate safety by keeping a
proper lookout, travel on the right, travel at a safe speed etc; by forcing a skipper to
travel through a specific passageway you are potentially creating risks when at certain
times a different passageway could be much safety depending where other
vessels/swimming/kayaks etc are.
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g) If you want to add bylaw rules to aid any safety risk associated with recreational jumping
at the Albert Town Bridge should you not deal with all the risks

i) where people can jump from; only the fifth arc?
ii) no swimmer is to cross through the passageways of the third and fourth arc?

iii) No one should jump while vessels are approaching the passageways.
3) I do not support the bylaw requirement around the carriage of communication devices

“The person in charge of a vessel must ensure two independent forms Deleted: 2018 of

communication equipment that are either waterproof or carried in a waterproof bag or container

are on board for the duration of any intended voyage. The equipment must be able to perform

communication functions from any area where the vessel is intended to be operated.”

`This is the recommendation/best practice by Maritime NZ, however by making this a bylaw I see
2 issues especially operating in valley areas like Central Otago.

a) Firstly, how is this possibly going to be enforced? Are you going to check every boat on
the water? How are you going to check the coverage in their intended area of operation?

b) Secondly in areas like the Matukituki River and the North end of Lake Wanaka/Lake
Hawea where VHF and cell phone coverage is limited this bylaw is near impossible to
adhere to. The most common form of communication carried on recreational vessels is
cell phones, and VHF radios. Distress Beacons are more expensive and flares in our
region add fire risk and in remote areas may not be seen. By using the wording “The

equipment must be able to perform communication functions from any area where the

vessel is intended to be operated” you are effectively making some of these remote
areas not accessible.

c) As written vessels (including kayaks and paddleboards) must carry 2 forms of
communication except within 50m of shore.

i) Firstly why 50m from shore when everything maritime related is 200m from
shore including when water becomes higher risk in a kayak.

ii) Secondly, let's propose a few scenarios where this seems impractical and hugely
expensive.

(1) A parent is supervising a child on a paddleboard 100m from shore, they
will require 2 of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB),
mobile phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

(2) A rental kayak that is being supervised by qualified staff must again be
fitted with 2 of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB),
mobile phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

(3) Someone floating on an inflatable 60m from shore must be fitted with 2
of the following VHF radio, distress beacons (EPIRB or PLB), mobile
phone in a waterproof bag or flares.

d) I would suggest removing this line or leaving this as a Maritime Guideline vs a bylaw.
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e) If this does become a bylaw requirement as rule 19.1 surely QLDC should provide
effective facilities in line with this requirement ie if most recreational vessels use VHF
QLDC should monitor this VHF and continue to maintain this as an effective form of
communication.

As far as rule 19.2 “A person in charge of a non-powered vessel being operated on a river must

ensure that at least one form of communication equipment that is either waterproof or carried in

a waterproof bag or container is carried on board for the duration of any intended voyage. The

equipment must be able to perform communication functions from any area where the vessel is

intended to be operated.”

f) How is it practical for someone surfing the Hawea wave alone for example to carry a
form of communication? Or someone paddle boarding the Clutha Outlet alone? Both
these wouldnt require a life jacket if wearing a full wetsuit but need to find somewhere
to carry a form of communication.

g) Do you expect a group of 20+ people floating down a river to all carry a form of
communication? Sure someone on shore may be able to hear them if they called from
help within 50m but this is providing there is someone actually on the shore.

4) I do not support the life jacket definition wording amendment

“Lifejacket means any serviceable buoyancy aid that is designed to be worn on the body and that

is certified by a recognised authority as meeting:

(a) type 406 in NZ Standard 5823:2005; or

(b) a national or international standard that the Director is satisfied substantially complies with

type 406 in NZ Standard 5823:2005.”

a) Why do we require the reference of type 406? You have removed reference to all other
types of life jacket except type 406 which is a Specialist PFD not intended for use at night
and not suitable for all conditions. Your wording removes the option to use any lifejacket
other than a type 406; why not remove the “type 406” and just the definition as any
buoyancy aid that meets NZ Standard 5823:2005.

5) I support the addition of vessel identification.

This is long overdue and inline with other regions throughout New Zealand. I believe the
introduction of the this will

a) help ensure the compliance of the Navigational Safety Bylaw
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i) allow the identification of offenders by cameras
ii) allow the identification of offenders from community complaints

iii) track repeat offenders
iv) enforce better behavior as users can now be identified easily

b) differentiate non compliant offenders from the general boating community; we see
members of the community complaining about boats doing this or jet skis doing this but
realistically this is probably 10% of the boating community causing issues, by having
vessel identification we can focus on these offenders vs punishing the whole boating
community.

529



530



���������	
����	�����������������	�������������	
��	���������������������	���������������	
���������������������������������������������������	����������������	����������	
��������	
�����������	�����������������	����������	�����������������	����	���������������������������������������
���	�����������	���������������������������������	�������������������������������������������	
������������������������	����	���	����������������������������������������������������	���������������	������������������
�������������������	����� ��	����!����������	
������	��������������������������������������	
�
���	������������"���������	
����������	
��������������	�����#���������	
�����	�������	�������������������������	$�������������������������������	����	�%��&��!������������	������������������	
�����������	�'�(���������������������	�����������������������	
����������"��	��	
���������)*+����,++���-��������	��	����	����������������������������*+�����������������	
����	�����������!��������
	�
���	������	
����������	����	���"��	���������������	���.����	�	��/��0�����	
���
	�
���1�	����
������%������2�����������������	���������	������ � ��

89:;;:<8<=>�;?@=A BCDEFCGEHI�JCKLGM�NM@CO�<8<P�Q�RLLSTCUV�Q�JCWCX�YEGUXEIFZ�Q�[\G]HHV

CTH\G@T]CIV̂OEISHO_S̀JLUHISCWMaLCSEIFbCIL< <:<531



532



lê�t�uvw�xajecy
z{|}}|~z � �������������������������������������������

������������������ �¡���������¢������£���} ~|~533



534



Christchurch 8842 

SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED QUEENSTOWN LAKES DISTRICT COUNCIL NAVIGATION 
SAFETY BYLAW 2025 

Name of submitter: Jet Boating NZ Incorporated (JBNZ) 

 Christchurch 8442 

By email: 

JBNZ does not oppose the making of a bylaw under s 33M Maritime Transport Act 1994 
(Act). 

JBNZ is interested in speed upliftings and prohibitions on boating for the section of the 
Upper Clutha from the Lake Wanaka Outlet and downstream to the Albert Town Bridge and 
the Hunter River.  

SECTION A – BACKGROUND 

Jet Boating New Zealand Inc 

JBNZ is a national organisation that represents recreational jet boaters in New Zealand. It was 
formed in 1962 following the early growth in jet boating, and its objectives are: 

• To advocate for our members’ recreational jet boating in New Zealand

• To encourage safe jet boating

• To foster relationships with other stakeholders

• To promote membership of Jet Boating New Zealand

A significant focus of JBNZ is the self-guided recreational use of jet boats. JBNZ performs a key 
role in advising its members of waterways that can be boated safely and lawfully.  JBNZ’s 
membership is currently around 2,600.  
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It is 70 plus years since the 1950’s and  the introduction of jet boats to the rivers of New 
Zealand.  It continues to be a well-supported recreational activity for people who enjoy the 
outdoors and getting into areas that can otherwise be inaccessible, except (in some cases) on 
foot or by air.   

Water jet propelled craft are highly manoeuvrable, able to stop within their own length and have 
a reverse thrust that no other propulsion has.  They require a different skill set to other boats, 
particularly “reading” a river.  

Jet boat numbers have been fairly static since the 2000s. 

Navigation Rules 

Wherever shipping and boating takes place in the world, the operation of vessels is managed by 
the “Rules of the Road at Sea” first introduced in 1834 by the Americans.  In New Zealand these 
rules apply to all craft on all waters at all times.  These rules give effect to the Convention on the 
International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea: 1972, to which New Zealand is a part. 

Section 33M Maritime Transport Act 1994 (MTA) provides jurisdiction to make navigation safety 
bylaws, undertaken in accordance with the process in the Local Government Act 2002. 

The MTA also provides jurisdiction for the making of other rules for the safe operation of vessels 
on the water.  It is important that the Council is aware of these other provisions, so the proposed 
bylaw is not viewed in isolation.  JBNZ recognise the familiarity Council will have with these 
obligations. 

At s 36(tb) MTA the Minister of Transport can make rules for safe navigation.  Important rules 
include the Maritime Rules Part 22 - Collision Prevention and Maritime Rules Part 91 – 
Navigation Safety Rules.  Local bylaws cannot be inconsistent with Maritime Rule Part 22 or 
Maritime Rule Part 91. 

Part 22 gives effect to the Convention on the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions 
at Sea: 1972.  Subsection 1 of the Maritime Rules Part 22 refers to the conduct of vessels in any 
condition of visibility.  JBNZ emphasises: 

Maritime Rules Part 22 Collisions Regulations 

22.5 Look out 

Every vessel must at all times maintain a proper look-out by sight and hearing as well as 
by all available means appropriate in the prevailing circumstances and conditions, so as to 
make full appraisal of the situation and the risk of collision 
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22.6  Safe Speed 

Every vessel at all times must proceed at a safe speed so that proper and effective 
action to avoid a collision can be taken and the vessel can be stopped within a distance 
appropriate to the prevailing circumstances and conditions. 

22.9  Narrow channels 

A vessel proceeding along the course of a narrow channel or fairway must keep as near 
to the outer limit of the channel or fairway which lies on its starboard side as is safe and 
practicable. 

Maritime Rules Part 22 Collision Regulations apply to all craft on all waters at all times, powered 
and unpowered.  Unpowered vessels, kayaks, stand up paddle boards, rafts, dinghies are 
required stay to the starboard side of the river or narrow channel whenever possible. 

Maritime Rules Part 91 include an enlargement of the obligations for boats travelling on a river to 
keep starboard (right), give way and operate safely in light of the river and weather conditions. 

Maritime Rules Part 91 

91.17  River Safety Rules 

A person in charge of a vessel on a river must 

• Ensure that the vessel keeps to the starboard (right) side of the river channel: and

• If going upstream, give way to any vessel coming downstream; and

• Not operate the vessel unless river and weather conditions permit safe operation of the
vessel.

Thus, it is important to recognise the proposed bylaw is not the only source of legal obligations 
for skippers of watercraft to comply with. 

Particularly, it is important for Council to recognise boats travelling on rivers are subject to the 
Maritime Rules Part 22, including obligations to travel at a safe speed.  It would be erroneous to 
view an uplifting as meaning there are no limits on speed of watercraft – consider how one 
operates a motor vehicle in different conditions, notwithstanding speed limits.   

JBNZ submit Council should take into account these legal obligations when determining the 
appropriateness of the bylaw generally and the specific provisions JBNZ has an interest in. 
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KEY SUBMISSIONS 

Evidential basis –for upliftings for powered crafts 

Navigation bylaws can be made under s 33M Maritime Transport Act for the purpose of ensuring 
maritime safety in a region.  A bylaw must be effective at achieving its statutory purpose and not 
used to achieve a collateral purpose beyond that statutory purpose. 

Before commencing the process for making a bylaw, a local authority is required to: 

• Determine whether a bylaw is the most appropriate way of addressing the
perceived problem; and if so

• Whether the proposed bylaw is the most appropriate form of bylaw;

• Whether the bylaw gives rise to any implications under the New Zealand Bills of
Rights Act 1990.

JBNZ accept the operation of powered watercraft on some or all of a river is a matter that can be 
properly addressed by a bylaw under s 33M.   

However: 

• The bylaw may only be for the purpose of ensuring maritime safety.

• The evidential basis to support the appropriateness of the proposed bylaw is
questionable.

• The bylaw must recognise the suite of navigation safety provisions that also
provide for navigation safety and be proportionate in light of those other
provisions.

• The bylaw must recognise there is a lawful right for jet boats to be on rivers.

• The bylaw must be effective and able to be implemented.

Proper Purpose for the Bylaw 

Consideration of environmental concerns is beyond the scope of s 33M MTA and is unlawful.  
Environmental effects are a matter for the Resource Management Act 1991, and district plans 
under that Act.  

Council must only consider and determine the bylaw on matters necessary to provide for 
maritime safety. 

Commercial and recreational vessels can operate together safely and have been doing so since 
the 1960s. All river users must expect other users on and around the water all the time, e.g. 
kayakers, rafters, etc. 
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Upliftings are about exceeding 5 knots, steering rules and not the activity.   A river should have a 
speed uplifting and a separation uplifting or a restriction to 5 knots, covering all craft.  

Clause 19 – Carriage of communication devices   

JBNZ is concerned about the current drafting of clause 19 for the following reasons: 

• Maritime New Zealand does not require vessels to carry two forms of communication as
it is inconsistent with Maritime Rules Part 91.

• Many of the waterways subject to the bylaw do not have communication coverage,
including the Matukituki, Wilkin, Hunter, parts of the Makarora rivers, and parts of Lakes
Wanaka and Hawera.

• JBNZ are concerned how flares could be used during periods of the year where fire bans
are in place.

JBNZ considers the draft bylaw at this time to be inappropriate and seeks amendments to cl 19 
to ensure a pragmatic approach to communication devices is adopted for the purposes of 
ensuring maritime safety in accordance with s 33M. 

Clutha River / Mata-Au 

JBNZ oppose the prohibition of boating on the Upper Clutha / Mata-Au River in clause 37. 

The Upper Clutha has been boated since the 1960s and the prohibition was only introduced in 
2018.  JBNZ do not consider that prohibition to have ever been necessary for navigation safety 
reasons contemplated by s 33M. 

The prohibition is unnecessary on navigation safety grounds.  It is unclear why that run of the 
River is limited to holders of a resource consent from a navigation safety perspective.  The 
explanation that it is because commercial vessels are primarily assessed and managed by 
Maritime New Zealand is unconvincing and does not explain why commercial and recreational 
vessels cannot safely operate together during the summer months. 

The proposed controls on the passage of boats under the Albert Town Bridge, through upstream 
and downstream vehicle passage lances, are sufficient to avoid incidents between powered 
craft and swimmers/divers.  They are supported by JBNZ. 

To access the Lower Clutha River boats a launched from just below the Albert Town Bridge.  That 
launch area is not far from a blind corner, where care needs to be taken.  It would be safer to 
already be on the water approaching that corner, which would require the removal of the 
prohibition.  Once on the plane jet boats are more manoeuvrable, thus more speed is not 
always less safe.  Therefore a speed uplifting, alongside the removal of the prohibition is 
proposed by JBNZ. 

539



Hunter River 

JBNZ opposes the proposed timeframe for the uplifting and seeks it be enlarged to apply from 1 
November to 30 April through the inclusion of a new clause 39A (see below). 

As set out above, a bylaw should be read alongside, and be mindful of, the Maritime Rules and 
obligations on skippers to navigate safely.   

The Hunter River has been safely boated for many years and JBNZ is unaware of any incidents of 
near misses on the river.   A trial two year uplifting over a period, similar to what JBNZ is 
proposing here, was successful. 

It is noted that the isolation of the Hunter River and the need to boat across Lake Hawea, which 
can only be done in flat conditions and limits the number of boats on the river. 

Any opposition to an uplift must be on navigation safety grounds, not the interests of other river 
users.  

Definition of Lifejacket 

It is unclear to JBNZ why the proposed bylaw amends the definition of ‘lifejacket’ from that in 
Maritime Rule 91.   

Consistency between the Maritime Rules and the proposed Bylaw is preferred to avoid 
confusion, especially in light of the importance of personal floatation devices (PFD). 

Additionally, JBNZ is concerned that the proposed definition would lead to unintended and 
unworkable consequences for no apparent benefit. 

Subject to further information and explanation for the change, JBNZ request the definition be 
amended to reinstate the deleted types of PFD. 

Relief Sought 

Specific submissions 

1. JBNZ seek the following amendments to the Proposed Bylaw with additions underlined
and deletions shown as struck through:

A. A permanent speed uplifting for the Hunter River between 1 November and 30 April
inclusive:

Part 5 – Rules relating to specific locations 
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39A  Hunter River 

39A.1 A permanent speed uplifting shall apply to the Hunter River from the mouth of the 
River at Lake Hāwea to Ferguson Creek between the months of November to April inclusive. 

Table 1 – Speed Upliftings 

Hunter River From Lake 
Hāwea Hawea 
to Ferguson 
Creek 

1 
November 
to 12 
December 
inclusive 
and from 
19 March 
to 30 
April. 
1 November to 
30 April 
inclusive 

River Mouth 44 18 59 N, 169 
25 58 E-44.28 to 
169.45 

Ferguson  
Creek 

44 06 49 N, 169 
33 58 E 44.71 to 
169.21 

Plus incidental amendments to Map 10. 

B. The proposed clause 37.2 to be removed and replaced or returned to the original
permanent speed uplifting for the Clutha River as previously gazetted 3 February
1990.

37 Clutha River/ Mata-Au 

37.1A Subject to clause 37.4, a permanent speed uplifting shall apply to the Clutha River /
Mata-Au. 

37.1 No person may navigate a power-driven vessel under the Albert Town Bridge except in 
accordance with the following rules (or as may be directed by the Harbourmaster): 

(a) power-driven vessels proceeding downstream must be navigated through 
the third arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the
Clutha River / Mata-Au;

(b) power-driven vessels proceeding upstream must be navigated through
the fourth arch of the Albert Town Bridge from the true right of the bank of the
Clutha River / Mata-Au.

37.2 

37.3 

37.2 Between 1 December and 30 April no Commercial Vessel may proceed at any speed 
exceeding 5 knots  in the area between the Outlet Camping Ground (GPS -44 39 45 N, 
169 08 55 E) and the Albert Town Bridge (GPS -44 40 51 N, 169 11 26 E) unless 
expressly authorised to do so by a resource consent issued by Council.  
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Table 1 – Speed Upliftings 

Amendments to Table 1 Clutha River/ Mata- Au to give effect to the relief sought in the 
submission. 

C. Subject to clarification of the reasoning behind the proposal, as discussed above, the
definition of lifejacket reinstated to be consistent with Maritime Rules Part 91:

6 Interpretation 

6.1 … 

Lifejacket means any serviceable buoyancy aid that is designed to be worn on the 
body and that is certified by a recognised authority as meeting:  

(a) type 401, 402, 403, 404, 405, or 408 in NZ Standard 5823:1989 or NZ Standard
5823:2001 or type 401, 402, 403, 404, 405 or 406 in NZ Standard 5823:2005; or

(b) a national or international standard that the Director is satisfied substantially
complies with types 401, 402, 403, 404, 405, or 408 of the NZ Standard 5823:1989
or NZ Standard 5823:2001 or type 401, 402, 403, 404, 405 or 406 in NZ Standard
5823:2005. 

D. Amendments to clause 19 to give effect to the relief sought in the submission.

2. JBNZ also seeks the consequential amendments to the maps and schedules in the Bylaw 
in accordance with the proposed submissions above.

General Submission 

JBNZ submit the bylaw will in parts be difficult to enforce and will therefore be ineffective. 

JBNZ reserve the right to respond and speak to any other matters raised during the submission 
process that may impact on jet boating on rivers in the region. 

Jet Boating NZ reserves the right to speak at the hearing and produce additional information 
supporting the submission set out above.   

JBNZ confirms it wishes to present to the Council in support of this submission. 
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Ronald Clearwater 

For  

Jet Boating New Zealand Inc 

October 2024 
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1. My full name is Garth Richard McMaster.

2. I have been a member of Jet Boating New Zealand (JBNZ) for 45 years.

3. I have been a member of the Otago/Southland jet boating branch

committee for the past 30 years, which includes the Queenstown Lakes

District. I was President of the National Executive from 2012-2014 and

have been formally involved in the organisation for the last 15 years. I

am now currently on the JBNZ National River Committee which deals

with river issues and access.

4. My introduction to jet boating was at a very young age through family

friends who would take us on local river runs organised by JBNZ. Our

family are keen outdoors people and jet boating has enabled us to

explore remote rivers and lakes throughout the country.

5. Jet boating has enabled large numbers of New Zealanders the

opportunity to experience our lakes and rivers which some of these

people would not otherwise been able to have experienced through age

and disability.

6. I am in support of JBNZ submission on the Queenstown Lakes District

Council Draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025 and am authorised by JBNZ

to give this evidence on its behalf.

Jet boating in the Queenstown Lakes District 

7. In the Queenstown District there are a very large number of jet boating

options, with a number of interesting and challenging rivers with speed

uplifts. Those rivers are varied and provide opportunities for recreational

jet boating at almost all skill levels.

8. Recreational jet boaters come to the Queenstown Lakes District from all

over the region and country. It is hard to identify a typical type of jet

boater but there are many families (multiple generations) and friends

who explore the rivers and their surrounds. This can include fishermen

and women getting well upstream to a new or favourite fishing hole or

hunters heading to a block that would otherwise only be accessible by

helicopter or a long walk.
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9. Recreational jet boats (or pleasure craft) operate alongside commercial

operators chasing ‘thrills’. I am aware of very little (if any) conflict

between the two. As Ms McNabb says in her evidence, it is important to

recognise the differences between commercial jet boats and pleasure

craft and that spending a day in a recreational jet boat is not the same

experience as, say, the Shotover Jet.

The Clutha River 

10. I support a speed uplifting for the entire Clutha River in the Queenstown

Lakes District, including the section of river from the Lake Wānaka outlet

to the Albert Town Bridge.

11. The Clutha is a popular river amongst jet boaters and is not a difficult

river to drive a jet boat on. JBNZ’s Rivers Handbook grades the Clutha

as Class 1, easy boating, suitable for beginners and family boating.

12. The section from the Lake Wānaka outlet to the Albert Town bridge is

up to 200 meters wide, deep and not particularly hazardous.

13. What many people do not realise is that a 5-knot restriction on the

Upper Clutha between November and May could make it difficult to

navigate the river in a jet boat.  This is because a jet boat is at its most

manoeuvrable when operating on the plane.

14. A jet boat is propelled along by the pressure of water out of the jet unit,

like a pump. The water at the outlet of the pump has a deflector on it

which steers the boat and the more you pump the better it steers. In full

displacement mode, your boat is usually sitting up to 700 to 800mm in

the water making it very lazy to respond to steering. However, if you are

on the plane, which would normally be happening above 15 to 20 knots,

the boat is up on top of the water, with between 50 to 100mm in the

water, and steering is far more responsive making for easy navigation

and, if necessary, responses to hazards.

15. Idling down the river in full displacement mode, staying below the 5-knot

speed limit, can be dangerous as the boat needs water pressure to

steer away from rocks and banks.  Additionally, if you cannot get on the
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plane you may hit the bottom (grounding).  I realise grounding is a 

lesser issue in the Clutha but it can more problematic in rivers like the 

Hunter. 

16. The Upper Clutha provides options, particularly for those people in

Wānaka township, to access to the Clutha conveniently. Currently,

recreational jetboaters need to use the Albert Town Bridge boat ramp to

access the Clutha River close to the Lake. The Albert Town Bridge boat

ramp becomes highly congested over the Christmas period both in the

water and on land. Boats travelling upstream (currently commercial craft

only) move to the right of the river to pass oncoming traffic, which is

towards the launch area by the boat ramp on the true left bank. This

potential bottlenecking can be a safety risk. This risk could be reduced if

some boats could be launched into Lake Wānaka and travel

downstream from the outlet.

17. JBNZ does not support the prohibition on jet boating other than by a

commercial operator with a resource consent on the Upper Clutha from

1 December to 30 April.1 JBNZ does not oppose allowing commercial

operators to use the Upper Clutha but it is not aware of any navigation

safety reason why the traffic on the river should be limited this way. I

have been advised JBNZ has contacted the commercial operators and

reviewed the submissions and as far as it knows they are not actively

seeking the exclusive use of the river by commercial operators.

The Hunter River 

18. I support a year-round speed uplifting on the Hunter River. I am not

aware of any navigation safety grounds to limit this.

19. Over the years, I have spent a lot of time on the Hunter River fishing

and picnicking with family and participating in organised river runs by

JBNZ. I have also used the Hunter River to access hunting blocks in the

area. Access to these remote areas by land is difficult and it is why it is

more convenient to access the river by boat.

1 See cl 37.2 of the Draft Bylaw. 
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20. Boating on the Hunter River is often highly dependent on the conditions

because you have to travel 30 minutes across Lake Hāwea, which

chops up most afternoons. This naturally limits the number of boats on

the river, regardless of the time of year.

21. JBNZ’s Rivers Handbook grades the Hunter as Class 2 with a wide-

open riverbed and deep pools separated by shallow shingle beds and

runs. The Hunter is an ideal jet boating river as it can be boated with

minimal boating experience and is wild and scenic.

22. The point I made earlier, about the need to be on the plane to avoid

groundings, is relevant on the Hunter. If you stop you might need

500mm to 750mm of water to float, and in parts the Hunter is shallower

than that – this ability to boat shallow water is the advantage and beauty

of jet boating, allowing these types of rivers to be accessed.

23. The Hunter River is a braided river around 200 - 500m wide from bank

to bank, is relatively straight and is 2 - 3 meters deep in the main

channel. This means there is good visibility and jetboaters can see non-

motorised craft and fishermen and women who may be standing in the

river clearly.  It does not matter what speed you are travelling, the

skipper always needs to be aware of the surroundings.  Being alert is

crucial when in a jet boat because you are always ‘reading the river’ as

you make way.

24. The width of the river also provides enough room to pass and

manoeuvre effectively and safely (when on the plane).  If the conditions

were poor enough to affect visibility it is unlikely you would be boating

on the Hunter as you would not be able to get across Lake Hāwea.

Lifejackets 

25. I understand the Draft Bylaw defines lifejacket to effectively require

everyone to move to a PFD406 standard, which can have a neck collar

attached for holding your head above water in the case of being

unconscious in the water. JBNZ recommend this style of personal

floatation device (PFD) as well as PFD402 and PFD 408 because of the
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risk of impact with a shingle bar or high bank while jetboating as you 

may end up in the water unconscious.  

26. On the other hand, the PFD406 is not always suitable for water sports,

e.g. biscuiting or skiing. I am told that the definition of ‘lifejacket’ in the

Draft Bylaw would mean that a skier being towed behind a jet boat

would not be allowed to wear a specialised skiing PFD. This seems over

the top to me as the PFD406 are generally unsuitable for these

activities.

27. While it does not affect jet boating (because it is comfortable with the

PFD406) JBNZ struggles to understand what the point of this change to

definition is.  It therefore alerts you to these potential issues for the

Panel to consider.

Communication devices 

28. I am told cl 17 Draft Bylaw requires two forms of communication device

on a boat at all times. I understand this includes personal locators

beacons, radios and cell phones.

29. Many Queenstown Lakes rivers are remote and that impacts the types

of communication device that are suitable. For example, in my

experience boating on the Hunter River, there is no cell phone

reception. While I would usually take my cell phone on the boat, I rely on

a VHF radio and personal locator beacon as my forms of

communication. However, even the VHF radio may not have coverage

all the time and in all locations. This will be true for a number of the

rivers in the district.

30. JBNZ supports the carrying of at least two forms of communication,

which is also required by the Maritime Rules.  What it wishes to ensure

is that the interpretation by Council recognises both pieces of equipment

may not be able to perform communication functions from all areas

where a jet boat is operating and pragmatically interprets this clause.

Garth McMaster  

21 November 2024 
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1. My name is Katherine Ann Vallentine McNabb.

2. I have been asked by Jet Boating New Zealand Incorporated (JBNZ)

to provide expert evidence on navigation and safety in support of its

submission on the Queenstown Lakes District Council Draft

Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025.

3. I have the following relevant experience and qualification in

navigation safety matters.

4. I have been sailing/power boating since 1960 and a commercial

skipper since 1995.

5. My boating experience includes, keelers (commercial and

recreational), jet commercial and recreational, and passenger craft

up to 24 metres on inland and coastal waters and offshore of the

North and South Islands.  I have owned a commercial jet boating

business and a charter yacht.  I am currently the race tactician on a

Farr 10m.

6. For the last 16 years I have been back living in the Marlborough

Sounds, which I regularly boat.  This area comprises 1/6th of New

Zealand’s coastline with an extraordinary variety of craft and

conditions.

7. I have been a Royal Coastguard Boating Education tutor for 16 years,

including tutoring foundation level recreational through to commercial

certifications, preparation for Part 35 Maritime Rules qualifications

and the Certificate in Domestic Marine Operations course for Skipper

Restricted Limits.  I am also a member of the Course Development

Committee and was a director of Coastguard Boating Education from

2011 - 2020.

8. I have been the chair of Jet Boating New Zealand

Nelson/Marlborough Branch since April 2023.  I was the National

Rivers Officer for Jet Boating NZ from 1999-2004 (under the name

Jameson).
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9. I hold the following qualifications:

(a) Maritime NZ Inshore Launch Master, which includes any craft

up to 24 meters, to 20 nautical mile limit.

(b) High speed endorsement for Maritime NZ Inshore Launch

Master.

(c) Local Launch Operator Maritime NZ.

(d) Royal Yacht Association International Certificate of

Competency for Sail, up to 200 tonnes.

(e) Royal Yacht Association International Certificate of

Competency for Power up to 10 metres.

(f) Royal Yacht Association Coastal Skipper, Yacht.

(g) Radar Operators Certification.

(h) MROC Radio Operators Certification.

(i) Boat Master Coastguard Boating Education.

(j) Licence to Operate a Jet Boat, Q.L.D.C. 1995.

(k) I am a Maritime NZ safe Boating Advisor and have been since

2004.

10. I have won the following awards and trophies:

(a) Jet Boating NZ (formerly NZ Jet Boat Association) National

Rally Lady Hamilton trophy 2003, runner up 2000, 2001,

2002, 2004, 2005.

(b) Jet Boating NZ First Team National Rally 2003.

(c) Autographic Best Presented and Prepared Boat National

Rally 2002 and 2003.

(d) Canterbury Jet Boater of the Year 2004.
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(e) Canterbury Branch NZJBA Lady’s trophy Rally Series, 2002,

2003, 2004, 2005 and2006.

(f) Canterbury Branch NZJBA Waimakariri Ladies Challenge

2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005.

11. I am very familiar with the Queenstown Lakes District’s rivers and

have boated them extensively.  I have a house in Wanaka that brings

me to the district regularly.  I had a jet boat there until last year.

12. I have been recognised as an expert witness in the Environment

Court since 2002.  My specific area of expertise has been the

interface of the Resource Management Act 1991 and navigation

safety rules in jet boating.

13. While this is not an Environment Court hearing, I have been asked to

confirm that I have read and agree to comply with by the Code of

Conduct for Expert Witnesses in the Environment Court’s Practice

Note 2023. This evidence has been prepared in accordance with that

Code. I confirm that the opinions I express in this evidence are within

my expertise and represent my true and complete professional

opinions. I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me

that might alter or detract from the opinions that I express. The

evidence I am giving is within my area of expertise, except where I

state I am relying on the opinion or evidence of others. I understand

it is my duty to assist impartially on relevant matters within my area

of expertise.

14. As noted above, I declare that I am the chair of the JBNZ

Nelson/Marlborough Branch.

Introduction and Scope of Evidence 

15. I have read and examined the Queenstown Lakes District Council

Draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025 and the Statement of Proposal,

which includes options considered.

16. I have also reviewed the submissions.
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17. The purpose of this evidence is to explain and provide further

information on the matters raised in JBNZ’s submission, which I

helped to prepare.

Navigation 

18. The Admiralty Act 1973 was enacted to establish navigation safety

rules in relation to inland waters, i.e. ‘the waters of any lake, river or

stream.’ This Act applied to any vessel that could be used for

navigation. These rules were followed by the Water Recreation

Regulations 1979, which were made under the Harbours Act 1950.

In March 2003, the Regulations were replaced by Part 91 of the

Maritime Rules made under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 (MTA).

19. Rivers were being boated twenty years prior to the application of the

Water Recreation Regulations 1979.

20. Because of the application of coastal rules putting in place speed

restrictions within 200m of the shore, struct or structure and 50m of

another vessel or person, by default jet boaters found themselves

boating unlawfully when boating up a river at a speed over 5 knots.

To remedy this situation, it was necessary to uplift the speed and

separation clauses of the Water Recreation Regulations, clauses

7(1) and (2), which are now replaced with Maritime Rule 91.6(a) and

(b).  In the Queenstown Lakes District (formerly Lakes District) the

uplifting of the regulations took place on 13 February 1990. This

illustrates that the 5 knot speed restrictions for jetboaters in the

Queenstown Lakes District is a historical anomaly.

21. Regional and district councils did not have bylaws until 2003, except

for those with a grant of control that declared their rivers and lakes to

be harbours.  These areas were Bay of Plenty, Queenstown Lakes

District, Bon Accord Harbour and Northland.  Maritime NZ had the

jurisdiction to control navigation before 2003 (and still have it for a

large amount of the country).  Those areas with a grant of control had

that mechanism repealed on 27 January 2003.
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Key Issues 

Skipper Responsibility 

22. Navigation on rivers is less complex than on open water.  On rivers

you only navigate in two directions, up and down, as specifically

provided for in Maritime Rule Part 91.17.  Navigation and rule

application is more complex on open water, in that you will be

following the rules for boats of many varieties approaching from all

directions of the compass and at different speeds. However, on rivers

or on open water, boaters on the water must know the rules. It is

similar to cyclists on our roads, who must know the rules and abide

by them, even though they are not required to hold a licence.  Skipper

responsibility is paramount.

Consistency is Key 

23. Consistency with other areas in the country is important. For

example, to date we have seven different life jacket rules throughout

the country, which is unhelpful and confusing.  The approach to river

boating must also be consistent so jet boaters, who as trailer boaters,

are very mobile and can boat and know the rules wherever they are.

I do not agree the rivers in the district are unique in a way that rebuts

this presumption.

24. Additionally, I am concerned that complex rules make for

complication for the regulators and difficulty around communication

with the public.

An uplifting does not mean unlimited speed 

25. Generally, upliftings should apply from the source to tidal influence.

26. It is important to recognise that a speed uplifting does not mean

unlimited speed.  There are other practical and legal considerations

that control the speed watercraft can travel on a waterway, as will be

discussed below.  You boat to the conditions wherever you are.

27. In JBNZ’s submission, the section ‘Navigation Rules’ discusses the

Rules of the Road at Sea.  The Rules of Road at Sea are
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internationally agreed rules that control matters relating to navigation 

safety, including, importantly, the avoidance of collisions.   

28. All boating, nationally and internationally, is governed by Collision

Regulations, which, in New Zealand are found in Maritime Rules Part

22. The submission sets out rules 22.5, 22.6 and 22.9, which

provide:

Maritime Rules Part 22 Collisions Regulations 

22.5 Look- out 

Every vessel must at all times maintain a proper look-out by 

sight and hearing as well as by all available means 

appropriate in the prevailing circumstances and conditions, 

so as to make full appraisal of the situation and the risk of 

collision. 

22.6  Safe Speed 

Every vessel at all times must proceed at a safe speed so that 

proper and effective action to avoid a collision can be taken 

and the vessel can be stopped within a distance appropriate 

to the prevailing circumstances and conditions. 

22.9  Narrow channels 

A vessel proceeding along the course of a narrow channel or 

fairway must keep as near to the outer limit of the channel or 

fairway which lies on its starboard side as is safe and 

practicable. 

29. Further to the international collision rules, we have Maritime Rules

Part 91, which is the model bylaw for the regions of New Zealand.

Part 91 is to be used in conjunction with Maritime Rule 22.

Maritime Rules Part 91 Navigation Safety Rules 

91.17 River Safety Rules 

A person in charge of a vessel on a river must 
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(i) Ensure that the vessel keeps to the starboard (right)

side of the river channel: and

(ii) If going upstream, give way to any vessel coming

downstream; and

(iii) Not operate the vessel unless river and weather

conditions permit safe operation of the vessel.

30. Local bylaws cannot be inconsistent with Maritime Rule 22 or

Maritime Rule 91.

31. It is the responsibility of a boats’ skipper to comply with these rules

at all times, regardless of whether the boat is commercial or private

or the speed it is travelling.  The rules are international and simple to

understand as they relate to jet boaters and ties into the point I made

above about skipper responsibility.

32. I note that in 2018 Louise Dooley of MNZ alerted QLDC to concerns

about the proposed bylaw’s lawfulness, as it related to commercial

craft.  I attach a copy of that email as Appendix 1.

Perceived Problem – navigation safety 

33. The Statement of Proposal broadly defines the perceived problem

very generally as ‘navigation safety’ and then says a number of

specific safety problems have been considered.1  I agree that a bylaw

is an appropriate way of addressing navigation safety in the

Queenstown Lakes District, alongside Rule 91 (which the bylaws

must be consistent with).

Jet Boaters, Safety and Records of Incidents 

34. Jet boaters want to come home safely at the end of each day just as

any other boater.

35. It is important to recognise that the perception of jet boating by many

people does not reflect the reality of how most people jet boat. Jet

1 Page 15 and page 124 of the Agenda. 
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boating is a family activity. The face of commercial jet boating and its 

associated thrills are as far removed from family jet boating as Sail 

GP and foiling sailing is from the participants in local mixed fleet yacht 

racing. The perception of a high-risk activity is exaggerated and does 

not reflect the reality of the activity. 

36. Over the years, I have observed that family jet boaters are often from

the older age demographic for two main reasons, firstly the degree of

skill required and secondly because they are expensive in

comparison with boats of a similar size for open water use. This is a

limiting factor for the activity.

37. Jet boating, as with sailing, requires considerable skill, in that you

need to learn how to read water and understand river morphology in

order to progress up and down a river.  As the skipper of a jet boat,

you are always looking for passing points and pools to wait in

wherever you are boating. I note Rule 22.5 - keeping a proper

lookout, see above.

38. Most people are unaware that jet propelled craft abound on New

Zealand waters.  Many rescue craft around our coasts use jet

propulsion because it gives a degree of handling capability and safety

that no propeller driven boat can achieve and there is nothing in the

water to hurt a person or hit an object i.e. a propellor. Jet craft can

stop in the length of the boat and have an excellent reverse system

as well.  All jet craft regardless of size, can turn in their own length at

displacement, whether they are 4 metres long or 40 metres long. Jet

propulsion is the choice of the Police, NZ Customs, ferries, military,

port pilots, fishing boats and aquaculture work boats throughout NZ.

39. Jet boaters do not wish to have a collision with an object, log/rock let

alone another vessel.  Perceptions around speed and danger are just

that, perception not reality.

40. There is no evidence that I am aware of that demonstrates a raised

risk of collisions or other mishaps on Queenstown Lakes District

Council rivers.  Perception that something is dangerous is just that.

When examined, a view of boating behaviour by a trained person
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using the legal framework may show that the boater was behaving in 

a lawful manner.   

41. It is a requirement of the MTA section 31 that all incidents and

accidents be reported to MNZ.  Part 6 of the 2018 Bylaw and Draft

Bylaw include requirements to also report incidents and mishaps to

the Harbourmaster.  This incident reporting is very important as it

drives education and legislative changes.

42. I made a request under the Local Government Official Information

and Meetings Act for accidents and incidents reported involving

powered and unpowered vessels or people on the Upper Clutha

River, from the Lake Wanaka Outlet to the Red Bridge at Luggate,

and also the Hunter River.  The answer to that request demonstrates

that before the prohibition on the Upper Clutha was put in place by

the 2017 bylaw, any incidents were not about harm but related to

regulatory matters, such as complaints about operation of craft

outside the regulatory ‘windows’.2

43. I also made a request to MNZ on the 18 October 2024 regarding

incidents on the Upper Clutha and Hunter Rivers. The response,

which covers the period from 2010, some fourteen years, are the only

records available.

44. The majority of accidents and incidents involve commercial craft on

the Clutha.  The only incident involving a pleasure craft was a rescue

of two paddleboarders who had become tangled in a buoy.3

45. There are no incidents reported from the Hunter River.

46. Nationally, there are no records of jet boaters hitting swimmers

anywhere.

47. While there is a perception that some private boaters (non-club)

create an added risk on rivers the data available to me does not back

that up.  I am now seeing the third generation of several families

2 Copies of the incident reports can be provided if required and helpful. 
3 Ibid. 
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driving jet boats.   It is also my experience that many of the boaters I 

encounter are vastly experienced, having both many years of 

experience, on a wide variety of rivers and some having taken formal 

boating education. 

48. Therefore, in my view the absence of reported incidents involving

privately owned jet boats means there is no evidence of there being

a navigation safety issue that justifies the prohibition of private craft

from any part of the river and, as discussed below, there are grounds

for putting in place a speed uplift for the entire year on the Clutha and

Hunter Rivers.

The Hunter River 

49. I am familiar with the Hunter River and have boated it.  The Hunter

River is described by Mr McMaster and I agree with his description,

particularly the ability to identify hazards.

50. I do not understand the justification for uplifts on the Hunter from 1

November to 12 December and 10 March to 30 April only.4

51. The Hunter River is remote and boating is permitted under the District

Plan. JBNZ classify the Hunter as a class 2 river that is suitable to

boat after one season’s experience.  The river’s size and morphology

mean there are no navigation safety hazards or issues beyond those

that are routinely found on rivers.  Its isolation and the need to cross

Lake Hawea mean that it is not heavily boated.  Thus, skippers with

a knowledge of the Rules and boating lawfully can safely navigate

the river at more than 5 knots, including if there are people fishing on

the river. I can see no reason why the river would be less suitable to

boat at more than 5 knots outside of the uplift periods.

52. The Queenstown Lakes District Council (QLDC) report on the

Navigation Safety Bylaw Draft 2025 at page 41, paragraph states that

JBNZ’s proposed “amendments not accepted on the basis of

concerns to fly fishers”. I am unclear what these concerns are.

4 See Draft Bylaw Schedule 2 Table 1. 
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53. This river is rarely boated because of its location. The lake crossing

is treacherous with sudden weather changes. No incidents or

accidents have been reported to Maritime NZ either before or since

the original full six-month uplifting trials done 19 years ago.

54. The presence of higher numbers of river users is not a reason in itself

to conclude an uplift is inappropriate. I note there are no similar

concern expressed for the Dart, Kawarau, Lower Shotover, Wilkin,

Makarora or Matukituki, all of which see fishing (and other

recreational activities) co-existing with jet boating, often in greater

numbers.

55. The Hunter is the only river in the district that does not have a

commercial jet boat operation on it.  However, there are commercial

fly-fishing guides.

56. I have been actively involved in discussions about the controls on the

Hunter River for more than 20 years. My understanding is that the

arrangements on the Hunter have been the same or similar over that

time.

57. From 2002 – 2005 there were up to three trial uplifts on the Hunter

River obtained by JBNZ. While those uplifts were some time ago,

relevantly for this process in a letter of February 2004 the uplifts were

opposed by Fish & Game. It made the point that the “real issues”

were the impact of jet boating on wilderness and recreation values.5

58. A Wanaka Community Board Report dated 23 March 2004 discussed

the safety issues on the River and said:

2 Navigational Issues.
Although in some respects the Hunter River is demanding Jet [sic] boating

with numerous braided shallow areas the actual navigational issues are not

serious.

…

3 General Safety Concerns

5 See attached at Appendix 2. 
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The only real safety concerns are the access to the river across Lake Hawea 

in inclement weather which makes the lake can be nearly impossible to 

navigate safely by Jet boat.  

The other concern is the isolation of the area in that if a problem occurs it 

could take the best part of a full day to walk out for help at Hunter Valley 

Station. 

These issues are however no different to other rivers around the Country 

and do not affect any decision on the speed restriction for the river it’s self 

[sic].6  

59. It is therefore hard for me to reconcile the restrictions on the Hunter

River, given the absence of demonstrable navigation safety issues.

60. In my view it is time to have another look at the Hunter and assess

what navigation safety issues are present so a proper assessment of

the potential for a longer uplift can be assessed and provided for that

is consistent with the District Plan.  For the reasons I have set out

above (and were noted by the old community board) there are few

safety concerns that would prevent that happening.

The Clutha River 

61. The Clutha River is a Class 1 river as it easy to boat and suitable for

beginners and family boating. Jet boaters can easily travel around 44

kms from the Lake Outlet right down to the Lindis Pass Junction.

QLDC uplifted this section of the river on 13 February 1990, and this

included time restrictions on boating above the Albert Town Bridge.

62. Recreational jet boating in the Upper Clutha usually takes place for a

short period of time during the summer months.

63. I recognise Council’s concerns regarding the safety of other river

users, however this risk has been overstated. Jet boaters must be

aware of their surroundings at all times and, as Mr McMaster’s

evidence discusses, whilst up on the plane jet boaters can

manoeuvre their boats in a safe manner. As noted above, there are

6 See attached at Appendix 3, unnumbered at second page. 
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no records of accidents involving recreational craft above the Albert 

Town Bridge and there have even been times where jet boaters have 

come to the aid of other river users.  

64. Recreational jet boating is a lawful activity and its regulation in bylaws

has historically been confusing, inconsistent and the navigation

safety justification unclear. The Environment Court recognised in

relation to the Kawarau River that the navigation safety framework

(Maritime Rules) was robust and allowed for various river activities to

coexist safely.7

65. I bring your attention to this example because the Upper Clutha

would not be used as intensively as the Kawerau River and as Mr

McMaster’s evidence explains this stretch of river would likely be

used to access the rest of the Clutha.

Katherine McNabb 

21 November 2024 

7 See e.g. Kawerau Jet Services Holdings Ltd v Queenstown Lakes DC [2010] 
NZEnvC 419. 



Dear Mr Webster 

Thank you for forwarding  to Keith Manch on 6 August 2018 the draft amendment to the QLDC 
navigation safety bylaw for comment.    I note that these bylaws are currently being publicly 
consulted.  This feedback is being provided in accordance with s33M of the Maritime Transport Act, 
which is aimed at ensuring that Councils do not adopt bylaws that are contrary to national 
navigation safety legislation. 

In that context, there is just one matter that Maritime NZ believes may not be in alignment with the 
Maritime Transport Act.  It is in respect to the requirement that powered vessels are expressly 
authorised to operate under a resource consent issued by the Council.  This appears to be a form of 
licensing and limits the time and number of trips during a specific date range.   In terms of the 
requirement to be authorised by a resource consent, this may be problematic if it is interpreted as 
covering commercial as well as recreational vessels.  Under  s.33M(2)(c) of the Maritime Transport 
Act a navigation bylaw may not impose licensing requirements in respect of any aspect of 
commercial shipping operations that is subject to any requirement contained in any maritime 
rule.  The intention of the bylaw is clear, but to whom it applies (that is, recreational or commercial 
vessels (or both)) is less so.     If commercial vessels are covered by the restriction, alignment with 
the s.33M(2)(c) requirement may need to be met by Council to avoid these bylaws being ultra vires.  

Yours sincerely 

Louise Dooley 
Principal Policy Advisor 

APPENDIX 1 
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45 

remote, low density and unmodified settings. Fisheries at the 'backcountry' or 
'wilderness' end of the spectrum are at risk from growing development pressures and 
increases in user density which are a feature of the Southern Lakes at present. Those 
pressures on rivers such as the Hunter need to be actively managed if the key 
characteristics of value to anglers and other recreationalists are to be maintained. Boat 
speed limits are a mechanism which can help limit pressure on backcountry river fisheries. 
A Sports Fish and Game Plans is a recognised plan in terms of section 7 4 of the 
Resource Management Act. 

In conclusion we submit that he Hunter Valley is a very special backcountry area that 
deserves protection from over-use and dominating water uses such as jet boating. We 
consider the 5 knot speed limit should stay in place on the river throughout its length to 
help provide that protection. The option of a partial uplift on the lower reaches of the 
Hunter was considered but rejected. The Hunter is the only major river in the 
Wanaka/Hawea area that has a boating restriction in its entirety and it is desirable that the 
status quo should remain. We note that the river is still able to be boated by way of one
off speed limit uplifts. This offers a practical way of allowing all recreational uses access 
to the river. 

Yours faithfully 

Niall Watson 

Manager 
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•• 

I 

Due to the high lake level (345.7) access into the river was easy with the river running higher 
than normal from recent rain but nearly clear in colour. The higher than normal river level 
meant that the river flow was braided and made for demanding Jet boating especially when 
travelling downstream. Also very noticeable when travelling downstream is the altitude that 
the river climbs in a relatively short distance from Lake Hawea. 

The following issues were considered during and after the trip. In the case of the fishery 
aspect, a report from Fish & Game - Otago is attached to this item which was written prior to 
the inspection. 

1 Fishery Issues. 

• See attached report.

2 Navigational Issues. 

• Although in some respects the Hunter River is demanding Jet boating with numerous
braided shallow areas the actual navigational issues are not serious.

• The path upstream to the Long Flat Creek confluence there is no issue with visibility,
as one can see clearly two to three hundred metres ahead when travelling ether
upstream or downstream. Above Long Flat Creek confluence visibility may half this
distance but this could dependant on the river flow and the location in the bed of the
river. Due the narrow width of some of the channels if passing a fisherman Jet boats
would have effect especially in low river flows.

3 General Safety Concerns 

The only real safety concerns are the access to the river across Lake Hawea in inclement 
weather which makes the lake can be nearly impossible to navigate safely by Jet boat. 

The other concern is the isolation of the area in that if a problem occurs it could take the best 
part of a full day to walk out for help at Hunter Valley Station. 

These issues are however no different to other rivers around the Country and do not affect 
any decision on the speed restriction for the river it's self. 

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION 

This is not a significant decision under Council's significance policy. 

CONSULTATION-INTERESTED OR AFFECTED PERSONS 

Affected parties have been consulted and the following items of information are attached to 
this report. 

A report from Fish & Game Otago 

An article New Zealand Jet boating NZ 

An information item and request from Jet Boating NZ 

An email from Mr George Ngaei. 

A letter from Mr J Smith 

In addition, Mr John Taylor, Chair of the Guardians of lake Hawea gave his thoughts following 
the inspection trip which he participated in. 



RELEVANT COUNCIL POLICIES 

The following policy documents have been considered in the preparation of this report: 

• The Queenstown Lakes District Council Policy Manual (2003)
• The Queenstown Lakes District Plan (Partially Operative 1998-2004)
• The relevant community plans
e The Council's "policy of significance" 
• The Queenstown Lakes District Waterways Navigation and Safety Bylaw 2003

OPTIONS 

There are three options available to the Board. These are; 

Retain the existing 5 knot limit on the Hunter River 

Uplift the 5 knot limit on a controlled basis 

Uplift the 5 Knot limit without controls for a set period each year. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no financial impact anticipated from any decision by the Board. 

DELEGATIONS REGISTER REFERENCE 

No delegations are affected by this issue. 

DISCUSSION 

The Partially Operative District Plan (Section 4.6 paragraph xii) recognises the importance of 
the Hunter RiverNalley. 

Para xii states; 

The Hunter River, Dingle Burn and Timaru Creek - The hunter River flows from the
main divide to the head of Lake Hawea. Most of the river flows over shingle river flats, 
becoming braided and very shallow in it lower section before entering the lake. 

The Hunter River is regarded as a nationally important fishery. It is valued for it's 
remoteness, scenic beauty and solitude. Only the river mouth can be reached without 
a boat. The Hunter River is an important spawning area for lake Hawea. It may be jet 
boated up to the Fergusson Creek. The river is potentially available for rafting and 
kayaking, but access is difficult to the upper reaches. 

Further, the District Plan deals with conflicts between different recreational activities (Section 
4.6.2 para ii) and under section 4.6.3 Objectives and Policies, paras 4 & 5 discusses the 
avoidance of effects of frequent, large scale or instructive activities (4) and adverse effects of 
of motorised craft in areas of high passive recreational use, significant nature conservation 
values and wildlife habitat (5). 

During the development of the Proposed District Plan Council received submissions in regard 
to the motorised access to a number of rivers in the district and the specific comment in 
Councils decision (#53) details the following; 

Motorised craft are prohibited on the Hunter River during the months of May to October 
inclusive, to protect the trout spawning and other wilderness values. The level of 
activity outsiqe of time is likely to only have a minor and temporary effect on the 
environment due to its inaccessibility. 



Consequently, the Partially Operative District Plan section 5.3.3.5 - Rural Areas - Rules, 
para e / prohibits powered craft on specific rivers and in relation to the Hunter River states " -
Motorised craft on the Hunter River during the months of May to October inclusiven. 

The key issue for the Board to understand is that the District Plan clearly allows motorised 
craft access to the Hunter River from November 1 st of any year until April 30th of the following 
year. The 5 knot speed restriction on the Hunter River currently exists as there has never 
been a formal uplifting of the restriction on this river (many of the districts rivers did have the 
restriction uplifted in 1990 by the then Lakes District Waterways Authority) and any change to 
this must be made under the authority of the Queenstown Lakes District Waterways 
Navigation and Safety Bylaw 2003. 

While we have had two trials up lifting the speed limit we still have no actual data as to 
numbers and effects of any long term uplifting and after consideration, the following 
recommendation is made which we believe will allow; 

" Reasonable controlled access but while acknowledging the value of the area 

o Will allow us to establish a data base on actual usage.

" Will allow better management of the unique Hunter River resource in the future. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Wanaka Community Board consider a recommendation to Council to uplift the 
5 knot speed limit 'for a period of 3 years from November 1st until the Easter Monday of 
the following year subject to the following restrictions; 

1. Any person wishing to access the Hunter River must apply to the
Harbourmaster's office for a permit at least three weeks in advance.

2. All parties must submit a report after the trip on the Hunter River giving details
of any incidents, numbers of fishermen etc. (Blank report to be provided by the
Harbourmasters office)

3. Convoys of boats to be limited to maximum 5 boats.

4. If any safety issue/conflict occurs between any person/users Council reseNes
the right to cancel access on grounds of safety pursuant to the Councils
Waterways Byfaws

** Note: 

In one of the submissions received over this issue, the comment was made regarding 
Commercialisation of the river. In all instances, if a commercial operator was wished to 
operate in the area, resource consent would be required and historically all consent 
applications of this type have been publicly notified. 
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MAY IT PLEASE THE COUNCIL: 

1. Jet Boating New Zealand Incorporated (JBNZ) has submitted on the

Draft Queenstown Lakes District Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025

(Draft Bylaw).

2. JBNZ is a volunteer-led organisation that encourages and promotes

recreational jet boating throughout New Zealand.  It advocates for the

use of waterways by jet boaters, sharing the resource with other

users.

3. JBNZ places safety as a top priority and its website says it is proud

of the high standards that its members adhere to.1  JBNZ has

developed a range of guidelines for the safe enjoyment of jet boats

and its events feature lessons and demonstrations to encourage new

participants and improve the skills of existing boaters.

4. JBNZ’s submission sets out other relevant background and

information about the organisation.

JBNZ’s submission 

5. JBNZ’s case is about demonstrating how it says the Draft Bylaw

should provide for jet boating opportunities on the district’s rivers.

6. JBNZ’s submission focuses on two rivers, the Clutha/Mata-Au River

(in its upper section) and Hunter River, where it seeks to draw your

attention to issues that it says need to be reconsidered and/or

addressed.

7. While its submission focused on the Clutha/Mata-Au River and

Hunter River, it also has an interest in other rivers within the district

with conditional or permanent speed upliftings that enable

recreational jet boating.  Its position is you have largely got it right

with uplifts on rivers like the Makarora, Dart and Kawarau.2

1 About JBNZ – Jet Boating New Zealand 
2 Among others. 
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8. It also submitted on clause 19 – carriage of communication devices,

and the definition of “lifejacket”.

9. JBNZ’s team is myself and:

(a) Katie McNabb – navigation safety expert.

(b) Garth McMaster – experienced jet boater and JBNZ

representative.

What is an uplifting? 

10. Maritime Rules Part 91: Navigation Safety Rules are rules that have

the key objective of setting basic national navigation standards.3

They function alongside other Maritime Rules, e.g. Maritime Rule 22

Collision Prevention and referred to by Mrs McNabb as the “Rules of

the Road at Sea”.

11. An uplifting is an exception to the speed limits in Maritime Rule 91.6,

which provides, most relevantly:

(1) No person may, without reasonable excuse, propel or navigate a

vessel (including a vessel towing a person or an object) at a proper

speed exceeding 5 knots:

…

(b) within 200 metres of the shore…

(6) Rule 91.6(1)(b) shall not apply to:

…

(e) a vessel operating in accordance with a speed uplifting—

(i) established under rule 91.19; or

(ii) established under rule 91.20; or

(iii) continued by rule 91.22; or

3 Maritime Rules Part 91: Navigation Safety Rules – part objective. 
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(iv) established for inland waters by navigation bylaw.

12. Upliftings are of significant interest to JBNZ because rule 91.6

constrains the ability to operate a jet boat safely and reasonably and

is bought through into most navigation safety bylaws.

13. Rule 91.20(2), which contemplates removing upliftings, recognises

that safety must not be unacceptably compromised by the creation

(or retention) of an uplifting.  While this is not an application under

that rule, this is the lens I submit you need to view JBNZ’s submission

through.

14. JBNZ has been involved and interested in the district’s rivers for a

long time. It has actively participated in district planning processes

and the making of bylaws for at least 25 years. This, we think, it gives

us a helpful perspective on the development of the bylaw over time

and has helped us identify a few red flags that we wish to alert you

to and discuss.

Is the 5-knot speed restriction on rivers necessary to keep users safe? 

15. The Maritime Rules are made under the Maritime Transport Act 1994

(MTA). The Draft Bylaw records their application explicitly for

commercial jet boats in cl 294 but all skippers must comply with the

Maritime Rules.

16. In Kawerau Jet Services Holdings Ltd v Queenstown Lakes DC5 the

Environment Court was determining a resource consent application

for an additional commercial operator on the Kawarau River and one

of the principle issues was the ability for the river to safely ‘absorb’

another operator.  Materially for us, the Court concluded that abiding

by the collision rules (including the Maritime Rules) and adopting a

suitable radio protocol would mean there is no significant threat to

safety.6  The point I want to highlight for you is the Court’s reliance

on the Maritime Rules to ensure safety.

4 I have used the clause references from Attachment D to the Agenda.  The JBNZ 
witnesses have done the same.  
5 [2010] NZEnvC 419. 
6 At [219]. 
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17. While this is important and endorsed by JBNZ, there is a subtlety with

the imposition of the five know speed restriction to alert you to.

18. To start with some fundamentals for context, subject to 9.3(b), the

speed upliftings are in Part 5 and Schedule 2, cl 9.1. The Draft Bylaw

requires vessels to travel at speeds not exceeding five knots within

200m of the shore, echoing Maritime Rule 91.6.

19. JBNZ say that rule 91.6 is something of an accident of history for

rivers and was not explicitly made for safety reasons.  It did not really

contemplate how jet propulsion units would open rivers for motorised

craft.  Mrs McNabb can explain more about that to you.  This is

important because it means that for your starting point you should not

assume that the speed restriction in rule 91.6 is necessary to keep

users of rivers safe.

20. Rather, the history of jet boating and a correct understanding of who

jet boaters are and what they do, leads to the conclusion that speeds

greater than five knots are appropriate when considered alongside

the full suite of navigation safety provisions and the characteristics of

a jet boat:

(a) The navigation safety provisions are simple boating rules that

manage the risk of collisions between boats, between boats

and people, and between boats and non-motorised craft.  Mrs

McNabb will tell you more about that.

(b) Secondly, it is not correct to assume that slow as possible will

always be the safest way to drive a jet boat (although it

obviously will be sometimes).  Mr McMaster can explain that

to you.

21. That leads on to the issue of evidence. JBNZ often faces

misunderstandings and assumptions when it comes to the

recreational jet boater in New Zealand.  Mrs McNabb corrects this

misunderstanding very well in her evidence.  The short point is

recreational jet boats should not be superimposed with large

commercial jet boats, whose purpose is often to provide thrills.
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22. Jet boats can go fast.  That does not mean that they always go fast

or are unsafe.  Jet boats are a way for people to travel up rivers into

places they wouldn’t otherwise be able to get to without walking in,

potentially over private land.

23. Additionally, just because you can go faster doesn’t mean that you

will.  The key is being in control and boating to the conditions.  A

skipper’s first responsibility is compliance with the Rules of the Road

at Sea.

24. As noted above, the requirements to avoid collisions are found in

Maritime Rules Part 22,7 which, again, Mrs McNabb can tell you more

about.8

Proper Purpose 

25. The Statement of Proposal is clear that the problem this bylaw is

intended to address is the management of navigation safety.  It also

notes the Draft Bylaw’s statutory purpose of ensuring maritime

safety, as provided for in s 33M MTA.9

26. Section 155 Local Government Act 2002 requires determinations as

to whether:

(a) A bylaw is the most appropriate way of addressing the

perceived problem - subs (1).

(b) What is proposed is the most appropriate form of bylaw - subs

(2)(a).

27. These are substantive preliminary considerations that must be

addressed in your recommendations to the full Council.

28. For JBNZ, it says, at this time, the bylaw is the correct way to address

the appropriateness of speed upliftings on the rivers, rather than

7 Maritime Rules Part 22: Collision Prevention. 
8 The Draft Bylaw includes a number of provisions that echo the Part 22 obligations 
without repeating them – in other words it is consistent with rules made under the 
MTA, s 33M(2)(d)(i). 
9 You will be familiar with s 33M so I have not set it out in full. 
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relying on an application under the Maritime Rules to Maritime New 

Zealand (MNZ).10 

29. A bylaw must not disproportionately interfere with a public right, or

the bylaw will be unreasonable.

30. A bylaw must be certain and be objectively ascertainable by the

reader in order to enforceable – in other words I need to know what I

have to do in order to comply11.  I do not have many particular

comments regarding drafting and JBNZ have set out most of the relief

it seeks in its submissions.

31. Any exercise of its bylaw making power, including the power to

amend bylaws, must be informed by the purpose for which the bylaw

is made, here, navigation safety.  Because of the words at the start

of s 33M(1) “For the purpose of ensuring maritime safety …” the

bylaw cannot be for a collateral purpose (i.e. not related to maritime

safety), for example managing noise or other amenity effects.  Any

part of a bylaw that is not expressly for maritime safety purposes

would be unlawful.12

32. There are a number of submissions that would appear to address

matters that go beyond maritime and navigational safety on inland

waters.

33. JBNZ submitted on the Navigation Safety Bylaw 2018 provisions for

the Upper Clutha raising the same concern.  There was, as I

understand it, a clear pattern of submissions that wanted the

Navigation Safety Bylaw to control what could generally be

considered resource management effects.  While the MTA and

Resource Management Act 1991 provide an integrated approach to

maritime safety13 there is no jurisdiction for a navigation safety bylaw

to consider matters beyond those in s 33M.

10 See Maritime Rule 91.20. 
11 See e.g. Riddiford v Collier (No 2) (1896) 15 NZLR 344 and Cropp v Judicial 
Committee [2008] NZSC 46. 
12 Conley v Hamilton City Council [2008] 1 NZLR 789. 
13 Southern Alps Air Ltd v Queenstown Lakes DC CIV-2007-485-134, Panckhurst J, 
17 July 2007. 
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34. Any submissions that address matters not contemplated by s 33M

should have no influence on your decision.

35. The proper approach is for you to receive the submissions and then

either record them as beyond the scope of matters that can be

considered, or strike them out.  The risk you will run if you take into

account irrelevant considerations is when, or if, Council attempts to

enforce the bylaw, the offending part of the bylaw could be struck out

as unlawful.

Hunter River 

36. Turning to the Hunter River, JBNZ supports uplift windows on that

river but says they are too short.  It is concerned the reasoning behind

the timing of the uplifts may likewise have been motivated by

improper/unlawful purposes.

37. The reasoning for the limited uplifting is explained in the staff report

as dealing with potential conflicts between users and to provide

“certainty … to different user groups that promotes navigation

safety”.14

38. The Hunter River has been of interest to JBNZ for a long time.  It has

actively participated in resource management and other local

government processes involving that river.  It also ran a trial uplift with

the approval of MNZ.  Mrs McNabb’s evidence includes information

from around 2004 that shows potential conflicts motivating requested

controls on the Hunter at that time that would more properly be dealt

with in a district plan.

39. The Navigation Safety Bylaw 2009 showed in Schedule 5 an uplift

from 1 November to 30 April.  However sometime between then and

the amendment in July 2009 or 201015, it appears the position

changes and the approach described in the staff report was adopted

– i.e. remove some users (jet boats) because there are others using

14 See page 41. 
15 Refer staff report at [77]. 
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the resource and that will make things safer.16  If the reasoning has 

been correctly reported then, with respect, it is simplistic at best. 

40. I highlight Mr McMaster’s evidence that the river morphology of the

Hunter River, notably its width, lack of sharp bends and multiple

channels, means there is very little realistic chance of conflict

between fisherman and non-motorised craft, and jet boats.

41. The concern is that this misplaced thinking continues to influence the

approach to that river and there has not been sufficient scrutiny in

recent years to really understand whether safety would be

compromised by removing the exclusion period between 13

December and 18 March (inclusive) when the uplifting does not

apply.

42. The potential for conflict between users by itself should not be

enough.  We need to understand what we mean by conflict from a

navigation safety perspective.  And then, consideration needs to be

given to conflicts that might impact safety.

43. JBNZ says it is time for Council to look again at the Hunter River and

the restrictions placed on the boating of that river and to carefully

consider whether they are justified or not.

44. To summarise, on the information in front of you there is very limited

evidence that demonstrates any actual conflict between users that

would affect navigation safety (see next section) and instead there

seems to be a presumption that the status quo must be correct.

Clutha/Mata-Au River 

45. JBNZ does not oppose the recognition of commercial operators on

the Upper Clutha River in the Draft Bylaw.  Commercial and pleasure

craft co-exist on a number of waterways in the district and can do so

on the Clutha.

46. Mrs McNabb has obtained data from QLDC and MNZ on the reported

incidents on the Clutha and Hunter Rivers.  Mrs McNabb will be able

16 Ibid. 
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to take you through the detail if you wish, but what I want to highlight 

is the absence of incidents involving recreational jet boats and 

absence of conflict between recreational and commercial craft 

needing to be managed.  

47. JBNZ says there is no navigation safety reason for the prohibition on

recreational boats.

48. Unfortunately, the Statement of Proposal and the Staff Report do not

provide much enlightenment. Furthermore, the submissions from the

commercial operators (and people connected to the commercial

operators) do not seem to be asking for this outcome.

49. Mr McMaster’s evidence points out that the characteristics of the river

mean the ability for motorised craft to use the river is ample. The

Clutha is wide and deep, so it is very difficult to see what the issue is

the Draft Bylaw is trying to manage.

Relief 

50. In terms of what should be done, I accept careful thought needs to

be given to how you could grant the relief sought by JBNZ on the

Hunter and Clutha, particularly as to what consultation might need to

be undertaken if you elect to suggest changes.17

51. It would be appropriate to exercise care on this point because, like

the cases I have cited above, Council is not starting with a “clean

slate” so you “could not say everything is up for review”.18  However,

it may be sufficient for you to reason a decision on the extent you do

or do not consult further in your recommendations to Council and to

therefore comply with your legal duties19 - do not fall into the trap of

thinking you need to consult and it is therefore all too hard.

17 New Zealand Motor Caravan Association Inc v Marlborough DC [2021] NZHC 
3157 (NZMCA) and Nelson Gambling Taskforce Inc v Nelson CC HC Nelson CIV-
2010-442-368. 
18 NZMCA at [63]. 
19 Ibid. at [68]. 
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52. For JBNZ, it would prefer to see changes to the bylaw now and the

issue properly scrutinised.  However, it could accept further

consultation undertaken in light of the issues we are raising today.

Definition of ‘lifejacket’ 

53. Mr McMaster’s evidence explains the concern around the definition

of ‘lifejacket’.20 That concern is self-explanatory.

54. JBNZ note the potential issue is unlikely to impact its activities, as the

types of lifejackets contemplated by the definition remain suitable for

jet boating. The matter is highlighted in case the Council wish to

reconsider the same on account of it being unworkable.

55. The reporting officers reject JBNZ’s relief but propose amendments

that are almost to the same effect and have the same rationale.

JBNZ will confirm its position on those changes at the hearing.

Carriage of communication devices 

56. Clause 19 governs the use of communication devices and is, in

principle, supported by JBNZ.

57. The JBNZ submission says that if the two forms of communication

equipment on a vessel must both be able to function (i.e. receive and

transmit) at all times that would be unworkable. This is because the

areas accessible by jet boats are often far from reliable cell phone

coverage or radio repeaters, in other words they are “black areas”.

As you know, communication in black areas can be maintained

through the use of personal locator beacons, or similar devices21, or

satellite phones, which are contemplated in the explanatory note of

cl 19. These are usually used as an adjunct to phones and VHF

radios, which are a primary form of communication.

58. Unfortunately, the staff report is a little unhelpful, noting that it is not

QLDC’s responsibility to “ensure mobile phone or any other form of

communication is available on every navigable waterway in the

20 See cl 6.1 at p 52 Agenda. 
21 Such as emergency position-indicating radio beacons (EPIRBs). 
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district”, and not really engaging with the issue (explained below) that 

sits behind the concern.   

59. JBNZ’S concern comes down to interpretation of cl 19, which might

be a nuance the JBNZ submission could have made clearer.  What

it seeks is confirmation that a sensible interpretation of clause 19 will

be adopted so that when in a black area if only one piece of

equipment is functioning i.e. able to perform functions from any area

where the vessel is intended to operate22, that will not be a breach of

the bylaw.

60. Adopting this interpretation of clause 19.2 would, in my view, be a

fairly routine application of statutory interpretation principles – i.e. that

the “equipment” referred to in the second sentence of the clause is a

reference to “one form of communication equipment”.  However, the

same can’t be said for 19.1, which could be interpreted to require

both pieces of equipment to function at all times.

61. A simple amendment to cl 19.1 would address my client’s concern23:

The person in charge of a vessel must ensure two independent forms of 

communication equipment that are either waterproof or carried in a 

waterproof bag or container are on board for the duration of any intended 

voyage. The At least one of the forms of communication equipment must be 

able to perform communication functions from any area where the vessel is 

intended to be operated. 

CP Thomsen  

Counsel for Jet Boating New Zealand Inc 

22 November 2024  

22 Refer drafting in cl 19.2. 
23 Because cl 19.2 already requires the waterproof equipment to function from any 
area where the vessel is intended to be operated. 



KELVIN PENINSULA COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
NAVIGATION SAFETY BYLAW SUBMISSION 

This submission is limited to the proposed removal of Ski Lanes in Frankton Arm and the 
widening of the Kawarau Dam Access Lanes.   


SKI LANES 

Historically the Frankton Arm has been a wonderful local asset for waterskiing and boating and is 
well loved by locals, holiday home owners and visitors alike. The district is expanding, and so is 
the marina; it can be assumed there will be more recreational users on the Lake over time.  


The draft Bylaw proposes to remove 4 ski lanes in Frankton Arm: Frankton Beach, Frankton Arm 
North Side, Willow Place West Side and Loop Road; and to alter the 5th, Kelvin Grove.  KPCA 
considers that the navigational and safety issues at Kelvin Grove are just as great, if not more so 
in relation to safety, as the other ski lanes in Frankton Arm which are proposed to be removed for 
the such reasons.  Retaining only the Kelvin Grove ski lane within the Frankton Arm will 
concentrate more waterskiing activity at Kelvin Grove, resulting in greater conflict between 
multiple users of the beach, and ultimately increased safety concerns.  Reluctantly, we have come 
to the conclusion that Kelvin Grove must be treated the same as the other waterski lanes within 
Frankton Arm and, if navigational and safety concerns warrant their removal, then the same 
should apply to Kelvin Grove.


Kelvin Grove ski lane 
Kelvin Grove is used by a wide variety of the community, including swimmers, paddle boarders, 
kayakers, fishers, and families picnicking and playing in the water.  


Over recent years, there has been markedly increased congestion at Kelvin Grove beach during 
the height of the summer holiday period which has raised significant safety issues for all users of 
the beach.  We submit that, with increasing population within Kelvin Peninsula and the district 
generally, Kelvin Grove has outgrown its traditional use as a waterski lane to the extent that such 
activities within 200m of the beach creates a significant conflict between the multiple users of the 
beach.  


It is acknowledged that Kelvin Grove’s attractiveness for waterskiing is due to the fact that the 
beach is often more sheltered than other areas of Frankton Arm during the predominant westerly 
wind.   However, that shelter is what also makes it attractive for more passive users of the beach, 
including swimmers, paddle boarders, kayakers, fishers, and families picnicking and playing in the 
water. In our observation, the restriction on passive recreation within the ski lane is generally 
ignored, as groups tend to occupy the best positions on the beach (which is permitted within the 



ski lane) and recreate from there, including using powered craft.  It is particularly when waterskiing 
and passive recreation activities combine that a serious safety issue ensues. 


The combination of waterskiing and passive recreation is not the only safety issue. Other craft, 
such as jet skis and electric powered foil boards, also use the Kelvin Grove ski lane to exceed the 
5 knot speed limit within 200m of the shoreline without towing a waterskier.  They effectively just 
‘play’ close to the shoreline.  Committee members have observed near misses between these 
craft playing in the ski lane and approaching boats towing water skiers.  Who is at fault is 
uncertain, as the signage is silent on craft exceeding the 5 knot speed limit, but not towing a 
waterskier within the ski lane.


The proposal to remove the other ski lanes within the Frankton Arm (and elsewhere) due to 
navigational and safety concerns will mean that Kelvin Grove will be the only remaining waterski 
lane in the Frankton Arm.  That would result in more waterski activities being concentrated there, 
creating greater conflict between uses, and ultimately significantly more safety concern.    


We therefore disagree that the Council’s proposal to remove all the waterski lanes in the Frankton 
Arm except for the one at Kelvin Grove (whilst reducing the width of such at the same time) is the 
solution to this issue. As noted, we consider that Kelvin Grove has outgrown its traditional use as 
a waterski lane to the extent that such activities within 200m of the beach create a significant 
conflict between the multiple users of the beach. The Council’s solution will compound these 
conflicts between multiple users of the beach.    


We also submit that the nature of “waterskiing” has evolved in recent years to the extent that 

waterski lanes are becoming less important.  Waterski technology (including wake boards, wake 
surf, foil boards and tubing) has been improved such that deep water starts (for kids and adults) 
are far easier, eliminating the need to start and stop on a beach.   


We therefore conclude that the navigational and safety issues at Kelvin Grove are just as great, if 
not more so, than the other ski lanes in Frankton Arm which are proposed to be removed for the 
such reasons.  Retaining only the Kelvin Grove ski lane within the Frankton Arm will concentrate 
more water skiing activity at Kelvin Grove, creating greater conflict between multiple users of the 
beach, and ultimately increased safety concern.  Reluctantly, in our opinion, Kelvin Grove must be 
treated the same as the other waterski lanes within Frankton Arm, and if navigational and safety 
concerns warrant their removal, then the same should apply to Kelvin Grove.      


In making this submission, the KPCA committee has not favoured one recreational use over 
another.  We are cognisant of the fact that waterskiing can still occur from Kelvin Grove, however 
behaviour will need to change, by starting and finishing water ski activities past the 200m zone 



(noting also with young children on a biscuit, it is possible to depart the beach under 5 kts and 
speed up once out of the 200m zone).


Frankton Beach Ski Lane 
We support the removal of this ski lane.  The beach is very popular in the summertime and often 
too shallow for waterskiing anyway.


Frankton Arm North Side, Willow Place West Side and Loop Road Ski Lanes  
If a ski lane or lanes are to be retained in the Frankton Arm, we submit that the Frankton Arm 
North Side, Willow Place West Side and Loop Road ski lanes are the best in minimising any 
navigational risks and conflict between users.  The concern that “the ski lane is not currently 
demarcated by ski lane poles on the foreshore or buoys”, would be answered by simply 
reinstalling the ski lane poles and buoys.  We also note that the fact that each of these ski lanes 
“is not frequently used” does not raise a navigation or safety concern. 

In relation to Willow Place, West Side, the five knot signage buoys along the outside of the Willow 
Place islands also need to be replaced as KPCA has requested previously. 


Other areas, such as the beach south of Jardine Park or Homestead Bay could also be 
considered as suitable ski lanes to take the pressure off Frankton Arm.  


KAWARAU DAM ACCESS LANES 
KPCA considers that commercial jet boat use is best restricted to the centre of the Lake where 
there is less wash and potential for conflict with recreational lake users, and better noise 
attenuation to the shore.  There is a real danger to recreational users in the high speed access 
lanes being widened: kayaks, boards and little sailboats (optimists and lasers) often with young 
sailors at the helm use the areas between the shore and the islands. 


Any change should be circumscribed to the specific usage required.  So, where boats need to get 
on the plane (i.e. exceed 5 knots) in areas which they cannot do so lawfully (i.e. within 200 metres 
of the shore), the increase in the size of the existing access lanes should be restricted to those 
areas and/or purposes that are strictly necessary.  To illustrate the point, we have labeled the 
three willow islands A, B an C in the screen snap reproduced below of the Map on page 42 of the 
draft Bylaw.


Current situation:

Commercial jet boats generally come in below island A and travel to the Downstream Kawarau 
Dam Access Lane at speed.  They exit the area by travelling on the Upstream Access Lane and 
then out below Island A at speed.




The Ferry travels at speed from the Frankton marina via the channel to the west of islands A and 
B. Slows to under 5 kts at island B at the navigation beacon then proceeds to the Hilton Jetty.  It
exits the same way.

The Million Dollar Cruise boat comes into the area the same way as the Ferry, idles around to the 
south of island C and then exits the same way.  (The Million Dollar Cruise boat needs the deeper 
water access otherwise it will ground in low lake level periods.)


There is some recreational use of the area.   Jet boats usually follow the commercial jet boat 
track.  Other craft generally come in below Island B, if they know how shallow the other tracks in 
are.   Similarly, the area out to the islands is considered by families to be safe for play/learning 
how to use small craft, including kayakers and sailors.


The current (and proposed) Bylaw relating to Conduct in Access Lanes provides: 
Clause 43.3 “No person in charge of a vessel may operate a vessel in a manner that 
obstructs or impedes the passage of any other person while that other person is using an 
access lane for the purpose for which it  has been declared”  


Clause 43.5 “If one or more persons are using an access lane for the purpose for which it 
is declared, no other person may enter, remain in or use the lane for any other purpose.” 


The consequences of the proposed new Kawarau Dam Access Lanes will therefore include:

• Commercial Jet boats will be able to travel at speed south of island B creating a risk of

collision with the Ferry, the Million Dollar Cruise boat and recreational vessels, plus increase
the noise level for Hilton guests and nearby residents.

• The Ferry will not be able to travel is current path, if there are commercial jet boats operating
in the area.

• The Million Dollar Cruise boat will be prohibited from entering or staying in the area, if
commercial jet boats are operating.

KPCA alternative proposal:

1. The navigation safety requirement is to seperate the commercial jet boats from all other craft to
avoid collision risk.  This could be achieved by moving the new access lane to run in north west
direction as an extension to the Upstream Access Lane and then curve west to exit above island
A and the small one above A.  This would also limit the wash on the shoreline by the Hilton and
the noise pollution.

2. Where the Ferry requires access to the Hilton jetty by being on the plane closer than currently
allowed, any change in access at speed below island B should be separately identified and
specifically restricted to “public transport” purposes (similar to a ‘bus lane’ and defined to exclude
commercial jet and cruise boats).



Kelvin Peninsula Community Association 
30 October 2024



Southern Lakes Windriders - 
Proposed ‘windriders’ zone

November 2024

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

Jonty Norton 



Homestead Bay

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-45.089818, 168.735668

-45.091236, 168.736801

-45.089818, 168.735668

-45.093479, 168.736544
-45.093367, 168.725802

-45.089514, 168.728737



Frankton Beach

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-45.021423, 168.728280

-45.018043, 168.719862

-45.017248, 168.721906

-45.016777, 168.722443
-45.017068, 168.723678

-45.017665, 168.723264

-45.023113, 168.722103



Kelvin Heights

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-45.050442, 168.676815

-45.049155, 168.682211

-45.047266, 168.677934

-45.046723, 168.677303

-45.047280, 168.675916

-45.046903, 168.675706

-45.047333, 168.670088



One Mile

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-45.038037, 168.648346

-45.042104, 168.647210

-45.039495, 168.653003

-45.039564, 168.644602

-45.038106, 168.647778

-45.038320, 168.647986



25 Mile / Mt Creighton

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-44.987950, 168.416521 -44.988036, 168.429304

-44.991851, 168.429157

-44.991817, 168.430600

-44.992729, 168.431193

-44.993295, 168.430579

-44.997412, 168.430630
-44.997535, 168.416570



Glenorchy

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-44.848408, 168.377051

-44.854132, 168.365827
-44.853469, 168.379074

-44.848811, 
168.365810

-44.850871, 
168.381139

-44.851055, 168.379943

-44.850724, 168.380476



Kingston

Southern Lakes Windriders Club

-45.330969, 168.724817-45.330957, 168.720823

-45.333240, 168.720272

-45.333783, 168.723170

-45.333967, 168.723730

-45.333505, 168.724310

-45.333034, 168.724462
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Subject: Million Dollar Cruises Limited submission - Draft Navigation Safety Bylaw 2025
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Hello Luke,

The sailing routes authorised by resource consent relative to the restrictions in the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw in the vicinity of the Kawarau Falls Bridge are set out below.

This route is sourced from the decision RM100573 which relates to the boat referred to as Million Dollar #2.

The first image is an overlay of the Council approved sailing route near the bridge – atop the proposed Bylaw Access Lanes.  (Note: the three white boxes are not representative of anything)

The second image is a tracing of that same approved route, overlaid on the proposed Bylaw Access Lanes.

Please note that the routes approved in the earlier resource consent (RM070854) is less pare not specific and the decision states that the applicant does not intend to operate on a specific route, but
wishes to have the opportunity to operate over the entire surface of Lake Wakatipu:



John 

EA31526-John-Edmonds-&-Associates-Email-Footer_Stage-3__,lohn 

From: Luke Place 

Sent: Thursday, 14 November 2024 9:27 PM 

To: John.Edmonds 

iii 

SUbject: Million Dollar Cruises limited submission- Draft NaVt.gatioo Safety Bylaw 2025 

Kia ora Mr Edmonds 

Thank you for making a S1Jbrrission on the Draft Navigation Safety Bybw2025 on behatf of Wlion Dollar Cruises limied. Council is preparing to hear sobmssions, and we woud like to request some 
adcilional .-.fom'lation from you to assist the he3ring:s panel ll"derstand the slJbTlittef"s relief. 

In particular. il "1IOUld be usefiJ for the hearings panel to see the sailing routes used by Mllion Dollar Cruise vessels (as apptCNed by the resource consents noted in the sobm:ssion) o\lfflayed wih the 

amendments to 1he Kawarau Dam access lanes shown in Map 3 (Kawarau Dam) of the draft bylaw. 

If you are able to prcMde this information,� email it through to me by 5 pm Tuesday 19 November 2024. 

Nga mihi 
f<;nd cega.-ds 

Luke Place BR? (Hon&) tit NZPI 

Principal Policy Advisor 

Strategy & Poli cy Department 

Oueenstown Lakes District Ccud 

lrnll)'IIIMl..:!tlt .-.eri.1o.Mldoot uw•bu.tl!tls hours. P'lctaM!note Inc-I I Of'lf)'on�• r1111por.idl.l'lnJyourown u.ulllbuslnee hours. 

1be con.� Of m«:; -ii r!Mlucin,�en.'t:$.)econricenNI en.1m.y1t.o tie le.?l)'pw�, "'-W1Cec:1 only tott!lerecipitflt.tr t.'lisetl'leili: r.ot IICC1e'...:e:i toy°", ycu ffl.11::t not ,m:, rue, ciimcvtt or copy tlllSooo..wner:t. If you reori11ed t!lisdocu111etrt ay 111im1te, 
p�COl'lect�tffl!eil;erider and ,:l�troytlM'�ll•lme�t [,ndue1i11,ettlKNl'lei-.U� 
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