
Quentin Smith  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
The adoption of the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the retention of 
17.4 being the "(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the 
Arrow River". 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Supports 

Submission: 
I submit specifically that the following be retained unchanged regardless of submissions received.  Section 
17(4)  No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River  
Section 22 Wake (1) Subject to clauses 12 and 17, every person in charge of any vessel must ensure that the 
vessel’s wake or the wake from any person or                      object being towed:   . (a)  does not 
prevent other people from safely using the waterway;    . (b)  does not cause danger or risk of 
damage to other vessels, structures, or                  navigation aids; and    . (c)  does not cause any risk 
of harm to any other person.   Section 43 Permanent speed up liftings  . (1)  A person may apply to have 
any speed limit prescribed by this Bylaw uplifted from waters specified in the application, by application in 
writing to the Council.   . (2)  An application under subclause (1) must not be granted unless the 
Council is satisfied that:    . (a)  The application has been publicly notified;and    . (b)  
The affected persons have had reasonable opportunity to comment on the application; and    . (c)  
The applicant has provided evidence of the consultation undertaken with affected persons and any 
navigation safety concerns arising from                  the consultation process; and    . (d)  The applicant 
has provided evidence of any measures taken to address any concerns raised by affected persons; and    .
 (e)  Uplifting the speed limit will not unacceptably increase the risk to navigation safety or endanger 
persons using the waters that are the subject                   to the application.   . (3)  The Council will:    .
 (a)  consult with the Director before granting any application made under subclause (1); and    .
 (b)  notify the Director when it grants such an application and must give public notice of the speed 
uplifting.   . (4)  The Council may grant an application in accordance with subclause (1) for a specified 
period or periods and subject to such conditions as Council may specify                 in the interests of 
maritime safety.   and  Schedule 3 - Upliftings (be retained unchanged)  That the scope of the submissions 
and subsequent amendments be limited to those areas raised in the statement of proposal. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Adopt the propose Navigation Safety Bylaw in its entirety as proposed and advertise.  Not to consider any 
matters for amendment or removal that were not within the "statement of proposal" as advertised.   No 
other changes be made as a result of submissions. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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 Chard Farm Ltd 
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
The adoption of the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the retention of 
17.4 being the "(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the 
Arrow River” and all associated provisions. 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Supports 

Submission: 
1.  The adoption of the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the retention 
of 17.4 being the "(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the 
Arrow River” and all associated provisions.   2.  Support the proposed NSB (Navigation Safety Bylaw)  3.  I 
submit specifically that the following be retained unchanged regardless of submissions received. Section 
17(4)  No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River  
Section 22 Wake (1) Subject to clauses 12 and 17, every person in charge of any vessel must ensure that the 
vessel’s wake or the wake from any person or object being towed:   . (a)  does not prevent other 
people from safely using the waterway;    . (b)  does not cause danger or risk of damage to 
other vessels, structures, or  navigation aids; and    . (c)  does not cause any risk of harm to any 
other person.   Section 43 Permanent speed up liftings  . (1)  A person may apply to have any speed limit 
prescribed by this Bylaw uplifted from waters specified in the application, by application in writing to the 
Council.   . (2)  An application under subclause (1) must not be granted unless the Council is satisfied 
that:    . (a)  The application has been publicly notified;and    . (b)  The affected persons 
have had reasonable opportunity to comment on the application; and    . (c)  The applicant has 
provided evidence of the consultation undertaken with affected persons and any navigation safety 
concerns arising from the consultation process; and    . (d)  The applicant has provided evidence of 
any measures taken to address any concerns raised by affected persons; and    . (e)  Uplifting the 
speed limit will not unacceptably increase the risk to navigation safety or endanger persons using the 
waters that are the subject to the application.   . (3)  The Council will:    . (a)  consult with the 
Director before granting any application made under subclause (1); and    . (b)  notify the 
Director when it grants such an application and must give public notice of the speed uplifting.   . (4)  The 
Council may grant an application in accordance with subclause (1) for a specified period or periods and 
subject to such conditions as Council may specify in the interests of maritime safety.   and  Schedule 3 - 
Upliftings 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Adopt the propose Navigation Safety Bylaw in its entirety as proposed and advertise.  Not to consider any 
matters for amendment or removal that were not within the "statement of proposal" as advertised.   No 
other changes be made as a result of submissions. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Neil Woodrow  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Schedule 3, clause 10 b (ii) 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
In the "Upliftings" in schedule 3, for the Clutha River (clause 10 b ii) the hours for uncontrolled power 
boating activity has been extended. This is not acceptable to residents like us, who are within earshot of 
the river. During the daylight hours in summer power boats, in particular jet skis generate an unacceptable 
amount of noise. Extending the hours to include the evening would be a gross intrusion for everyone in this 
area. The hours of operation should remain unchanged.  I would also recommend that the council ban jet 
skis from the Clutha River completely, with the exception of the harbourmaster. Whereas power boats pass 
through the area on their way to a destination up or down river jet ski riders start at the motor camp and 
just go around in circles, so are the main culprit of noise pollution. They are also dangerous to swimmers 
and kayakers. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Leave this clause unchanged, and ideally further restrict the river usage to exclude jetskis at all times. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Carolyn Mary Sawyer  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Schedule 3 Upliftings (10) Clutha River 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
I oppose the changing of daylight hours to sunrise to sunset in 10 b (ii).  My reasons are as follows:  1. Noise:   
I live on a rise, six houses back from the Clutha River at Albert Town. During the summer months the noise 
from jet boats and jet skis is considerable at times. It is a relief when 6.00 pm comes and peace descends 
on the area again and one can sit outside and enjoy the summer evenings. There are quite a lot of houses in 
this part of Albert Town and many of the people who live here do so for the amenity value of peace and 
quiet, though it means they have further to travel to Wanaka.  People generally tolerate daytime noise - 
neighbours with chainsaws and lawnmowers, aeroplanes, jet boats - but dusk, when the day's work is done, 
should be free from the stress of loud motors and the roar of jets.   2. Fishing:  "A QLDC spokesperson said 
the change had been proposed to benefit fishermen, by improving access for people fishing from boats" 
Wanaka Sun 31/7/14  It is my experience that the vast majority of water vehicles on the Clutha River 
between the Outlet and Albert Town are jets and jet skis, not fishermen.  In any case, there are plenty of 
other spots where people can access the river for fishing, either vehicle access to put boats in, or to fish on 
foot, than around the more built up area of Albert Town.  3. Unequal impact:  The most important point of 
all, it seems to me, is that all sorts of people like to use the river for recreation. There are swimmers, 
picnickers, campers, walkers, cyclists, and fly-fishermen and these people DO NOT impinge on the pleasure 
of boaties or jetskiers.  Boaties or, rather, their vehicles, DO impinge on the pleasure of swimmers ( and 
safety of swimmers), campers, fly-fishermen, walkers, cyclists and picnickers. Therefore, their time on the 
river should be MORE LIMITED than that of the greater number of people who follow quieter and less 
disruptive pursuits. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Please leave the bylaw as it is, with summer daytime hours for boats between 10 am and 6 pm. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Maree Horlor  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Extending hours on Clutha. 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Partly Supports/Partly Opposes 

Submission: 
I oppose the change in hours on the Clutha Rv. Two reasons... I like the feel of an area that has quiet 
mornings eg Lk Camp and Lake Clearwater in Canterbury. Thats an area where thee is a ovely attitude by 
the locals to the shared amenity. Secondly increased disturbance from watercraft will impact fishing. 
Schedule 3. 10. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Keep hours for boating on Clutha the same. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Jeanie Ackley  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
10 Clutha River (a) The 5 knot limit is in place at all times on the following waters: (i) From Lake Wanaka 
outlet to the old County Boundary (approximately 2 kilometres downstream from the Lake Wanaka Outlet) 
marked by yellow poles and yellow buoys; (ii) The river channel on the true right of the river at Albert Town 
marked by yellow marker buoys upstream and downstream of the island. (b) The 5 knot limit is uplifted 
from the Yellow Poles at the old County Boundary downstream to the Red Bridge at Luggate during the 
following hours: (i) 10am to 4pm during the months of NZ standard time (ii) Sunrise to Sunset during the 
months of daylight saving 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
I oppose the change in the bylaw extending the time boast are allowed on the Clutha River - Specifically 10 
b ii.  I oppose the extending of the time from 6pm until sunset in summer for the following reasons.  This 
part of the river is bordered by residential /camping areas and scenic walking and biking trails and 
swimming holes.  The noise and wake from boats between 6pm and sunset is unnecessary and disturbing 
to the peace of the river for residents and other users.     My family and I enjoy this part of the river for 
snorkling and swimming, fishing, walking and biking, camping and picnics and we have lived near it for 
some time.   We do not want the time for quiet on the river extended to sunset in summer.  All of these 
activities are disturbed by boat noise and wake.  This is the prime time for fisher people to enjoy the world 
class fly fishing of Dean's Bank.  Boat noise and wake completely destroys the enjoyment of this activity on 
this river.   I also strongly object to the QLDC spokespersons comment in the Wanaksun on Thursday 
31/7/14 who said the change had been proposed to benefit fishermen, by improving access for people 
fishing from boats.  This is completely wrong and illegal  - I draw attention to the following regulation for 
Freshwater fishing from the Fish and Game regional license rules.  8.3 Subject to clause 8.4 for this region, 
anglers fishing from boats, which are being mechanically propelled, must stay at least 100m from any 
anglers fishing from the shore. 8.4 No anglers fishing for sports fish shall troll from any boat, which is being 
mechanically propelled on any river or stream except the Taieri River downstream of the Otokia Bridge on 
State Highway 1, the Waipori River downstream from the Contour Channel and the Clutha River 
downstream from Balclutha. 8.5 No anglers shall fish for trout from any boat, canoe, pontoon or any 
flotation device on any river or stream except: • Clutha River from the Albertown Bridge to the sea. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
I want the council to remove the uplift.  I want no uplift to the speed restriction on the Clutha River rom the 
Yellow Poles at the old County Boundary downstream to the Red Bridge at Luggate during the following 
hours: Otherwise I want to council to remove the extended speed uplift  time and return it to 6pm in 
daylight savings times or remove the uplift entirely. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.

QLDC Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 Submissions



M J Hodge  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Schedule 3.Upliftings: 10 B 2, as relates to the Clutha River. Part 2. Navigation & Water Activities: Clause 9,1 
Parts A & B Clause 29: Means of Communication. 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
SCHEDULE 3:        It is of significant concern to learn of the QLDC's proposal to change the hours during 
which jet boats can operate at in excess of 5 knots on the Clutha River and something that I am totally 
opposed too. The area in question is a significant and world renowned sports fishery( although somewhat 
degraded in river quality) which is enjoyed by local & overseas fly fishers alike. To  allow jet boats and 
worse still jet skis, to operate through until sunset during summer at exactly the time when fly fishers are 
on the river bank would degrade both the fishing and the fishing experience. In addition, as a close resident 
to this part of the Clutha River, I like many others enjoy the tranquility of  an early evening walk along the 
outlet track  after the noise of the jet boats and jet skis have gone for the day, to have them operating until 
sunset would ruin this experience as well. It is noted in the QLDC document, to quote: " Following targeted 
consultation, it is apparent that these amendments are necessary" Really? You have been out and spoken 
to fishers on the river bank? you have been out and asked the walkers along the outlet track? This I very 
much doubt, but if you were to, can I suggest you also ask the residents  who live or have hoiliday homes 
along the rivers edge. I would strongly suggest that neither fishers, walkers or residents would be in favour 
of what is proposed. I would urge the QLDC to listen and retain the status quo.  Part 2 Navigation & Water 
Activities, Clause 9, 1, Parts A & B. While I strongly support all aspects of water safety I am at a loss to 
understand the thinking regarding the compulsory wearing of life jackets on boats of less than six metres. 
Why six metres? And why on a boat of less than six metres, only while underway? Yes, I can understand 
that there is a  risk while underway, but no risk while not underway? It is precisely when not underway that 
those on board are more likely to be moving around and possibly at  even greater risk of falling over board. 
In addition, I cannot understand why those on board say, a 6.2 m boat are considered at less risk than those 
on a 6m boat. For instance an old, poorly maintained wooden boat must surely pose a greater risk to those 
on board than a modern fibre glass boat of 6m or less with built in buoyancy? To my way of thinking if it is 
considered acceptable for the operator of a boat of over 6m to decide as to if and when conditions are such 
that life jackets should be worn, the same should apply for boats of less than 6m. Responsible boat 
operators will always be responsible and mindfull of the safety of those on board regardless of whether 
they are in a 6m boat or a 6.2m boat, but fools will always be fools. As such I cannot support this proposed 
bylaw and suggest council reconsider.  Clause 29: Means of Communication: The proposal is that at all 
times at least one means of communicating with someone on shore/ land must be carried, which I support. 
However, while well intended, this I would suggest is impractical. Living in the Wanaka area, I, like most 
boaties are well aware that there are many parts of both Lakes Wanaka and Lake Hawea where neither cell 
phone or VHF radio coverage is possible. Lake Hawea beyond Kidds Bush towards The Dingle and Hunter 
Rivers and also from the mid point of Lake Wanaka towards and including the Makarora area. The 
introduction of this requirement should reflect the fact that coverage is not available in all area's. And in 
addition, my favorite topic, why should it be than an operator of a 6m boat must have their "cell" phone in 
a water tight bag at all times but this isn't a requirement for the operator of a 6.2m boat?  Larger boats 
don't drop there phones over board??? To me this is a nonsense. 
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The submitter has asked the Council to: 
I would ask council to consider my submission along with others which have been offered from those with 
many years boating experience, fishing experience over many years, a love of the outdoors and practical, 
hands on knowledge of our lakes and rivers and not be swayed by those who may have a vested interest in 
some of the chages proposed. Thank you. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Ngaio Hart  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Part 2 Navigation & Water Activities - clause 17 Specific Navigation rules 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Supports 

Submission: 
I support the proposed bylaw. In particular I would like to support clause 17 (4) that no powered vessels 
may operate on the Kawarau river below the Arrow River.   I am a keen whitewater kayaker and I use the 
Dogleg section of the river on a regular basis (more so in summer but sometimes in winter too). This 
section of the river is 7 minutes from my workplace in Arrowtown so is a regular training spot - I paddle 
that section of river every Thursday after work in summer with friends and use the put-in spot (which is just 
below the Arrow River confluence) for kayak slalom training at lunchtimes. It is a regular weekend and 
evening kayak trip. This section of the river has one of the best natural river waves in the district at the 
'Dolittle' rapid and at the flows when this is working kayakers and river-boarders flock to this spot.  The 
start of this section is a reasonably tight blind corner called 'Smith's Falls'. Powered vessels on this section 
of the river would be dangerous for kayakers and riverboarders for the obvious reasons that speed of 
powered vessels and short lines of sight on corners would make it difficult/impossible for powered vessels 
to ensure the safety of other river users.   This section of the river is a much loved and regularly used 
whitewater gem and should be protected for recreational users by excluding powered vessels, as per the 
proposed bylaw.  I fully support this bylaw (particularly clause 17(4)) as it protects my favourite whitewater 
runs on the Kawarau and ensures I can keep kayaking there in safety, and enjoy our beautiful Kawarau river 
environment. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
To adopt the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and in particular to keep clause 17(4) as 
written to ensure no powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the 
Arrow River. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Ian Bruce Cole  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Proposed QLDC Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Partly Supports/Partly Opposes 

Submission: 
1 I fully support responsible and safe boating practices and would support the primary intent of the 
proposed bylaw in achieving those aims. However, it is noted that stated purposes of the review is to "meet 
the needs of the community" and  " to assist in protecting the safety of waterway users".  It is apparent 
with this current proposal that consultation with all waterway user groups, notably the wider angling 
community, has not been evident. This appears to be an historical issue as similar shortcomings were noted 
in the QLDC's Navigation Safety Bylaw 2009. Given the degree of concern shown by the angling community 
in 2009. Surely, any responsible planning process to "meet the needs of the community" demands 
consultation with all user groups. This has not been forthcoming. 2 I oppose the following  in the Proposed 
Bylaw 2014 A) Schedule 3 Clause 10(b) (ii) Clutha River I strongly oppose the proposal to uplift the current 5 
knot speed limit in the area from the outlet to Alberttown  Rationale  a) It is noted in the  local Sun 
newspaper (31.07.2014 ) that a QLDC spokesperson is quoted as saying the proposal would "benefit. 
fishermen by improving fishing from boats.".Clearly this shows a total lack of understanding of current and 
historical fishery regulations which do not permit the fishing from boats in this section of river. Moreover, 
the proposal has the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the fishing experience to those who 
currently seek the quiet enjoyment this stretch of river provides. b) This section of river from a fisheries and 
boating perspective has been historically managed to protect the  intrinsic peaceful values of this 
magnificent part of the Clutha. As witnessed by the number of track users it enjoys each year, people seek  
this section of river for the peace and restfulness  it provides.An uplift in speed restrictions would at best 
compromise and at worse totally destroy those values c) There is currently extremely good walking access 
provided for in this stretch of river d) The fishery has historically been of regional, national and 
international significance.  e) Historically, most fishing activity coincides with increases in aquatic 
invertebrate activity which for the most part is early morning and early and late evenings. Undoubtedly if 
there was an uplift in the 5 knot speed limit to "sunrise and sunset" the risk to shore based anglers would 
be increased. This is in total contradiction of the stated purpose of the review. Given that many anglers are 
wading when fishing the safety of all water users must be paramount in any review. e) This proposal again 
gives clear indication of not only "non consultation "with other recreational and  waterway user groups but 
also a total lack of any understanding the issues at hand. This further demonstrates that good community 
consultation should be a prerequisite of any responsible Review of Navigation Safety Bylaws f) In the 25yrs 
of being a Wanaka resident we have witnessed a tripling of population together with ever increasing 
numbers of tourists. Demographic forecasts for the Wanaka region are set to increase. Clearly the historical 
identification of the intrinsic values and recreation that this magnificent stretch of river provides for  will be 
even more important to retain now and into the future. Given those increasing population trends such 
places are very limited in the Upper Clutha catchment.  B) Schedule 3 Clause 11 Hunter River I oppose the 
uplifting of the speed limit in the Hunter River. As in 2009 I oppose the uplifting of the  5knot speed limit in 
the Hunter River  Background Up until the 2009 Bylaw review the Hunter was identified as the only local 
navigable river of note that enjoyed a 5knot speed limit.  Jet boat and jet ski users have ample opportunity 
to access the vast majority of navigable rivers in the region. Opposition from anglers to the uplift remains 
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the same.  Rationale a) The Hunter is one of very few truly  "blue ribbon" fisheries in the local area. Many 
would argue it is the best fishery the region has to offer. b) The "noise and disturbance " by jet boats and 
jet skis undermines the intrinsic wilderness values the Hunter River provides. Anglers are the main users of 
the river. It is noted that one of the specific purposes of a Bylaw review is to prevent nuisances arising from 
the use of vessels ( Clause 3(1)(b)). I would contend that noise and disturbance from jet boats and jet skiers 
is most definitely a nuisance to the majority of Hunter River users and therefore contravenes the intent of 
the Review itself. c) Anglers often wade to fish and access the various parts of the river. Indeed this fact 
seems to have been ignored and is again at odds in the purpose of a  Navigation Bylaw Review where it 
notes safety as being a prime consideration.  d) Any responsible recreational planning requires the full 
spectrum of opportunity to be facilitated in a region. Given the significance of the Hunter River fishery it is 
deemed to be appropriate to protect the very values that the valley provides and the majority of user 
groups go there to enjoy. e) Any responsible forward thinking recreational planning identifies the needs of 
all recreational user groups before undertaking reviews. In the 21st century communities recognise the 
dynamics of their dwindling resources and should be consulted as to their aspirations of those resources. 
Most would recognise that it is simply no longer tenable to be able to "do everything everywhere" 
particularly when the said recreation has such dramatic environmental impacts on other user groups. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Clutha River I wish the QLDC to retain the status quo with regard to the speed limits currently in place on 
the Clutha River ie. from 10am to 6pm. Rationale a) This gives ample opportunity for boaters to access the 
river without unnecessarily risking both the potential for conflict with other users and safety issues with 
other recreationalists Hunter River I request there be no uplifting of speed limits on the Hunter River 
Rationale Current Bylaws provide for the Harbourmaster to exempt persons or vessels temporarily from the 
speed limit ( Clause 45). Given the sensitivity of the hunter River and the popularity of it as a blue ribbon 
fishery  I deem this to be an adequate mechanism for special events and negates any need to permanently 
uplift speed restrictions . The  proposed Bylaw speed uplifts on every other navigable river in the district 
provides ample opportunity for jet boaters/jet sliders to peruse their interest. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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X Stream Charters ltd /TA Clearwater Fishing  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Proposed changes and licensing to the navigational safety bylaw 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
Submission : Proposed Navigation safety bylaw   X Stream Charters limited  To whom it may concern I write 
this submission on behalf of X Stream Charters limited. We reject the proposed changes to licensing and 
monitoring of commercial operators and feel that this new commercial operators license is uncalled for and 
in conflict with the Maritime New Zealand "MOSS" system that is now in place and that all commercial 
operators are required to change over to. Maritime New Zealand are the appointed body by the 
government to control all commercial marine operations, and before anything can move forward we would 
like to see evidence of a consultation process with Maritime New Zealand and their approval for the issuing 
of this new license.    The purpose of the new "MOSS" system is to put in place procedures to offer a more 
strict and safe method of controlling marine commercial operators with regard to the safety requirements 
of their vessels and to the compliance of their operation. Maritime New Zealand will now be taking a 
greater hold on the actual operation of each commercial activity. They have procedures in place to police 
the operator and the operation. They will be have powers over  each operators safe operational plan and 
will be conducting regular audits and checks to ensure each operator is adhering to their specified 
procedures and policies and operating in a safe manner.  We believe that according to the new amendment 
to the safety bylaw the council is going to be doing the same thing and this completely unnecessary and 
form of double dipping. We as commercial operators pay large fees to maritime New Zealand for audits and 
surveys and there is going to be a huge initial cost to change over to the new MOSS system with greatly 
increased annual costs to the operator for regular checks.   As commercial operators we all have resource 
consents in place to specify our operations, safety, areas of operation and various rules put in place by the 
council for the granting of our resource consents.   We have had no notification or direct contact by the 
council with regard to the changes and new licensing and feel that further consultation with all operators is 
needed.   We will be seeking legal advise with regard to this matter.   Kindest regards  Craig Hind Director at 
X Stream charters Ltd 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Have a meeting with marine commercial operations and offer an explanation as to the benefits of the 
changes and licensing, explanation of the costs to be incurred and get feed back From all to be effected. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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John Glover  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Bylaw 3. Purposes ,   Bylaw 7. Duties,  Bylaw  22 Wake. 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Supports 

Submission: 
The District Plan establishes an expectation that the natural environment of our waterways will be 
protected.   This bylaw is the only means whereby the impact on the environment of all classes of vessels 
(private and commercial) using lakes and rivers can be addressed.  While the bylaw places a duty on the 
Harbourmaster to ensure adequate precautions have been taken to avoid damage to the environment at 
Bylaw 7 (3), the Purposes of the bylaw do not explicitly address protection of the environment or place 
similar duties on other people.  I therefore submit that a new purpose is added as follows:-  Bylaw 3 
Purpose Add a new clause before 1 (c) " prevent damage to the environment arising from the use of 
vessels"  I also submit that new duty is added as follows:-  Bylaw 7 Duties under bylaw. Add new clause 2 (c) 
"should ensure the operation of the vessel does not cause damage to the environment"  Additionally, 
because one of the most notable areas of impact on the natural environment arising from the use of 
vessels is that of damage to the foreshore / riverbank for boat wash/ wake, I  submit that an additional 
clause is added as follows:-  Bylaw 22 Wake Add new clause 1 (d) "does not cause damage to the foreshore 
of the lake or the riverbank"    " 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
1. Add new purpose :-  Bylaw 3 Purpose Add a new clause before 1 (c) " prevent damage to the 
environment arising from the use of vessels"  2. Add new duty:- Bylaw 7 Duties under bylaw. Add new 
clause 2 (c) "should ensure the operation of the vessel does not cause damage to the environment"  3. Add 
new clause:- Bylaw 22 Wake. Add new clause 1 (d) "does not cause damage to the foreshore of the lake or 
the riverbank" 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Rick & Lesley Boyd  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Clause 43 and Schedule 3 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Partly Supports/Partly Opposes 

Submission: 
We support the purposes of the proposed Bylaw and the approaches adopted.  It is intriguing that whilst 
the proposed bylaw is titled 'Navigation Safety Bylaw' that none of the purposes in Clause 3 include the 
word safety.  We consider that there has been inadequate consultation with the community on  the 
proposed Bylaw and that the process followed in its preparation and promulgation to date is fundamentally 
flawed as a result.  Clause 3 (1) (a) as it is worded is nonsense - regulation and control in itself is not a 
purpose but a bureaucratic activity - however regulation and control to promote safety is a purpose.  We 
oppose Clause 43 because it only provides for people to apply for a permanent uplifting of the speed limit.  
Natural justice requires opportunity for people to apply to remove or alter a  permanent uplifting of the 
speed limit.  We oppose parts of Schedule 3.  Specifically we oppose the uplifting of the speed limit from 
sunrise to sunset on the Clutha River during daylight saving.  This will unnecessarily extend the nuisance of 
noisy jet boats on the Clutha River during early mornings and evenings when we frequently walk the Outlet 
track in the warmer summer months.  We also oppose the permanent uplifting of speed limits on the 
Hunter River.  Formerly (prior to 2009) it was the one navigable river in the District where one could fly fish 
in peace and quiet without the interruption caused by noisy jet boats. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Start the process over with honest and full consultation with community groups and the public at large.  
Reword Clause 3 (1) (a) to make it a purpose.  Redraft or alter Clause 43 to make it democratic by allowing 
persons to apply to amend or remove a vessel speed limit uplifting.  Amend Schedule 3 so that speed limits 
on the Clutha River remain unchanged from those set out in the 2009 QLDC Navigation Safety Bylaw.  
Amend Schedule 3 by removing the speed limit uplifting on the Hunter River. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Dave Vass  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Schedule 3 [upliftings], 10, b, ii.  Uplifting speed limits on the Clutha.. 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Opposes 

Submission: 
Uplifting the 5 knot limit is effectively opening the door to the use of powered craft on the river.  Extending 
hours for power boat activity on the Clutha is both a safety issue and one of peaceful enjoyment of the 
river surrounds at a time of day when it is most used.  Safety. The mix of powered craft and other river 
users in close proximity on the Clutha is already an accident waiting to happen.  Increasing the hours to 
include those of low light/reflection/sunstrike will just mean that accident will happen sooner.  Peace and 
quiet.  The river surrounds are used almost exclusively by passive [ie; quiet] users and there are many 
thousands of them annually.  Many of them use the area in the evenings and value the peace and quiet 
then.  Anglers in particular will be affected if they are fishing the evening rise.  Albert Town residents should 
be able to expect reasonable peace and quiet in the evenings. 

The submitter has asked the Council to: 
Leave the hours for powered craft to use the Clutha as they are now. 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Alan Russell Hoffman  
 

Specific parts of the proposed bylaw that submission relates to: 
Part 2 Navigation & Water Activities - clause 17 Specific Navigation rules 

Submission supports, opposes, or partially supports/opposes the proposed bylaw: 
Supports 

Submission: 
I support the proposed bylaw. In particular I would like to support clause 17 (4) that no powered vessels 
may operate on the Kawarau river below the Arrow River.  I am a 56 year old keen whitewater kayak 
enthusiast.  I have paddled this particular   this section of river on numerous occasions and kayak the 
Dogleg section of the river regularly.  More in summers and occasionally during the winter.  The section of 
the river has the relatively steep Smith Falls, the Do Little Waves and the Dog Leg Rapids. I have also 
operated jet boats on the Clutha, Waimakariri, Rakaia and Rangitikei Rivers and have a good understanding 
of them as an operator and a mechanic which is my trade employment.  I have been kayaking and coaching 
canoe and kayak slalom for over 40 years.  I have coached NZ National Teams and have previously owned 
and operated a  commercial QLDC consented kayak guiding company called Alpine River Guides in Wanaka.    
I have paddled many of New Zealand's white water rivers and have on many occasions encountered 
recreational and some commercial jet boats on rivers.      I have watched a commercial boat sink in the 
Ngawapura Rapids in the North Island and assisted its floundering  patrons to the shore.    I have witnessed 
near misses by recreational jet boats in the Rangiteiki and Clutha Rivers where both operators admitted to 
not seeing the kayakers.  I have hurriedly ushered the clients I was guiding on the Hawea River to the 
riverbank when I heard a jet boat hammering down a tight blind rapid, where it could not have seen or 
avoided my patrons if they had been in the rapid at the same time.  (The Hawea incidentally had 5 knot 
speed restriction),  And I myself have had occasion to have paddled the Do Little Wave on the Kawerau 
River when a jet boat  appeared around the corner and run the rapid directly.  The driver hadn't seen me 
surfing the second wave in the rapid, from which I quickly retreated to the safety of an eddy behind the 
large rock in rapid.  It continued downstream and we later ran into it struggling up the Dog Leg Rapid where 
we waited for it to pass before running the rapid.  The white water  kayaker sits low in the water, often 
wears earplugs under their helmets to protect the ears,  will surf wave features within rapids where they 
have limited visibility and ability to hear oncoming boats.  Often they are hard to spot within the waves 
even from a jet boat.  Jet boats once committed to a down rapid run will have a path to avoid holes and 
large waves, which are places the whitewater kayaker seeks to ride.  Maneuver for both in these parts of 
the rapid is limited and for that reason we are not compatible the tight confines of a steep fast rapid.  In 
open flat water the jet boat will travel much faster and the kayaker is vulnerable and totally reliant on the 
jet boat operator to see and avoid the less agile craft.  The QLDC even recognizes the incompatibility of 
commercial jet boats and kayaker's by prohibiting kayaks using the Lower Shotover during the operation 
times of the Shotover Jets on the river.  The start of this section has a tight blind corner leading into the 
Smith's Falls Rapid.         Powered vessels on this section of the river are dangerous for kayakers for the 
obvious reasons that speed of powered vessels, the short lines of visibility on corners would make it 
difficult/impossible for powered vessels to ensure the safety of kayakers in the rapid. . Hence I fully support 
this bylaw (particularly clause 17(4)) as it protects one my favorite whitewater runs on the Kawarau and 
ensures I can continue kayaking there in safety. 
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The submitter has asked the Council to: 
To adopt the proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and in particular to keep clause 17(4) as 
written to ensure no powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the 
Arrow River 

Would like to speak in support of submission: I DO NOT wish to be heard in support of my submission.
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 
 
Submission to:  District Secretary 
   Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Private Bag 50072 
   Queenstown 
 
Email:  services@qldc.govt.nz 

 
Submission from:  Trevor James 
  
Contact details:  
  
Address:  
 
  
  
Phone:  
  
Email:  
  
Date: 4 August 2014 
 

The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that this submission relates to are: 

Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw 

I support the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the 
retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located 
below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around permanent speed upliftings, unless 
minor wording changes are required for the sake of greater clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to 
change the intent of the text. I have already submitted on this issue.  

 

Submission 

We support the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, requirements and 
matters contained therein. 

We submit specifically that the following section be retained unchanged regardless of submissions 
received, except for any very minor wording changes that are considered necessary for the sake of greater 
clarity. 

‘17 Specific navigation rules 
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River. 

For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered vessels 
may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River confluence.’. 
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Reasons for our Submission 

  
The Kawarau River has a national and international reputation for white water kayaking and is used 
extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each year. The Kawarau River, and 
particularly the white water sections below the Arrow River confluence have been regularly and 
continuously used by kayakers for the past 35 years. Kayaking, rafting and river surfing are iconic adventure 
activities in the Queenstown area. 
 
Water Conservation (Kawarau) Order 1997 
The Kawarau River is the subject of a Water Conservation Order which recognises, inter alia, its 
outstanding recreational kayaking and rafting characteristics. Although the Conservation Order recognises 
that the Kawarau River also has outstanding jet boating characteristics, those reaches used for jet boating 
are upstream of the Arrow River confluence. The outstanding kayaking characteristics relate to the 
Kawarau River downstream of the Arrow River confluence. One of the outstanding kayaking characteristics 
of the Kawarau River is the wild and scenic character and seclusion of the whitewater sections in the gorges 
downstream of the Arrow River confluence. 
 
Safety risk to existing river users 
The presence of powered craft is excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow River 
confluence and we totally support this. The presence of jet boats in the Kawarau River below the Arrow 
River confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would introduce a dangerous 
hazard to rafters, kayakers and river surfers where one does not currently exist. 
 
Enjoyment of the River 
The Kawarau River and its various sections below the Arrow River confluence for equality kayaking 
adventure with few non-natural distractions. The presence of a jet boat will have a major negative effect 
on the enjoyment of the river by kayakers and detract from the natural, remote and wild essence and 
scenery of the gorges, the white water rapids and the freedom that its existing users enjoy and cherish. 
When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy intrusive experience requiring kayakers to quickly 
paddle to shore as soon as they hear the roar of the engine and then positioning themselves to deal with 
the wake of the jet boat crashing onto them and the shore after it has passed. It is very unpleasant 
particularly for newer and less experienced kayakers.  
 
Demarcation of jet boat and non-powered river useage 
The rivers of the Queenstown area have a wide range of commercial and recreational uses. For 
example, the Shotover and Kawarau Rivers have clearly demarked boundaries between those areas 
used by commercial jet boat operations and those areas used by kayakers, river surfers and rafters. This 
demarcation has evolved out of practicality and common sense because it is generally not possible for 
jet boat operations and passive river craft to co-exist safely and that they normally use quite different 
river geographies. The existing demarcation in the Queenstown lakes area has worked well for many 
years with clear boundaries which are well-established and known to recreational kayakers and jet 
boaters. There is no reason to change the current structure which kayakers and other passive river 
users have relied on to keep them safe for many years. 
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In conclusion, we want the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is essential so that kayakers, 
rafters, river surfers and other passive river users will be kept safe from harm and intrusion on key white 
water stretches by powered craft, and particularly on the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence. 
 
What we would like the Council to do? 
 
We support and request that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and advertised, subject to 
any very minor wording changes for clarity being required.  
 
We request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were not 
within the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of Proposal as advertised, such as changing 
section 17 (4) for the reasons as described above. No other changes should be made as a result of other 
submissions, unless they are of a very minor nature. In particular, changes in areas outside the scope of the 
original Statement of Proposal, e.g., in areas surrounding power boat speed upliftings, would not be 
appropriate to consider, as due process and appropriate consultation with affected parties and notification 
concerning such matters has not been undertaken as outlined in the Bylaws. 
 
 
We wish/do not wish to be heard in support of its submission, and reserve the right to be included with the 
other kayaking submitters.  
 

 
 
 
Signature  

 
  
Date 4 August, 2014 
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 

Submission to:  District Secretary 
   Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Private Bag 50072 
   Queenstown 
 

Email:  services@qldc.govt.nz 

 

Submission from: Whitewater NZ (Inc) 
   C/O 28 Waipara Street 
   Cracroft 
   Christchurch 8025 
 

Contact details:  Dr Douglas A Rankin (address as above) 

Phone:    

Email:    

Date:   1 August 2014 

The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that my submission relates to are: 

Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw 

Whitewater NZ supports the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety 
and specifically the retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the 
Kawarau River located below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around 
permanent speed upliftings, unless minor wording changes are required for the sake of greater 
clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to change the intent of the text. 
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Submission 

Whitewater NZ supports the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, 
requirements and matters contained therein. 

Whitewater NZ submit specifically that the following sections be retained unchanged regardless of 
submissions received, except for any very minor wording changes that are considered necessary for 
the sake of greater clarity. 

‘17 Specific navigation rules 
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow 
River. 
 
22 Wake  

(1) Subject to clauses 12 and 17, every person in charge of any vessel must ensure that the 
vessel’s wake or the wake from any person or object being towed: 
(a) does not prevent other people from safely using the waterway; 
(b) does not cause danger or risk of damage to other vessels, structures, or  
navigation aids; and 
(c) does not cause any risk of harm to any other person. 
 

43 Permanent speed upliftings 

(1) A person may apply to have any speed limit prescribed by this Bylaw uplifted from waters 
specified in the application, by application in writing to the Council. 

(2) An application under subclause (1) must not be granted unless the Council is satisfied that: 
(a) The application has been publicly notified; and 
(b) The affected persons have had reasonable opportunity to comment on the application; 
and 
(c) The applicant has provided evidence of the consultation undertaken with affected persons 
and any navigation safety concerns arising from the consultation process; and 
(d) The applicant has provided evidence of any measures taken to address any concerns 
raised by affected persons; and 
(e) Uplifting the speed limit will not unacceptably increase the risk to navigation safety or 
endanger persons using the waters that are the subject to the application. 

(3) The Council will: 
(a) consult with the Director before granting any application made under subclause (1); and 
(b) notify the Director when it grants such an application and must give public notice of the 
speed uplifting. 

(4) The Council may grant an application in accordance with subclause (1) for a specified period 
or periods and subject to such conditions as Council may specify in the interests of maritime 
safety.’ 

and 

‘Schedule 3  – Upliftings’ 
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For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered 
vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River confluence.’. 

Reasons for our Submission 

Whitewater NZ Incorporated (Whitewater NZ ) represents more than 1,000 canoe and kayak club 
members and individual members from around New Zealand. The national body helps to look after 
the interests of paddlers with respect to access, safety, and river conservation among other matters. 
 
Whitewater NZ was originally formed in the mid 1950’s as the New Zealand Canoeing Association 
(NZCA). In the late 1990’s the NZCA was split up into a number of different bodies representing 
different facets of the sport, including flat water (and Olympic) racing, slalom, canoe polo and white 
water kayaking. The New Zealand Recreational Canoeing Association (NZRCA) was formed to 
represent the interests of white water kayakers and the river conservation interests of kayakers and 
canoeists in New Zealand. The NZRCA became Whitewater NZ in the mid 2000’s and has continued 
in this role. Whitewater NZ is affiliated to the New Zealand Canoe Federation, which is in turn 
affiliated to the International Canoe Federation (ICF). Whitewater NZ has a mandate from the New 
Zealand Canoe Federation and its members to represent them on matters of river conservation and 
protection. 
 
The Kawarau River has a national and international reputation for white water kayaking and is used 
extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each year. The Kawarau River, and 
particularly the white water sections below the Arrow River confluence have been regularly and 
continuously used by kayakers for the past 35 years. 
 
Water Conservation (Kawarau) Order 1997 
The Kawarau River is the subject of a Water Conservation Order which recognises, inter alia, its 
outstanding recreational kayaking and rafting characteristics. Although the Conservation Order 
recognises that the Kawarau River also has outstanding jet boating characteristics, the reaches used 
are upstream of the Arrow River confluence. The outstanding kayaking characteristics relate to the 
Kawarau River downstream of the Arrow River confluence. One of the outstanding kayaking 
characteristics of the Kawarau River is the wild and scenic character and seclusion of the whitewater 
sections in the gorges downstream of the Arrow River confluence. 
 
Safety risk to existing river users 
The presence of powered craft is excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow 
River confluence and we totally support this. Powered craft, such as jet boats, and kayakers 
generally do not mix well. Thus the presence of jet boats in the Kawarau River below the Arrow 
River confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would create a new 
hazard to rafters, kayakers and river surfers where one does not currently exist. A collision 
between a kayaker and a large, heavy metal boat full of people travelling fast to maintain control 
will have tragic consequences. The rapids below the Arrow River confluence include big volume 
powerful white water requiring a high level of skill for jet boat drivers to operate safely, and a 
number of powered boats and lives have been lost in these reaches. For example, Smiths Falls, a 
Class III rapid downstream of the Arrow River confluence, is named after a jet boat driver who lost his 
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life there. Visibility in the gorge sections above and below Smith’s Falls is restricted and kayakers are 
hard to see in places, especially in the big water in Smith’s Falls and Chinese Dogleg, adding to the 
hazard posed by powered craft running this reach. 
 
Enjoyment of the River 
The Kawarau River and its various sections below the Arrow River confluence offer a quality 
kayaking adventure experience with few non-natural distractions. The presence of a jet boat can 
have a major negative effect on the enjoyment of the river by kayakers and detract from the 
natural, remote and wild essence and scenery of the gorges, the white water rapids and the 
freedom that its existing users enjoy. When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy 
intrusive experience requiring kayakers to quickly paddle to shore as soon as they hear the roar of 
the engine and then positioning themselves to deal with the wake of the jet boat crashing onto 
them and the shore after it has passed. It is very unpleasant particularly for newer and less 
experienced kayakers.  
 
Demarcation of jet boat and non-powered river useage 
The rivers of the Queenstown area have a wide range of commercial and recreational uses. For 
example, the Shotover and Kawarau Rivers have clearly demarked boundaries between those 
areas used by commercial jet boat operations and those areas used by kayakers, river surfers 
and rafters. This demarcation has evolved out of practicality and common sense because it has 
been recognised that it is difficult for jet boat operations and passive river craft to co-exist safely 
and that they normally use quite different river geographies. This demarcation works well with 
clear boundaries which are well-established and known to recreational kayakers and jet boaters. 
The Queenstown area is well served by jet boating activities which are not, at present, in conflict 
with any other form of use.  
 
In conclusion, Whitewater NZ wants the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is 
essential so that kayakers and other river users such as river bugging enthusiasts, rafters and 
catarafters and river surfers will be safe from intrusion on key white water stretches by powered 
craft, and particularly from the safety hazard and intrusion on a wild and scenic environment that 
such craft would pose to river users on the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence. 
 
What Whitewater NZ would like the Council to do? 
 
Whitewater NZ supports and requests that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and 
advertised, subject to any very minor wording changes for clarity being required.  
 
We request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were 
not within the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of Proposal as advertised, such as 
changing section 17 (4) for the reasons as described above. No other changes should be made as a 
result of other submissions, unless they are of a very minor nature. In particular, changes in areas 
outside the scope of the original Statement of Proposal, e.g., such as in areas surrounding possible 
power boat speed upliftings in the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence, would not be 
appropriate to consider, as due process and appropriate consultation with affected parties and 
notification concerning such matters has not been undertaken as outlined in the Bylaws. 
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If for some reason the Council were to open up consideration of wider matters and other parts of 
the PNSB now, we would request that this be duly publicly notified and that consultation occurs 
between appropriate and affected parties as per the bylaws. We would also want to submit 
extensively on proposed changes that may impact negatively on us depending on what was achieved 
and agreed during consultation. We would request that section 45 should be modified to make it 
clear that any exemption granted should be for a period not exceeding 7 days, in the same manner 
as provided for in section 26. In addition, we would request that section 45 (Exemptions) be altered 
so that exemptions should not apply to the reach of the Kawarau River identified in section 17 (4), 
for the reasons outlined above.  
 
We would request that section 43 (Permanent speed upliftings) should be modified to state that 
permanent upliftings are not to apply to the Kawarau River below the Arrow River, again for the 
reasons outlined above.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to be able to present these submissions.  

 
Whitewater NZ wishes to be heard in support of its submission.  
 

 
Dr Douglas A Rankin 
Conservation Officer 
Whitewater NZ 
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 
 
Submission to:  District Secretary 
   Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Private Bag 50072 
   Queenstown 
 
Email:  services@qldc.govt.nz 

 
Submission from:  Lincoln University Canoe Club (LUCC) 
  
Contact details: C/- Michael McDonald – President LUCC 
  
Address: LUSA Building, Calder Drive 
  
 PO BOX 8570007, Lincoln University 
  
Phone:  
  
Email:  
  
Date: 3rd August 2014 
 

(1) Introduction 

 (a) Lincoln University Canoe Club (LUCC) is a new club created in March 2012 to support kayakers 
that study at Lincoln University. 

(b) LUCC currently has 71 members. The total number of kayakers in the Cantebrury area exceeds 
that number. However, there is no requirement for local kayakers to belong to a kayaking club. The 
Kawarau gorge area has a national and international reputation for whitewater kayaking and is 
used extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each year. The Kawarau gorge 
has been regularly and continuously used by kayakers for the previous 35 years. A proportion of 
our members are exchange students who come to New Zealand looking to see our outstanding 
landscapes, this is something that kayaking the Kawarau River allows for. The Kawarau gorge 
section has been kayaked by LUCC and is highly valued due to the “big water” that it contains. 

(c) The members of LUCC involved in this submission are volunteers 

(2) The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that this submission relates to are: 

Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw 

LUCC support the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the 
retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located 
below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around permanent speed upliftings, unless 
minor wording changes are required for the sake of greater clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to 
change the intent of the text. 
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Submission 

LUCC support the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, requirements and 
matters contained therein. 

LUCC submit specifically that the following section be retained unchanged regardless of submissions 
received, except for any very minor wording changes that are considered necessary for the sake of greater 
clarity. 

‘17 Specific navigation rules 
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River. 

For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered vessels 
may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River confluence.’. 

Reasons for our Submission 

  
The Kawarau River has a national and international reputation for white water kayaking and is used 
extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each year. The Kawarau River, and 
particularly the white water sections below the Arrow River confluence have been regularly and 
continuously used by kayakers for the past 35 years. Kayaking, rafting and river surfing are iconic adventure 
activities in the Queenstown area. 
 
Water Conservation (Kawarau) Order 1997 
The Kawarau River is the subject of a Water Conservation Order which recognises, inter alia, its 
outstanding recreational kayaking and rafting characteristics. Although the Conservation Order recognises 
that the Kawarau River also has outstanding jet boating characteristics, those reaches used for jet boating 
are upstream of the Arrow River confluence. The outstanding kayaking characteristics relate to the 
Kawarau River downstream of the Arrow River confluence. One of the outstanding kayaking characteristics 
of the Kawarau River is the wild and scenic character and seclusion of the whitewater sections in the gorges 
downstream of the Arrow River confluence. 
 
Safety risk to existing river users 
The presence of powered craft is excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow River 
confluence and we totally support this. The presence of jet boats in the Kawarau River below the Arrow 
River confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would introduce a dangerous 
hazard to rafters, kayakers and river surfers where one does not currently exist. 
 
Enjoyment of the River 
The Kawarau River and its various sections below the Arrow River confluence for equality kayaking 
adventure with few non-natural distractions. The presence of a jet boat will have a major negative effect 
on the enjoyment of the river by kayakers and detract from the natural, remote and wild essence and 
scenery of the gorges, the white water rapids and the freedom that its existing users enjoy and cherish. 
When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy intrusive experience requiring kayakers to quickly 
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paddle to shore as soon as they hear the roar of the engine and then positioning themselves to deal with 
the wake of the jet boat crashing onto them and the shore after it has passed. It is very unpleasant 
particularly for newer and less experienced kayakers.  
 
Demarcation of jet boat and non-powered river useage 
The rivers of the Queenstown area have a wide range of commercial and recreational uses. For 
example, the Shotover and Kawarau Rivers have clearly demarked boundaries between those areas 
used by commercial jet boat operations and those areas used by kayakers, river surfers and rafters. This 
demarcation has evolved out of practicality and common sense because it is generally not possible for 
jet boat operations and passive river craft to co-exist safely and that they normally use quite different 
river geographies. The existing demarcation in the Queenstown lakes area has worked well for many 
years with clear boundaries which are well-established and known to recreational kayakers and jet 
boaters. There is no reason to change the current structure which kayakers and other passive river 
users have relied on to keep them safe for many years. 
 
 
 
 
In conclusion, we want the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is essential so that kayakers, 
rafters, river surfers and other passive river users will be kept safe from harm and intrusion on key white 
water stretches by powered craft, and particularly on the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence. 
 
What we would like the Council to do? 
 
LUCC supports and requests that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and advertised, subject 
to any very minor wording changes for clarity being required.  
 
LUCC request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were not 
within the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of Proposal as advertised, such as changing 
section 17 (4) for the reasons as described above. No other changes should be made as a result of other 
submissions, unless they are of a very minor nature. In particular, changes in areas outside the scope of the 
original Statement of Proposal, e.g., in areas surrounding power boat speed upliftings, would not be 
appropriate to consider, as due process and appropriate consultation with affected parties and notification 
concerning such matters has not been undertaken as outlined in the Bylaws. 
 
 
We wish to be heard in support of its submission, and reserve the right to be included with the other 
kayaking submitters.  
 

 
 
 
Signature  MJMCDONALD 
  
Date 03/08/2014 
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014

Submission to: District Secretary
Queenstown Lakes District Council

Private Bag 50072
Queenstown

Email: services@qldc.govt.nz

Submission from: 

Contact details: Peter Simpson

Address:

Phone:

Email:

Date: 4th  August 2014

The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that this submission relates to are:
Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw
We support the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may 
operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around permanent speed upliftings, unless minor 
wording changes are required for the sake of greater clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to change the intent of the text.

Submission

We support the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, requirements and matters contained therein.
We submit specifically that the following section be retained unchanged regardless of submissions received, except for any very minor wording changes that are 
considered necessary for the sake of greater clarity.
‘17 Specific navigation rules
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River.
For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River 
located below the Arrow River confluence.’.

Reasons for our Submission
 
The Kawarau River has a national and international reputation for white water kayaking and is used extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each 
year. The Kawarau River, and particularly the white water sections below the Arrow River confluence have been regularly and continuously used by kayakers for the past 
35 years. Kayaking, rafting and river surfing are iconic adventure activities in the Queenstown area.

Water Conservation (Kawarau) Order 1997
The Kawarau River is the subject of a Water Conservation Order which recognises, inter alia, its outstanding recreational kayaking and rafting characteristics. Although 
the Conservation Order recognises that the Kawarau River also has outstanding jet boating characteristics, those reaches used for jet boating are upstream of the Arrow 
River confluence. The outstanding kayaking characteristics relate to the Kawarau River downstream of the Arrow River confluence. One of the outstanding kayaking 
characteristics of the Kawarau River is the wild and scenic character and seclusion of the whitewater sections in the gorges downstream of the Arrow River confluence.

Safety risk to existing river users
The presence of powered craft is excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence and we totally support this. The presence of jet boats in 
the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would introduce a dangerous hazard to rafters, kayakers and 
river surfers where one does not currently exist.

Enjoyment of the River
The Kawarau River and its various sections below the Arrow River confluence for equality kayaking adventure with few non-natural distractions. The presence of a jet boat 
will have a major negative effect on the enjoyment of the river by kayakers and detract from the natural, remote and wild essence and scenery of the gorges, the white 
water rapids and the freedom that its existing users enjoy and cherish. When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy intrusive experience requiring kayakers to 
quickly paddle to shore as soon as they hear the roar of the engine and then positioning themselves to deal with the wake of the jet boat crashing onto them and the shore 
after it has passed. It is very unpleasant particularly for newer and less experienced kayakers. 

Demarcation of jet boat and non-powered river useage
The rivers of the Queenstown area have a wide range of commercial and recreational uses. For example, the Shotover and Kawarau Rivers have clearly demarked 
boundaries between those areas used by commercial jet boat operations and those areas used by kayakers, river surfers and rafters. This demarcation has evolved out of 
practicality and common sense because it is generally not possible for jet boat operations and passive river craft to co-exist safely and that they normally use quite 
different river geographies. The existing demarcation in the Queenstown lakes area has worked well for many years with clear boundaries which are well-established 
and known to recreational kayakers and jet boaters. There is no reason to change the current structure which kayakers and other passive river users have relied on to 
keep them safe for many years.

In conclusion, we want the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is essential so that kayakers, rafters, river surfers and other passive 
river users will be kept safe from harm and intrusion on key white water stretches by powered craft, and particularly on the Kawarau River below the 
Arrow River confluence.

What we would like the Council to do?

We support and request that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and advertised, subject to any very minor wording changes for clarity being required. 

We request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were not within the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of 
Proposal as advertised, such as changing section 17 (4) for the reasons as described above. No other changes should be made as a result of other submissions, unless 
they are of a very minor nature. In particular, changes in areas outside the scope of the original Statement of Proposal, e.g., in areas surrounding power boat speed 
upliftings, would not be appropriate to consider, as due process and appropriate consultation with affected parties and notification concerning such matters has not been 
undertaken as outlined in the Bylaws.
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We wish/do not wish to be heard in support of its submission, and reserve the right to be included with the other kayaking submitters. 

Signature Peter Simpson

Date 4th August 2014
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-----Original Message----- 
From: "Rachel Brown" < >  
Sent: Monday, 4 August 2014 7:56 PM  
To: "Services - Queenstown Lakes District Council" <services@qldc.govt.nz>  
Subject: Submission to proposed NAVIGATION BYLAW 2014  

SUBMISSION to the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 
 
 
 
Overall the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 seems a sensible amalgamation of current practise 
and legislation. 

 
There are a few specific points that the Wanaka Community Board would like to see addressed: 

 
• Item 25 Person to avoid swimming or diving around wharves or jetties 

 
We are very aware that the culture of jumping from the Wanaka jetty, by the log cabin, is an embedded 
and accepted part of our culture and lifestyle. We do not wish to see this fun being made illegal and do 
not believe there is a history of safety concerns to warrant this. Does the Wanaka jetty class as a 
“comercial jetty which is in regular use for the berthing and unberthing of vessels”? If so, we require 
different wording that does not create an unnecessary issue here. 

 
• Item 32 Reserved Areas 

 
Is this enough protection and acknowedgement of our designated and buoyed swimming areas in 
the southwest corner of Lake Wanaka and at Scotts Beach and Esplanade Beach at Lake Hawea? 

 
The Wanaka Community Board would like an assurance that these swimming areas are designated for 
the foreseeable future and that all documentation and signage indicates their presence. 

 
We suggest that these areas are actually listed in the bylaw, as are the access lanes, with a broad 
enough geographic description to allow for some modification as needs arise. 

 
• Schedule 3 – 

Upliftings 10 Clutha River 

The proposal to extend the 5 knot uplifting from the old County Boundary downstream to the Red Bridge 
during the months of daylight saving from 10am to 10pm is a significant change from the existing 
regulations. 

 
The Wanaka Community Board recognises that this change is a controversial one and should only be 
accepted if careful consideration is given to all affected parties and there is deemed sufficient reason to 
extend the uplifting. 

 
Water Ski Access Lanes: 

 
Please make sure you include the following for Lake Wanaka: 

Roys Bay: 

Eely Point 

Main Beach 
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Waterfall Creek 

Dublin Bay 

Glendhu Bay 

 
 
 
Thank you, and yes I would appreciate the opportunity to speak at any hearing that is held for this. 

Rachel Brown 

Chair 
 
Wanaka Community Board 

31 July 2014 
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 
 
Submission to:  District Secretary 
   Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Private Bag 50072 
   Queenstown 
 
Email:  services@qldc.govt.nz 

 
Submission from:  Sam McCloy 
  
Contact details: Sam McCloy 
  
Address:  
 
  
  
Phone:  
  
Email:  
  
Date: 4th August 2014 
 

(1) Introduction:  

(a) I personally have enjoyed many days paddling on the Kawarau River over the last 8 years of 

my life. I have shared this experience with many close friends and complete strangers I 

have met by the riverside. It is such a fantastic place to experience! 

(b) The Kawarau gorge area has a national and international reputation for whitewater 

kayaking and is used extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each 

year. Kayakers have regularly and continuously used the Kawarau gorge for the past 35 

years. 

 
(2) The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that this submission relates to are: 

Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw 

I support the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety and specifically the 
retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located 
below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around permanent speed upliftings, unless 
minor wording changes are required for the sake of greater clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to 
change the intent of the text. 

 

 

QLDC Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 Submissions

mailto:services@qldc.govt.nz


(3) Submission 

I support the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, requirements and 
matters contained therein. 

I submit specifically that the following section be retained unchanged regardless of submissions received, 
except for any very minor wording changes that are considered necessary for the sake of greater clarity. 

‘17 Specific navigation rules 
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River. 

For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered vessels 
may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River confluence.’. 

 

(4) Reasons for our Submission 

 The Kawarau River has a national and international reputation for white water kayaking and is used 
extensively by kayakers from within New Zealand and overseas each year. The Kawarau River, and 
particularly the white water sections below the Arrow River confluence have been regularly and 
continuously used by kayakers for the past 35 years. Kayaking, rafting and river surfing are iconic adventure 
activities in the Queenstown area. 
 
Water Conservation (Kawarau) Order 1997 
The Kawarau River is the subject of a Water Conservation Order which recognises, inter alia, its 
outstanding recreational kayaking and rafting characteristics. Although the Conservation Order recognises 
that the Kawarau River also has outstanding jet boating characteristics, those reaches used for jet boating 
are upstream of the Arrow River confluence. The outstanding kayaking characteristics relate to the 
Kawarau River downstream of the Arrow River confluence. One of the outstanding kayaking characteristics 
of the Kawarau River is the wild and scenic character and seclusion of the whitewater sections in the gorges 
downstream of the Arrow River confluence. 
 
Safety risk to existing river users 
Motorised watercraft, are excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow River confluence 
and I totally support this. The presence of jet boats in the Kawarau River below the Arrow River 
confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would introduce a dangerous hazard 
to rafters, kayakers and river surfers where one does not currently exist. With it being already such a high 
use section of waterway, introducing motorised traffic would increase risk substantially. 
 
 
Enjoyment of the River 
Many individuals and groups enjoy the Kawarau River. Allowing jet boat activity will allow a select few to 
have fun at the expense of many. The presence of a jet boat will have a major negative effect on the 
enjoyment of the river by kayakers and detract from the natural, remote and wild essence and scenery of 
the gorges. When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy intrusive experience requiring kayakers 

 

QLDC Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 Submissions



to quickly paddle to shore as soon as they hear the roar of the engine and then positioning themselves to 
deal with the wake of the jet boat crashing onto them and the shore after it has passed. It is very 
unpleasant and dangerous, particularly for newer and less experienced kayakers. 
 
Demarcation of jet boat and non-powered river useage 
The rivers of the Queenstown area have a wide range of commercial and recreational uses. For 
example, the Shotover and Kawarau Rivers have clearly marked boundaries between those areas used 
by commercial jet boat operations and those areas used by kayakers, river surfers and rafters. This 
demarcation has evolved out of practicality and common sense because it is generally not possible for 
jet boat operations and passive river craft to co-exist. The existing demarcation in the Queenstown 
lakes area has worked well for many years with clear boundaries which are well-established and known 
to recreational kayakers and jet boaters. There is no reason to change the current structure which 
kayakers and other passive river users have relied on to keep them safe for many years. 
 
In conclusion, I would like the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is essential so that 
kayakers, rafters, river surfers and other passive river users will be kept safe from harrm. Powered craft will 
introduce risk to life and enjoyment on such a beautiful wild place.  
 
(5) What we would like the Council to do? 
 
I support and request that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and advertised, subject to any 
very minor wording changes for clarity being required.  
I request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were not within 
the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of Proposal as advertised, such as changing section 17 
(4) for the reasons as described above.  
 
No other changes should be made as a result of other submissions, unless they are of a very minor nature. 
 
 In particular, changes in areas outside the scope of the original Statement of Proposal, e.g., in areas 
surrounding power boat speed upliftings, would not be appropriate to consider, as due process and 
appropriate consultation with affected parties and notification concerning such matters has not been 
undertaken as outlined in the Bylaws. 
 
I wish/do not wish to be heard in support of its submission, and reserve the right to be included with the 
other kayaking submitters.  
 
 
Signature   
  
Date  
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-----Original Message----- 
From: "  > 
Sent: Tuesday, 5 August 2014 12:14 PM 
To: "services@qldc.govt.nz" <services@qldc.govt.nz> 
Subject: Submission 

 
Dear Sir / Madam, 

 
My submission re: Navigation bylaw 17.4 prohibiting powered craft on the Kawarau River 
downstream of the Arrow river confluence. 

 
I fully support the QLDC proposal which leaves bylaw 17.4 intact. 

 
As a concerned mother of kayakers that have represented this country in Kayak Slalom World 
Championships in Europe I have grave fears if this bylaw is changed. Grave fears for non‐ 
powered craft such as kayaks holding kayakers. We do not have large areas of river free from 
fear of being run down by powered craft as things stand. This area must continue as an area 
free from powered craft so making it less likely there would be fatalities on this section of the 
Kawarau River. 

 
Navigation bylaw 17.4 prohibiting powered craft on the Kawarau River downstream of the 
Arrow river confluence should be left intact. 

 

 
Yours sincerely 

Lynne Stewart 

 

Ph  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 
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Submission Form 

 
 

 

Name or representative:    Jon Clow 

Organisational name (if applicable):  Real Journeys Limited 

Address:      PO Box 1, Te Anau 9600. 

Business hours telephone:    

After hours telephone:    

Signature:   Date: 4 August 2014 

 
 

I DO wish to be heard in support of my submission 
 
 

Real Journeys Background: 

In 1954 Les and Olive Hutchins began operating the Manapouri-Doubtful Sound Tourist 
Company, running four day excursions to and from Doubtful Sound. In 1966 Les and Olive 
acquired Fiordland Travel Ltd., with its Te Anau Glow-worm Caves and Milford Track Lake 
Transport operation and began trading as Fiordland Travel Limited. Continued expansion 
followed with the purchase of the vintage steamship “TSS Earnslaw” in Queenstown in 
1969 and with the establishment of cruises in Milford Sound in 1970. 

 
Since 2002 Fiordland Travel Ltd has operated all its tourism excursions under the ‘Real 
Journeys’ brand and in 2006 changed its company name to Real Journeys Limited. Real 
Journeys is now the largest tourism operator in the region with operational bases in Milford 
Sound, Te Anau, Manapouri, Queenstown, and Stewart Island. The company offers a 
range of quality tourism excursions including: day time and overnight cruises on Milford 
and Doubtful Sounds (with daily coach connections from Te Anau and coach / flight 
connections from Queenstown); trips to Te Anau Glow-worm Caves; guided Milford Track 
day walks and in Queenstown, cruises on Lake Wakatipu aboard the “TSS Earnslaw”, 
combined with Walter Peak High Country excursions and dinning options at the Colonel’s 
Walter Peak Homestead. 
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Our Submission: 

Part 1 Administration 
 
 Real Journeys believes the “vessel” definition can be simplified and propose the 

following which is taken directly from the International Regulations for Prevention of 
Collision at Sea “includes every description of water craft, including non-displacement 
craft and seaplanes, used or capable of being used as a means of transportation on 
water”.   

 
Part 2 Navigation and Water Activities 
 
 8 (1) It is recommended that the glossary term Master be used to refine this 

clause.  As it stands it is confusing, and surely a person under 15 may operate a vessel 
under direct supervision, however this clause disallows it.  We recommend the 
following:  “No person who is under the age of 15 may be the Master of a vessel 
capable of a proper speed of 5 knots”, which implies sole charge. 

 
 8 (4)  Real Journeys supports the intent of this clause, however contends that this 

provision is impractical with respect to an operator such as Real Journeys. For instance 
we cannot leave intoxicated passengers at Walter Peak at the end of an evening we 
have a responsibility to transport intoxicated passengers back to Queenstown. Also 
when carrying such large number of passengers it is impossible to know if 
“by  reason  of  their  state  of  intoxication,  health,  or other  physical  attribute,” a 
passenger  “could put at risk or represent a risk to the other passengers of the vessel.”  

 
The Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 Section 253 - Allowing disorderly conduct on 
licensed premises, contains appropriate penalties for the behaviours addressed in 
Clause 8(4) of the proposed bylaws.  Accordingly this provision 8 (4) should only apply 
to vessels that do not have a liquor licence.  
 

 Regarding Clause 10 (2) and (3) Wearing of lifejackets on vessels greater than 6 
metres in length; this provision exceeds Maritime Rule Part 40A, Appendix 4.  Under 
this rule within enclosed limits, commercial vessels must have total aggregate 
buoyancy (including life rafts, carley floats, rescue boat) for 100% number of persons 
on board.   

 
Commercial vessels will be subject to survey against the maritime rule, not the bylaw 
and as such this introduces a conflict. 

 
The intent is supported, however it is proposed that this bylaw reflect current Maritime 
Rules and that MNZ is lobbied to make relevant changes OR the bylaw is rewritten to 
specifically exclude commercial vessels operating under an approved Maritime 
Transport Operator Plan and within the Passenger activity (may be included in Clause 
11).   
 
Note Clause 28 does not refer to Maritime Rule Part 40A, however does state that all 
Maritime Rules apply. 

 
 12(1)(b).  It is proposed that the following wording be inserted in this clause on the 

same basis as 13(b)(iv) where the TSS requires speeds in excess of 5 knots to safely 
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manoeuvre to and from the berth:  “excluding the TSS Earnslaw within Queenstown 
Bay and at Walter Peak when manoeuvring for berthing and un-berthing in accordance 
with Clause 13(b)(iv)”. 
 

 15 (3) Use of Structures – Real Journeys supports this clause.  
 
 18 (1) (a) Prohibited Areas - Real Journeys supports this clause.  
 
 19 (4) Accident Reporting – we believe this clause has an inappropriate emphasis. If 

one of our vessels is damaged our first priority will be to ensure the safety of our 
passengers and crew and this priority is not reflected in this clause. 

 
It is recommended that a new sub-part be introduced: “to safeguard the safety of all 
passengers and crew, and to prevent environmental damage”. 

 
 20 (1) Near Miss Incident Reporting – Real Journeys believes for this clause to be 

effective and enforceable “Near Miss” needs to be defined more clearly. Because as 
clause 20 (1) stands it can be subject to varying interpretation and what will the 
consequences be for a party who does not report a near miss because they do not 
deem the situation hazardous when someone else does.  

 
 23 (2) Deposit of Materials in or about District – this clause needs to exclude anchors 

and mooring lines; because as this clause is written “anything” will capture anchors and 
mooring lines which is unreasonable.  

 
 25 Persons to avoid swimming or diving around wharves or jetties - Real Journeys 

supports this clause however comas need to be included between “jump, dive, swim 
or…”   

 
 
Part 3 Access Lanes and Reserved Areas 
 
 31 Conduct in Access Lane - Real Journeys supports these provisions 
 
 
Part 4 Commercial Activities 
 
 38 (1) The Maritime Operator Safety System is effective as of 1 July 2014.   

Terminology in this clause needs to be updated, specifically:  “…Owner/Operator of 
such vessel holds a Certificate of Survey and a valid Maritime Transport Operator 
Certificate under Part 19 and 44 of the Maritime Rules”.  

 
Schedule 3 Upliftings  
 
 13 (b)(i)  There is a typo; the second occurrence of ‘adjacent One mile Car Park’ at the 

end of the statement needs to be removed. 
 

13 (b)(i) and (ii) The Queenstown Bay access lane description at these parts is 
confusing to read.  Once plotted they show a corridor, however the wording makes it 
seem like there are two lanes – ‘Lane number one and two’ itemised separately. 
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It is recommended that this description is fully revised for clarity.  Additionally, the black 
marker buoy adjacent the One Mile Car Park would be better served as the same 5 
knot markers in the head of the bay, and positioned further into the lake to avoid large 
overlap of speed restricted area in the bay approaches.  
 

 
 

 13 (b) (iv) Real Journeys strongly supports this provision as mandatory to the safe 
operation of the Earnslaw. 

 
General Comments: 
 
Much of the proposed bylaws are already covered by as the Maritime Transport Act 1994 
and Maritime Rules.  Accordingly Real Journeys contends that where the relevant 
Maritime Legislation appropriately addresses an issue there is no need for these to be 
restated in the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014.  
 
Also we believe the definitions / interpretation in the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 
2014 need to be more consistently aligned with Maritime New Zealand definitions.  
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Phone:)
) )
Email:)
) )
Date:) 5)August)2014)
)

The)specific)parts)of)the)proposed)bylaw)that)this)submission)relates)to)are:)

Particularly)Parts)17)(4),)22)and)43)(1))to)43)(4),)but)also)all)other)parts)of)the)Bylaw)

We)support)the)adoption)of)the)Proposed)Navigation)Safety)Bylaw)2014)in)its)entirety)and)specifically)the)
retention)of)17)(4))being)the)‘No$powered$vessels$may$operate$on$that$part$of$the$Kawarau$River$located$
below$the$Arrow$River’$and)all)associated)provisions)especially)around)permanent)speed)upliftings,)unless)
minor)wording)changes)are)required)for)the)sake)of)greater)clarity.)Such)modifications,)however,)are)not)to)
change)the)intent)of)the)text.)

)

Submission)

We)support)the)entire)Proposed)Navigation)Safety)Bylaw)(PNSB))and)the)rules,)duties,)requirements)and)
matters)contained)therein.)

We)submit)specifically)that)the)following)section)be)retained)unchanged)regardless)of)submissions)
received,)except)for)any)very)minor)wording)changes)that)are)considered)necessary)for)the)sake)of)greater)
clarity.)

‘17$Specific$navigation$rules$
(4)$No$powered$vessels$may$operate$on$that$part$of$the$Kawarau$River$located$below$the$Arrow$River.$

For)the)sake)of)clarity)it)might)be)desirable,)for)example,)to)reword)section)17)(4))as)‘No$powered$vessels$
may$operate$on$that$part$of$the$Kawarau$River$located$below$the$Arrow$River$confluence.’.)
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)

Reasons)for)our)Submission)

))
The)Kawarau)River)is)unique)amongst)New)Zealand)rivers)due)to)it’s)characteristic)year)round)high)volume,)
which)creates)a)specific)type)of)challenging)but)yet)safe)rapids)for)novice)and)intermediate)kayakers)to)
learn)on,)train)on,)and)enjoy.)There)are)very)few)other)opportunities)in)New)Zealand)for)the)‘big)water’)
type)of)paddling)possible)on)the)affected)sections)of)the)Kawarau)River.)))
)
Our)primary)concern)relates)to)the)safety)of)kayakers)within)our)club.)We)are)the)biggest)whitewater)club)
in)New)Zealand,)with)approximately)300)members)signing)up)each)year)–)comprised)of)both)domestic)and)
international)students)and)nonastudents)of)the)University)of)Auckland.)Many)internationals)attend)trips)
organized)to)paddle)the)Kawarau)specifically)to)experience)the)natural)wonder)of)the)Kawarau)River,)and)
then)stay)on)to)enjoy)many)aspects)of)Queenstown)tourism.)
)
However,)the)encroachment)of)jetboats)onto)river)sections)to)which)they)were)previously)excluded)will)
have)a)negative)effect)on)the)enjoyment)and)ability)to)enjoy)the)Kawarau)River)for)many)of)our)members.)
We)have)had)many)negative)experiences)with)jetboats)on)other)river)sections)(such)as)Full)James)rapid)on)
the)Waikato)River),)where)the)tranquility)of)the)river)is)diminished)and)an)unnecessary)danger)is)created.))
The)danger)to)kayakers)comes)about)because)of)the)difference)in)speed)between)kayakers)and)a)jetboat.)
Whilst)kayakers)move)very)slowly)relative)to)the)river,)jetboats)are)extremely)fast)a)this)combined)with)the)
many)blind)corners)of)the)gorge)creates)a)hazard)when)kayakers)must)navigate)to)avoid)jetboats.)This)
danger)is)heightened)when)novice)kayakers)are)involved,)who)lack)the)same)competencies)to)quickly)and)
efficiently)move)out)of)the)way)of)a)jetboat)and)into)a)safe)place)on)the)side)of)the)river,)which)can)be)very)
wide)in)some)parts.))
)
Additionally,)the)natural)beauty)of)the)river)will)be)negatively)affected)by)the)jetboats.)They)create)an)
extremely)loud)noise)from)the)powerful)engines)which)can)be)heard)from)many)kilometers)away)as)it)
echoes)through)the)gorges)and)valleys.)What)was)previously)a)tranquil)wilderness)will)be)ruined)by)the)loud)
noise)and)wake)of)jetboats.))
)
In)conclusion,)we)want)the)PNSB)retained)essentially)as)currently)worded.)This)is)essential)so)that)kayakers,)
rafters,)river)surfers)and)other)passive)river)users)will)be)kept)safe)from)harm)and)intrusion)on)key)white)
water)stretches)by)powered)craft,)and)particularly)on)the)Kawarau)River)below)the)Arrow)River)confluence.)
)
What)we)would)like)the)Council)to)do?)
)
We)support)and)request)that)QLDC)adopt)the)PNSB)in)its)entirety)as)proposed)and)advertised,)subject)to)
any)very)minor)wording)changes)for)clarity)being)required.))
)
We)request)that)the)QLDC)should)not)consider)any)matters)for)amendment)or)removal)that)were)not)
within)the)Statement)of)Proposal)or)Summary)of)Statement)of)Proposal)as)advertised,)such)as)changing)
section)17)(4))for)the)reasons)as)described)above.)No)other)changes)should)be)made)as)a)result)of)other)
submissions,)unless)they)are)of)a)very)minor)nature.)In)particular,)changes)in)areas)outside)the)scope)of)the)
original)Statement)of)Proposal,)e.g.,)in)areas)surrounding)power)boat)speed)upliftings,)would)not)be)
appropriate)to)consider,)as)due)process)and)appropriate)consultation)with)affected)parties)and)notification)

)
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)

concerning)such)matters)has)not)been)undertaken)as)outlined)in)the)Bylaws.)
)
)
We)wish/do)not)wish)to)be)heard)in)support)of)its)submission,)and)reserve)the)right)to)be)included)with)the)
other)kayaking)submitters.))
)

)
)
)
Signature)) )
) )
Date) )
)
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Isaac Bain
05/08/14

Isaac Bain



 
 

Proposed QLDC Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 
 

Submission of Upper Clutha Angling Club, Wanaka 
 
1. About the Upper Clutha Angling Club 
 
The Upper Clutha Angling Club (‘the Club’) is based in Wanaka and currently has 51 members.  The 
Club was formed 65 years ago (originally called the Upper Clutha Rod and Gun Club when it was 
formed in 1949) and its members come from Wanaka, Hawea, Luggate, and the surrounding Upper 
Clutha district as well as elsewhere in New Zealand and overseas.  The primary purpose of the Club is 
the practice, promotion and protection of angling as a sport. 
 
The Club has always taken an active interest in matters potentially affecting angling in line with the 
Club’s purposes.  In addition to regular Club events for its members, the Club holds a biennial 
beginners fly fishing course aimed at the public and an annual Take a Kid Fishing day involving 
children and parents from all Wanaka and Hawea primary schools. 
 
Members of the Club undertake all types of freshwater angling, including fly fishing and spin fishing 
(aka threadlining) in lakes and rivers, fishing using a variety of methods from boats.  Members also 
use jetboats to access navigable rivers.  The Club considers that its members are fairly typical anglers 
and that members’ views are generally in line with the views of all recreational freshwater anglers in 
the District. 
 
 
2. Distribution of the Proposal 
 
The Club notes that the Summary of Statement of Proposal for the proposed 2014 Bylaw makes 
certain statements in relation to the distribution of the proposal to organisations with a potential 
interest in this matter.  The Club has a long history of interest in any matter potential affecting 
angling, including the uplifting of the vessel speed limit in all rivers which is well known to the 
Harbourmaster (at least) and should be to Council staff as well.  The Club submitted on proposed 
speed limit upliftings at the time of consultation on the 2009 Navigation Safety Bylaw, yet it has not 
been consulted informally or formally in relation to the proposed Bylaw. 
 
The Club will address its concerns in relation to this matter in more detail at the Hearing. 
 
 
3. What the Club Supports about the Proposed Bylaw 
  
The Club supports responsible and safe boating practices and recognises that the primary intent of 
the proposed Bylaw is generally to support those aims.  In that respect the proposed Bylaw has the 
Club’s full support in principle. 
 
  

QLDC Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 Submissions



Page 2 
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4. What the Club Opposes in the Proposed Bylaw  
 
a) Schedule 3 Clause 10 (b) (ii) Clutha River 
 
The proposed Bylaw uplifts the 5 knot limit from sunrise to sunset during that part of the year when 
daylight saving is in effect.  This is a huge change from the current 10am to 6pm uplifting and one 
that will inevitably result in more disturbances to anglers from jet boat/jet ski activity in what (until 
now) has been a period of relative peace and quiet in the mornings and evenings for those members 
and the general public that fly fish the Clutha River.  The primary period of aquatic insect emergence 
(hatch) is in the mornings and the evenings and that is the most productive time for fly fishing in the 
Clutha.  While the presence of Didymospenia germinata (rock snot) has reduced the quality of the 
fishing on the Clutha, the best fly fishing is still during the periods of insect emergence early and late 
in the day.  A good part of the enjoyment of fly fishing is the tranquillity and peacefulness of the 
setting.  Allowing jet boats/jet skis to operate in the early mornings and evenings would be a serious 
nuisance and would significantly and adversely affect fly fishers.  Many overseas anglers come to the 
Clutha River specifically to fly fish.  There are also safety concerns given that fly fishers often stand in 
the flowing water whilst fishing. 
 
The Club has observed that an article on the front page of the Wanaka Sun (31.07.2014) states ‘A 
QLDC spokesperson said the change had been proposed to benefit fishermen, by improving access 
for people fishing from boats.’  The Club says, based on its members’ considerable experience, that it 
will do exactly the opposite – it will substantially degrade fishing and the quality of the fishing 
experience.  Very good foot access to the Clutha River from the outlet down to the Luggate Bridge is 
already available along much of its length.  There is simply no tangible benefit to anglers in an 
extension of the hours of uplifting, in fact the reverse is true. 
 
There has been no consultation with anglers on this subject, no request by anglers for extended 
hours of uplifting of the speed limit and there is certainly no need from a fishing perspective for the 
proposed change to the current 10am to 6pm uplifting.  The proposed change is not only 
unnecessary, it would be counterproductive to the majority of Clutha River anglers.  The QLDC 
spokesperson’s statement shows a lack of knowledge and suggests real ignorance of recreational 
angling practises in the Clutha River.  It is also at odds with current regulations which prohibit 
angling from boats in the upper Clutha River from Lake Wanaka to the Albert Town Bridge.  
Furthermore it potentially misleads the public about the possible merits of the proposed Bylaw. 
 
Quite apart from those persons that might fish on the river, the Club believes the additional noise 
and nuisance from early and late jet boat/jet ski activity on the Clutha River will most certainly 
adversely affect all members of the public – residents and visitors alike – that currently enjoy a 
peaceful walk along the river in the quiet of the morning or evenings. 
 
Based on the proposed Bylaw, the Club assumes that the proposed extension to the uplifting hours 
on the Clutha River means that as well as recreational vessels the commercial jet boat operators on 
the river will also be able to operate from sunrise to sunset. 
 
What the Club wants in relation to the proposed Clutha River speed limit uplifting: 
 
The Upper Clutha Angling Club requests that that the hours of uplifting of speed limits on the Clutha 
River at all times of the year should remain unchanged from those in effect at present under the 2009 
bylaw.  The Club submits that the current bylaw provides an appropriate balance between the needs 
of anglers and the needs of jet boaters wishing to access the river. 
 

QLDC Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 Submissions



Page 3 
 

Upper Clutha Angling Club Submission draft QLDC 2014 Navigation Safety Bylaw August 5 2014 

 

b) Schedule 3 Clause 11 Hunter River 
 
The Club opposes the proposed uplifting of the speed limit on the Hunter River.  The Club previously 
opposed the current uplifting that is now in effect under the 2009 bylaw at the time of consultation 
on the Hunter River uplifting which was introduced for the first time in the 2009 Navigation Safety 
Bylaw.  Prior to 2009 there had been no uplifting of speed limits on the Hunter River. 
 
Overall, when Schedule 3 is examined in entirety, the proposed Bylaw uplifts the speed limit on 
almost every navigable river and tributary in the District.  Until 2009, the Hunter River was the only 
navigable river of note in the District where there was no speed limit uplifting.  Jet boats/jet skis now 
have access to every river in the District they could potentially operate in, including the Hunter.  
Until 2009, anglers could go to the Hunter secure in the knowledge that they would not experience 
the nuisance and disturbance caused by jet boats.  The reason for the Club opposing the uplifting on 
the Hunter River in 2009 remains the same today - that the noise and disturbance caused by jet 
boats/jet skis threatens the very wilderness values that help to make the Hunter River special as a 
back country fishery.  There are also safety issues – the Hunter River is one of the smaller navigable 
rivers in the district and fly fishers in particular often stand mid stream when angling.  All of these 
issues were traversed with QLDC in some detail by a number of submitters in 2009 yet Council 
overrode the majority in the community by uplifting the speed limit on the Hunter River for lengthy 
periods of the year. 
 
The Club notes that one of the specific purposes of the proposed bylaw (Clause 3 (1) (b)) is to 
prevent nuisances arising from the use of vessels.  The Club submits that the noise and disturbance 
caused by jet boats and jet skis is most certainly a nuisance to anglers - who by the way are by far 
the main users of the Hunter River.  Jet boat/jet ski activity in that river completely destroys the 
peace and quiet of a wilderness setting in what is one of the best wilderness fishing rivers in New 
Zealand.  If jet boats/jet skis have access to all of the other navigable rivers in the District, is it not 
appropriate to set aside one river from the nuisance of this activity in order to protect its natural 
setting and wildnerness values? 
 
There are provisions in the proposed Bylaw that would allow the Harbourmaster to exempt persons 
or vessels temporarily from the speed limit (Clause 45).  The Club believes this provision provides a 
mechanism for allowing jet boats to have access to the Hunter River for specific occasions or events 
from time to time, without the need for a permanent uplifting.  This would allow the Hunter River 
environment to remain quiet and undisturbed for the vast majority of users who use it and seek to 
experience its wilderness values (anglers), most of the time. 
 
What the Club wants in relation to the proposed Hunter River speed limit uplifting: 
 
The Upper Clutha Angling Club requests that there be no uplifting of the speed limit on the Hunter 
River.  The Club submits that any uplifting will result in the creation of a nuisance to the vast majority 
of the users of the river (anglers).  The fact that the proposed bylaw uplifts the speed limit on every 
other navigable river in the District provides ample opportunity for jet boats/jet skis to pursue their 
interests. 
 
 
c) Clause 43 
 
The Club submits that Clause 43 in its current form is unbalanced and too narrow in scope.  Clause 
43 only allows persons to apply for a permanent uplifting of a speed limit.  There is no equivalent 
provision that provides for persons to apply to have any permanent uplifting rescinded or amended. 
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Upper Clutha Angling Club Submission draft QLDC 2014 Navigation Safety Bylaw August 5 2014 

 

 
The community evolves and changes over time, especially in this District which is experiencing rapid 
growth and development that is forecast to continue at a similar rate in the future.  It is simply 
inconceivable that there may not be a time when the public (or persons) see the need for the 
removal or amendment of a permanent uplifting for very good reasons. 
 
While the Club recognises that Clause 43 is a ‘roll over’ of a similar clause in the 2009 Navigation 
Safety Bylaw, it is clear that in drafting the proposed new Bylaw there has been inadequate (if any) 
consideration of the interests of the wider community.  The one-sided nature of Clause 43 is 
undemocratic, is indicative of bias (whether intended or not) and is too narrow in scope.  One would 
have hoped that in drafting the proposed Bylaw in line with the amended legislation and in line with 
the review of all Council bylaws to determine their appropriateness to meet the needs of the entire 
community, that a more open mind would have identified just how inappropriate it is to not provide 
the public with a process of reversal or amendment to permanent speed limit upliftings.  Overall, the 
failure to identify and deal appropriately with this fundamental issue of equity indicates that the 
review of this bylaw has not been approached with a fully open mind (as it should have been) and is 
deeply and fatally flawed.  The lack of honest and full public consultation has undoubtedly 
contributed to these flaws. 
 
What the Club wants in relation to the proposed Clause 43: 
 
The Upper Clutha Angling Club requests that either Clause 43 be rewritten to provide for applications 
for permanent upliftings to be created, amended and removed, or that a new clause be added that 
mirrors Clause 43 but that provides for persons to apply for the removal or amendment of a 
permanent uplifting.  Such a provision is required in the interests of the entire community in line with 
the principles of natural justice, equity and democracy. 
 
 
5. The Upper Clutha Angling Club wishes to be heard in support of this submission. 
 
 
 
 
Rick Boyd 
President 
Upper Clutha Angling Club 
1 Baker Grove 
Wanaka 9305 
Tel  
Email:  
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Submission on Queenstown Lakes District Council Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 

Submission to:  District Secretary 
   Queenstown Lakes District Council 

Private Bag 50072 
   Queenstown 
 

Submission from: Riversurfing Ltd 
   3 Wye Place 
   Queenstown 
 

Contact details:  Neil Harrison (address as above) 

Phone:    

Email:    

Date:   1 August 2014 

The specific parts of the proposed bylaw that my submission relates to are: 

Particularly Parts 17 (4), 22 and 43 (1) to 43 (4), but also all other parts of the Bylaw 

Riversurfing ltd supports the adoption of the Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw 2014 in its entirety 
and specifically the retention of 17 (4) being the ‘No powered vessels may operate on that part of the 
Kawarau River located below the Arrow River’ and all associated provisions especially around 
permanent speed upliftings, unless minor wording changes are required for the sake of greater 
clarity. Such modifications, however, are not to change the intent of the text. 

 

Submission 

Riversurfing Ltd supports the entire Proposed Navigation Safety Bylaw (PNSB) and the rules, duties, 
requirements and matters contained therein. 

Riversurfing Ltd submit specifically that the following sections be retained unchanged regardless of 
submissions received, except for any very minor wording changes that are considered necessary for 
the sake of greater clarity. 

‘17 Specific navigation rules 
(4) No powered vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow 
River. 
 
22 Wake  

(1) Subject to clauses 12 and 17, every person in charge of any vessel must ensure that the 
vessel’s wake or the wake from any person or object being towed: 
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(a) does not prevent other people from safely using the waterway; 
(b) does not cause danger or risk of damage to other vessels, structures, or  
navigation aids; and 
(c) does not cause any risk of harm to any other person. 
 

43 Permanent speed upliftings 

(1) A person may apply to have any speed limit prescribed by this Bylaw uplifted from waters 
specified in the application, by application in writing to the Council. 

(2) An application under subclause (1) must not be granted unless the Council is satisfied that: 
(a) The application has been publicly notified; and 
(b) The affected persons have had reasonable opportunity to comment on the application; 
and 
(c) The applicant has provided evidence of the consultation undertaken with affected persons 
and any navigation safety concerns arising from the consultation process; and 
(d) The applicant has provided evidence of any measures taken to address any concerns 
raised by affected persons; and 
(e) Uplifting the speed limit will not unacceptably increase the risk to navigation safety or 
endanger persons using the waters that are the subject to the application. 

(3) The Council will: 
(a) consult with the Director before granting any application made under subclause (1); and 
(b) notify the Director when it grants such an application and must give public notice of the 
speed uplifting. 

(4) The Council may grant an application in accordance with subclause (1) for a specified period 
or periods and subject to such conditions as Council may specify in the interests of maritime 
safety.’ 

and 

‘Schedule 3  – Upliftings’ 

For the sake of clarity it might be desirable, for example, to reword section 17 (4) as ‘No powered 
vessels may operate on that part of the Kawarau River located below the Arrow River confluence.’. 

Reasons for our Submission 

Riversurfing Ltd operates commercial trips on the Kawarau River and staff are regularly on the 
Kawarau River for training or recreational purposes.  Any changes to the legislation will directly 
affect the Riversurfing Ltd.  
 
Safety risk to existing river users 
The presence of powered craft is excluded by the PNSB from the Kawarau River below the Arrow 
River confluence and we totally support this. Powered craft such as Jet Boats do not mix well with 
Whitewater Boarders.  The presence of jet boats in the Kawarau River below the Arrow River 
confluence, should the bylaw be changed to permit such activities, would create a new hazard to 
whitewater boarders.  A collision between a whitewater boarder and a jetboat would have tragic 
consequences.  From my knowledge of using that part of the river for many years, in my opinion, a 
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jetboat travelling upstream at ‘Smith Falls’ would require to power up through the rapid and would 
not have time to take evasive action if they were to meet a group of whitewater boarders or other 
users travelling downstream, as the rapid sits on a blind corner. 
 
Another area of the river where there have been near misses in the past, due to jetboat drivers 
ignoring the rules, is the ‘Doolittle’ rapid. It is common for whitewater boarders, kayakers and surfers 
to ride the stationary waves at this rapid. There have been incidents in the past where jetboat drivers 
have powered up through the rapid, ignoring signals to stop, which has resulted in a near miss with 
someone sitting on a stationary wave. These incidents were reported to the Harbourmaster. 
 
Enjoyment of the River 
The Kawarau River and its various sections below the Arrow River confluence offer a quality 
whitewater boarding experience with few non-natural distractions. The presence of a jet boat can 
have a major negative effect on the enjoyment of the river by whitewater boarder’s and detract 
from the natural, remote and wild essence and scenery of the gorges, the white water rapids and 
the freedom that its existing users enjoy. When a jet boat passes kayakers on a river, it is a noisy 
intrusive experience requiring other river users to move to the side as soon as they hear the roar of 
the engine and then positioning themselves to deal with the wake of the jet boat crashing onto 
them and the shore after it has passed. This is an unpleasant experience for any other river users. 
 
 
In conclusion, Riversurfing Ltd wants the PNSB retained essentially as currently worded. This is 
essential so that un-powered river users will be safe from intrusion on key white water stretches by 
powered craft, and particularly from the safety hazard and intrusion on a wild and scenic 
environment that such craft would pose to river users on the Kawarau River below the Arrow River 
confluence. 
 
Riversurfing Ltd supports and requests that QLDC adopt the PNSB in its entirety as proposed and 
advertised, subject to any very minor wording changes for clarity being required.  
 
We request that the QLDC should not consider any matters for amendment or removal that were 
not within the Statement of Proposal or Summary of Statement of Proposal as advertised, such as 
changing section 17 (4) for the reasons as described above. No other changes should be made as a 
result of other submissions, unless they are of a very minor nature. In particular, changes in areas 
outside the scope of the original Statement of Proposal, e.g., in areas surrounding power boat speed 
upliftings, would not be appropriate to consider, as due process and appropriate consultation with 
affected parties and notification concerning such matters has not been undertaken as outlined in the 
Bylaws. 
 
 
Riversurfing Ltd wishes to be heard in support of its submission.  
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I have been through the Bylaws and updated them in accordance with the NZ parasail guidelines. 

There didn't need to be a section A and B because there is to be no more Beach operations just deck boat operations 
in NZ. 

The NZ parasail guidelines are being finished in the next few weeks and I will send you are copy once we receive 
them. 

 

Parasailing Operation Requirements 

1,No Person shall parasail without wearing a life jacket. 

2, A vessel towing a parasail shall be a minimum of 7.5m in length and have a minimum of 400HP 

3,The towline from vessel to Parasail shall be no longer than 300m and be able to float. 

4,N/A refer to Number 12 

 

5,No beach takeoffs and landings are to be allowed, all parasail operations must be undertake using winch and boat 
platform parasailing operations. 

6,Each operator shall provide a full safety briefing and instruct all clients prior to there flight what to do in case of a 
water landing, and the correct landing and takeoff positions. 

7,No Parasailing shall be undertaken in wind more than 22knots or the maximum wind rating on the parasail being 
used. 

8,N/A 

9,All Equipment being used must be in accordance with the NZ Parasailing Guidelines. 

10,No Parasailing shall be conducted on rivers or mouths of rivers. 

11,All parasailing operations will be conducted entirely within any are of operation that may be so directed as being 
suitable for operations by the council. 

12,A knife or other implement suitable to cutting the towline must be carried in an easily accessible position on the 
vessel. 

13,No Parasailing shall be conducted within 4km of the Queenstown Airport as per Nz Aviation rules. 

14,All Parasail operations must have two crew and be in control of the vessel at all times when the operation is being 
undertaken. 

15,The landing deck operator must be wearing a life jacket. 

15,The landing deck must have a minimum area of 9 square meters. 

16,All Parasailing must be in accordance with the NZ parasailing guidelines. 

--  

Regards 
Carrick McLellan 
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