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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1.  While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2.  Aproposed ski flane has been proposed:
(i}  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
(i)  Inan area where there is little (and even what is there constrained} access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
{(iii} The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activitles beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriter! beach into another “active activity beach” In large parts.

3.  Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

(i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water skij craft;

(] Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing ail (for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Littte Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(iii) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Littie Kalteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.

35637/258962.1/PC
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SUBMISSIONS ON THE DRAFT TASMAN DISTRICT BY LAW,CHAPTER 5
NAVIGATION LAWS; Tt .

[ am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposal that there should
be a ski lane in Little Kaiteriteri as suggested in the ‘Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014’ (fig19, Map15)

I have been a regular visitor to Kaiteriteri since the 1960°s when my parents built a
home in Little Kaiteriteri. I am now more recently a permanent resident at the same
address.

[ am fully familiar with Kaiteriteri and Little Kaiteriteri beaches and over the last 50
years have observed many changes, but no changes in the northerly and casterly wind
and sea roll that can blow into Little Kaiteriteri.

SAFETY:

Safety is my main issue to my objection to a ski lane in Little Kaiteriteri.

Little Kaiteriteri is exposed to the northerly and easterly wind which creates a roll in
the wave action, plus the beach drops off sharply compared to main Kaiteriteri ,in
reality quite unsuitable for water skiing.

[ have been involved with close inshore commercial fishing in a 4 metre craft so do
understand the sea and its changes either with weather or tide.

During the 70’s and 80°s we did use to ski off Little Kaiteriteri beach (before any
regulations) but the days were very limited due to either the sea conditions or wind
and it was definitely not a suitable beach for the inexperienced skier to start or drop
off. Even the experienced boatie can get into difficulties at this beach.

Kaiteriteri beach has always been the favoured beach for skiing and families with
boats have come here year after year for that reason, to have fun skiing in a safe
environment.

Many of the good skiing areas are now not available to water skiers close to
Kaiteriteri, i.e. Split Apple & inside Adele Island so it is important to keep skiing
available in the “now™ area at Kaiteriteri Beach..

The majority of boaties are familiar with the guide lines in the bay and seem to cope
well with everyone aware of their responsibilities when towing skiers or toboggans so
why change it if it works,

Over more recent years the commercial operators in Kaiteriteri have slowly taken a
large area of beach for off and on loading, much of which used to be for swimmers
and water skiers so perhaps it would be a good idea to relocate the commercial
operators to another Bay which would also relieve Kaiteriteri of its much sort after car
parks during the day.

PARKING .

Very limited parking and certainly not enough for extra vehicles and boat trailers at
Little Kaiteriteri.



Ryder Reserve has been a nice safe area for visitors/picnickers/families and children
to either play or walk and this would surely change with an influx of extra boats and
trailers.

[ would like to be advised of when the hearings in TDC Richmond are being held so [
may attend.

Yours sincerely
Ron LePine

8F Rowling Rd,
Little Kaiteriteri
Motueka RD2.7197

homes@goldensands.co.nz

03 5278274
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Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014
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Full name of submitter: Ingrane Investments Limited _
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| WISH TO PRESENT MY SUBMISSION IN PERSON TO A COUNCIL HEARING

This is page 1 of a total of 3 pages.

Person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter.
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Provision  Support Submission
/[ Clause /Oppase

[the nature-of the submission and reason for it)

Draft Introduction

Navigation | (,o ane Investments Limited is the owner of the residential properties at 15 Lagoon
Bylaw Street, 17 Lagoon Street, and 4 Manuka Street. The owners have holidayed in Torrent
2014 Bay for many years.

The provisions of the Draft Navigation Bylaw 2014 that impact negatively on the
current use and enjoyment of Torrent Bay are opposed. A submission has however
been made in conditional support to the area reserved as a Water Skiing Area.

Bylaw 3.25.2 | Oppose | Access Point Transit Lane - Anchoring

Sch.2, para 2 The area between Ballon Rock and Glasgow Headland is the only part of
Torrent Bay that provides convenient low tide water access and shelter
from wind and waves. It is because of these qualities that residents have,
for many years, used this part of the Bay as a sort of “parking area” (in the
absence ot road access). This area therefore serves as a fundamental part
of the use of the Torrent Bay residential settlement.

According to proposed Bylaw 3.25.2, anchoring is prohibited in the Access
Point Transit Lane {(between 0700 and 1800 hrs) unless the vessel is
attended during loading or unloading, and embarking or disembarking.
Vessels cannot be anchored and left unattended for more than 10 minutes.

Given the current use/value of this northern area, and the absence of any
problems/conflict experienced with commercial operators, the proposed
Access Point Transit Lane is strongly opposed. As an alternative, we
recommend that this Lane be reduced in scale (see below) to provide for
access while also enabling the residents and visitors to anchor their vessels.

: - Pt )
We also support the submissions made by the Torrent Bay Township
Committee.
Submission on the Draft Navigation Bylaws 2014 ) Page 2 of 3

Ingrane Investments Limited {March 2014}



Bylaw 3.9.2

Sch.2, para
5a

Support
with
changes

Reserved Areas — Torrent Bay Water Skiing Area

This proposed Bylaw propases to impose a 4 hour priority to water skiers,
being 2 hours either side of high tide. While we support the intent of this
Bylaw we consider it more appropriate to simply provide a priority to water
skiing without the specific time restrictions. Adding the time restrictions
only adds complexity to what should be a simple Bylaw in recognition of the
needs of residents/visitors, and in recognition of the physical constraints of
tide and weather.

| Bylaw 3.9.2

| Sch.2, para
Se

Oppose

Access Point Transit Lane - Access

The proposed Bylaw applies between 0700 to 1800 hours. However as
commercial operators can only access Torrent Bay between 0900 to 1200
the Bylaw creates an unnecessary constraint on the use of the space by
residents and visitors Identified as Transit Lane.

We request that the Transit Lane restriction only apply between 0902 and
1200 hours.

Submission on the Draft Navigation Bylaws 2014 Page 3 of 3
ingrane Investments Limited {March 2014}
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Submission to the Tasman District Council re proposed Navigation Bylaws. -
Attention D.Bush-King

From E.A.Loose, 8 Sutherland St. Te Anau 9600, 03-2499117, Cell
0223953162 tbears1@xtra.co.nz on behalf of the Doubtful Sound
Commercial Users

Kia ora, | have never been to Tasman and will not comment on any issues
except.

Minor variances are proposed to Maritime Rule Part 91. 3(a) vessels under
6m. All passengers and crew iag,uld wear life jackets (personal flotation
device) vessels-over 6m. Compulsory to carry enough life jackets for
p@sengers and crew; M cee . Pk3\ N, )

4(e) Identification of all vessels needs to be compulsory, either by name or
number.

Life Jackets, there needs to be a rule in place that is the same nationally,
shifting from one area to another creates confusion if the rule is different
around the country, most councils are adopting this approach.

Identification needs to be compulsory for reasons of safety and people
misbehaving.

glldentification of trailer Vessels can be achieved by using the trailer number
‘instead of a name this means there is an identification process that is

el

already in place.  fuw) | Fe~
i

5

Ido not wish to speak to my submission. Thank you for allowing me to
make this submission.

E.A.Loose Chair Commercial Users of Doubtful Sound



Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Wednesday, 26 March 2014 3:33 p.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Attn: Mooring Review Discussion
Attachments: Mooring Plan Fedback Mar14.docx

From: Ross Loveridge [mailto:ross. loveridge@xtra.co.nz)
Sent: Wednesday, 26 March 2014 3:34 p.m.

To: Reception Richmond

Cc: Paul & Isobel Mosley

Subject: Attn: Mooring Review Discussion

Hello

Please find attached the submission by Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club on the Mooring Review Discussion
Dacument

Regards

Ross Loveridge M E { Z

03 5402472
021 688 376
ross.loveridge@xtra.co.nz




Feedback on Tasman Resource Management Plan:

Mooring Review Discussion Document

Name: Ross Loveridge for Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club

Address: c/- 23 Brabant Drive, Ruby Bay, Mapua 7005

Email: ross.loveridge @xtra.co.nz

Feedback...

We support Option (circle one)@ (New mooring areas) or 2{No change)

or

| do not support Option (circle one): 1 or 2

Our reasons for this are: Management of Mooring is better without each mooring being managed in
detail by resource consents. A proper process is however needed to define the mooring areas to
start with and clear and equitable rules for licences within the mooring areas.

Are there particulor matters you want Council to consider during the review?

_ % .

Careful consideration is needed over the ability of licensees to obtain monetary benefit from
a licence if the mooring is not utilised directly.
(Private]Sale within a licence period effectively leapfrogs any individual on the waiting list as
the new licensee gains preference for the next licence period
A Licensee is not preciuded from renting out the mooring for monetary gain, That should not
occur on a permanent basis or reflect value beyond the hardware employed. The licence
should not be renewed for the next period if not utilised by the licensees own vessel.
We support the reduction in the Motueka Estuary mooring area
Care needs to be taken that the remaining Motueka Mooring area does not preclude future
development of marine focussed activity further toward the causeway on both sides of the
bridge/stop gates.
The proposed Trewavas Street mooring area is excessively large and needs to:

o Start further north

o Does not need to extend as far east

o Should be low density

o These amendments reflect the use of the estuary by small boats including the

Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club over many decades {photos form the 1950s)

We support the intention to have only serviceable vessels occupying moorings. These areas
should not be for cheap storage of derelict baats. It is however noted thajﬂcms J{OVISIOI’F
not effective at present W N Pord ey o W Ovines
There needs to be adequate allowance for visiting yachts / launches to anchor at Kaltenten
while picking up passenger, supplies or waiting out bad weather.

amv« UAL



Signature  Ross Loveridge  Date 20 March 2014

Would you like to be kept informed of key dotes and infermation during this maoring review process?
YES We would like to maintain input into the development of the discussion document into resource
management application and/or bylaws.



Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Wednesday, 26 March 2014 3:27 p.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Attn: Navigation Bylaw Consultation
Attachments: Submission Navigation Bylaws 2014.docx

From: Ross Loveridge [mailto:ross.loveridge@xtra.co.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 26 March 2014 3:25 p.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Cc: Paul & Isobel Mosley
Subject: Attn: Navigation Bylaw Consultation

Hello
Please find attached the submission by Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club on the Navigation Bylaws
..cgards

—— NG 120

03 540 2472
021 688 376
ross.loveridge@xtra.co..nz







Submission on Tasman District Council Navigation Bylaws 2014

Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014

Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014

To: Navigation Bylaws Consultation OR info@tasman.govt.nz

Tasman District Council Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation
Private Bag 4

Richmond 7050

Full name of submitter: Ross Loveridge

Organisation (if any):Motueka Yacht and Cruising Ciub Inc

Fuli postai address: For this Submission Process

C/- 23 Brabant Drive

Ruby Bay

Mapua 7005

Email Address: ross.loveridge @xtra.co.nz

Telephone number(s): 03 540 2472 / 021 688 376

Please delete one of the following:

| WISH TO PRESENT MY SUBMISSION IN PERSON TO A COUNCIL HEARING

This is page 1 of a total of 4 pages Submitted by Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club
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Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond

Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 3:14 p.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Attn: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Attachments: Submission - Jacob Lucas - DRAFT TASMAN DISTRICT NAVIGATION BYLAWS
2014.docx

/!

From: Jacob Lucas [mailto:jacob-lucas@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 3:14 p.m.
To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Attn: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Greetings,
Please see my submission in relation to the Navigation Bylaws.

Regards,
Jacob Lucas

Ji:



SUBMISSION: DRAFT TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL CONSOLIDATED BYLAW
CHAPTER §&: NAVIGATICN BYLAWS 2014

TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL
PRIVATE BAG 4
RICHMOND 7050

FROM: JACOB LUCAS
39 STONY RIDGE WAY
RD1
MOTUEKA

Submisson in relation to the upifting of the speed limit on the Motueka River.

As a resident of the Motueka Valley, a fisherman and regular summertime swimmer: |

believe that due to safety concerns, jet boating should be prohibited on the Motueka
River from 1 December to 31 March. This is for the following reasons:

1. The Motueka River is a highly utilised waterway and during this period (especially in
the holiday season), hundreds of peopie use this river daily for swimming, kayaking,
rafting, tubing, and fishing. The main concern | have is the safety of these people.

2. I have peronally witnessed what | consider to be excessive speeds by jet boaters on
this river during the summertime period.

3. Jet boat use on this river has increased significantly in the past 2 years and there is
a higher probability of a boat on person collision if this trend continues.

4. Setting minimum flows in which to boat is more confusing to boat owners. Having a
no boating period is easier to understand.



5. The Motueka River is internationally reknown for its fishing attributes and therefore
contributes significantly to local tourism revenue. Having no boating during the
peak visiting period will help keep it this way.



Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigatio
CEIVE

Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014 |
o . 14 MAR 2014 | |
To: Navigation Bylaws Consultation OR info@tasman.govt. AS l_/
Tasman District Council Subject: Navigation Bylaws ion'
Private Bag 4 u) ’Lf

Richmond 7050

Full name of submitter: L‘ NDRF TENKING & Lbﬁﬂ‘! Luws pen

Organisation (if any): MEL TMWaN 4o MIWEnNTS  Kataes PL \(Q,\re"e\a' TR 0t omn
Full postal address: o Uoxe 24129
FENDMT o1
CHRUT L WIARCH - ® sS40
Email Address: \ t\W\'l y wmg den @ '\'-ou\' v davel OR W wd - Ls.m2
Telephone number(s): 0l 1syas3z
Fax number:

Please delete one of the following:

L]

| DO NOT WISH TO BE HEARD IN PERSON

This is page 1 of a total of pages,

For office use:

Received: bapanggengesar
Submission ID: /\JE)!Z:B
Acknowledged: ...
Hearing time required?:

Hearing time allocated: .................
Hearing time advised:
Decision notifled:  .................
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION B8YLAW
{INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1

While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist,

A proposed ski lane has been proposed:

(i)  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;

{ii}  In an area where there is little {and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;

{iif} The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“possive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “octive activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 wili have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active octivity beach” in large parts.

Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

{i} Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

(i1} Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all (for the whole of
both Kaiteriterl's) into Little Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

{iii) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard 1o the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.

35637/259962.1/PC



Katie Greer

From: Angela Brown on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Monday, 24 February 2014 8:03 a.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

From: website@tasman.govt.nz [mailto:website@tasman.govt.nz]
Sent: Friday, 21 February 2014 7:24 p.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Your Contact Details
Title *

Mr

First Name
Kane

Last Name *
Macbeth

Address *
110 Lord Rutherford rd

Suburb
Brightwater

Town *
Nelson

steode *
7022

Daytime Phone Number
5423559

Mobile Phone Number
0276286120

Email Address *
k.t.macbeth/@xtra.co.nz

Organisation

Position

Presenting Your Submission

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

No



If yes, what if your preferred hearing location?
Richmond

Your Submission
Your comments *

Figure 27: Rabbit Island - Map 23

I oppose the arca allowed for horses. Our waterways are meant to be protected from these sorts of
animals. On the beach below the high tide mark is a big no. Farmers are made to fence off access to
water to keep there animals out .Also animals that cant be controlled should not be allowed in a
public area. This could also be a horse at any time ,a person could scare it maybe a pram that sets it
off bolting back along the beach and up your narrow fenced off alleyways. Someone in the way well
look out .With horses it could be anything ,maybe a plastic bag or another horse? Allot of these
animals are very high strung and the owners are not capable of always keeping them in control
.Please can we have the horses above the high tide mark and away from running down and scaring
the public.

Where you have put the kiters is full of nets .Where do the neters go?Very rude to set nets in the
swimmers area .Have you ever seen the amount of nets set on rabbit island especially pre Christmas?
If a kiter has a accident in that spot in the winter months no one will ever see him or her its to far
from anyone driving past and you cant be seen from the road.

A ttach a file to your submission



Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014
Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014
To: Navigation Bylaws Consultation OR info@tasman.govt.nz

Tasman District Council Subject: Navigation Byl

Private Bag 4
Richmond 7050

Full name of submitter: % HDPFUQQ—LL

Organisation (if any):

Full postal address: d QM Q@P‘ib ’7/ A)“
TTAPS A | M.

Email Address: M£

Telephone number(s):

Fax number:

Please delete one of the following:

mwwmw

| DO NOT WISH TO BE HEARD IN PERSON

This is page 1 of a total of pages.

For office use:

Received: VAL e
Submission ID: N% Vl’g—

Acknowledged: ...

Hearing time allocated; .................
Hearing time advised:  .................
Decision notified: ... ..
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Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014

Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014

To: Navigation Bylaws OR info@tasman.govt.nz

Consultation Tasman District OR info@tasman.qovt.nz

Council o e .
Private Bag 4 Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Richmond 7050

Full name of submitter: Dr Neil Maxwell

Organisation(if any): None
Full postal address: 105 Motuhara Road, Piimmerton, PORIRUA 5026
Email Address: cheryineil@xtra.co.nz

Telephone number(s): Mobile 021 899 311

Kaiteriteri 03 527 8427

Please delete one of the folfowing:
IWISH TO PRESENT MY SUBMISSION IN PERSON TO A COUNCIL

HEARING

This is page 1of atotal of 5 pages.

Signature of person making submission (or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

Date 27 March 2014
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Submitter details.

Name: Waimea Iniet Forum L.‘:)

Postal Address: c/o The Secretary; Waimea Inlet Forum, RD1 140 Coastal

Hwy Richmond 7081
Phone Number 03 5440433, 027 2407534 N G /«12 7
Email Address: waimea.inlet@gmail.com

| WISH TO PRESENT MY SUBMISSION IN PERSON TO A COUNCIL HEARING

This is page 1 of a total of 5 pages.

Linda McClintock
ilis orum
28 March 2014

Waimea Inlet Forum makes the following submission on the Navigation Safety
Bylaws Replacement.



Introduction
+——The Waimea Inlet Management Strategy was adopted by Tasman District

Council, Nelson City Council, Nelson/Marlborough Fish and Game and the
Department of Conservation in August 2010. The purpose of the strategy is to
support the collective care and stewardship of the Waimea Inlet. Waimea Inlet
Forum was established at this time to provide a “community of commitment
and responsibility for the future of the Iniet, a collaborative protocol and &

regenerative intention”

2——This submission has been developed in discussion with members of the
Waimea Inlet Forum Working Group comprising representatives of DoC,
Tasman Branch of Forest & Bird, Nelson/Golden Bay branch of the
Ornithological Soc and concerned individuals.

32— The Waimea Inlet Strategy (Section 4) identifies bird disturbance, predation
and loss of habitat, particularly for migratory species as important issues. The
Strategy also notes that “People want to retain a full range of options for use
and enjoyment of the inlet and adjoining land, as far as practical. Segregation
of activities may be needed, and quiet places need to be retained.”

4——The Waimea Inlet Strategy (Section 4) also acknowledges the interests of the
airport to reduce the risks of bird strike. “Any changes or enhancement made
to bird habitat should endeavor to avoid or reduce the risk of bird-strike to

aircraft.”

5——The New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement seeks, under Policy 11, to protect
indigenous biological diversity in the coastal environment:

(a) [i] indigenous taxa that are listed as threatened or at risk in the New
Zealand threat classification







(b) avoid significant adverse effecis and avoid, remedy or mitigate other
adverse effects of activities on [v] habitats, including areas and routes
important to migratory species.

é&———The Maritime Transport Act 1994, Section 33M, provides that a regional
council may make bylaws to prevent nuisances arising from the use of ships
and seaplanes (clause (c)); and to prevent nuisances arising from the actions
of persons and things on or in the water (clause (d)).

Submission
Waimea Inlet Forum submits the Tasman District bylaws should protect and

enhance the natural values of the Waimea Inlet and

 Prevent any activity which increases the risk of disturbance to migratory
bird species and other shorebirds at significant high tide roosting areas

» Prevent any activity that increases the probability of bird strike within a
13km radius of the aerodrome

« Prohibit the use of seaplanes on the Waimea Inlet

In respect of the Navigation Safety Bylaw:
The three areas of significant shorebird roosts in East Waimea Iniet are;

+ Bell Island shellbank
» East end of Rabbit Island
+ Sand Island (between Rabbit Island and Nelson Airport)

Waimea Inlet Forum requests that the Waimea Inlet, and in particular, the area
described above, is recognised as a sanctuary for shorebirds which include variable
oyster catchers, pied stilts, Caspian terns and migratory godwits and red knots. This
area has been recognised as a site of international importance, where migratory bird
species (godwits and red knots) congregate to feed and roost. The sites are all
interlinked — if disturbed, the birds will fly to one of the other areas increasing the
potential risk of bird strike at Nelson Airport.

The Forum therefore submits that an additional area should be ideniified in Schedule
2A, clause 8 (Schedule relating to Bylaw 3.31.2, where specified activities are
prohibited), and shown on Figure 27: Rabbit Island — Map 23. The area to be so
defined is shown on the accompanying figure and the prohibition should apply to



hovercraft, novel craft, WIG craft and kite surfing. The description and conditions for
the prohibited area should include a note (analogous to that used for Rabbit Island
beach (eastern section)) to the effect that other vessels must avoid creating a
nuisance that may disturb birds roosting on the Shell Bank, Sand Island, or the
eastern end of Rabbit Island.

athﬁqb"
Isiand A

i ..'"-.-',:t‘,,';... Bél lSi&ﬂd

~Shellbank
Nelson Airport

‘Safeguarding
\ _".ﬂ r.H'.t

i

Location of shorebird high tide roost sites {red circles) and proposed boundary of Nelson Airport Safeguarding
Area (prohibition area for personal water craft, WIG craft, hovercraft, novel craft and kite-propelled vessels) -
to the West of the yellow line. HSAA = High Speed Activity Area {proposed in Draft Bylaw); PA = Prohibited Area
for certain powered craft and kite boards {proposed in draft Bylaw). K = designated kite boarding area under
Nelson City Council Navigation Safety Bylaw; WS = designated water ski and personal watercraft area under
Nelson City Council Navigation Safety Bylaw. {Source: The Ornithological Soc of NZ)

We note that the proposed bylaw suggests that the East Waimea Inlet area “may be
marked with transit posts”. We would like o see that this is carried out, and strong
compliance measures put in place.






Seaplanes  Part A (xiii) proposes that seaplane restrictions in Waimea Inlet are
reduced to the Mapua channel only. Waimea Inlet Forum submits that the Waimea
Inlet should be a seaplane prohibited area.

We note that seaplanes are currently prohibited from landing within Waimea Inlet
(2006 Bylaw, Schedule 2. 1. (b).). We understand that the current Bylaw was
developed in recognition of the general risk to aircraft operating in this area due to
hazards such as logs etc., as well as recognition of the recreational use by kayakers
etc.

Waimea Inlet supports considerable numbers of waterfowl and shorebirds and there
is a risk of bird strike hazard to any seaplane operating in the Inlet.

The noise impact, the implications for other recreation activities on the Inlet and the
risk of hitting water borne obstacles or bird strike all make the use of seaplanes on
Waimea Inlet untenable.
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Katie Greer

—
From: Rabyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Wednesday, 26 March 2014 8:35 a.m.
To: Katie Greer
Subject: FW: Submission re proposed ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri

----- Original Message-----

From: Eve McKechnie [mailto:mkechnie@ihug.co.nz]

Sent: Tuesday, 25 March 2014 8:34 p.m.

To: Reception Richmond; Louise@gibbons.co.nz

Subject: Submission re proposed ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri

SUBMISSION RE PROPOSED SKI LANE AT LITTLE KAITERITERI

- Sir/Madam,

We are writing in protest to the Ski Lane the Council has proposed for Little Kaiteriteri
beach. Our reasons for opposing the Bylaw are as follows:

1) Little Kaiteriteri beach has been traditionally recognised (customary
rights) as a swimming beach with ‘motorised’ activities taking place at Big Kaiteriteri.

The notion of spreading ‘motorised’ activities makes no sense. Why spoil two beaches with
this type of usage? May I suggest, people visit the world-renowned Kaiteriteri beaches for
two reasons. Those with young children may wish to indulge in water ski-ing, or towing
inflatables - great. I thoroughly encourage this. And they they may currently do so at the
Big Kaiteriteri beach. But others may wish to seek the peace and safety that Little
Kaiteriteri beach currently offers. A place to swim without the worry of a power boat or
water taxi bearing down upon them,

Why deny people this simple pleasure in today’s ever frantic world?

2) The other factor that is a cause for concern is the inevitable traffic congestion.

T 2re are simply not enough parking places at Little Kaiteriteri for cars and trailers,
...us, people would be forced to park in the nearby streets. This would encroach on
resident/ratepayer’s parking spaces and present an unattractive environment.
Alternatively, they would simply dump their cars/trailers on the Reserve - an area that
provides a unique and tranquil picnic or sport related spot.

Human nature being what it is, people would look for the nearest parking space possible.
3) Then there are the environmental concerns. Little Kaiteriteri is an area where Little
Blue Penguins traditionally come ashore to nest (again customary rights). The motorised
activities would bring pressure to bear on these humble creatures and the pukeko and other
birdlife whose habitat is the Reserve,

We would therefore ask that you reconsider this proposal.

Yours sincerely
Eve and Richard McKechnie



Golden Bay Community Board

€/- Tasman District Council AW
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Phone 03 525 0020

Email Carolyn: balmac®xira.co.nz or Laura: laura, mon.govt.nz

28.03.2014

S

The Navigation Bylaw 2014 Review and Moorings Discussion

Board members attended the Golden Bay Public Meeting and thank staff for their input to
these meetings held district wide, and for their preparation of these documents.

We understand with respect to the Mocrings there is some concem that not enough
moorings are set aside in sheltered positions. We are unable to comment on this; however,
we ask that the submissions relating to this issue be investigated.

We support all safety measures.

Chapter 5 Section (xv)
Water Ski Access lanes:

The Golden Bay Community Board has had feedback at Public Forum on this issue and this
proposal has not been popular. Public Forum speakers have not favoured the introduction of
ski lanes at either location of Pakawau or Parapara. Residents of both settlements have
been opposed to this proposal.

Reasons for opposition include

» May attract more people to the area and consequently more noise at these

traditionally quiet locations.

« Disturbance to both marine and bird life.

More congestion with vehicles parking in areas with limited boat and trailer parks.

* There are very few water skiers who use these beaches now, due to their tidal

difference which make it different each day.

e The Water-skiing that occurs now is for a very short time over the Christmas/New

Year period and has not interfered with the swimmers.

¢ It may end up with a conglomeration of skiers and vehicles at one location on the

beach instead of having this activity spread over a variety of locations.

e There are so few water-skiers at either location residents believe there is no proven

need for a ski lane at either location.

* In the case of Parapara, there is great concern about noise such as this, which would
be concentrated towards the western end of the beach. This is where the migrating
and nesting birds are congregating. The adjacent marine and estuary environment
are an important feed source and any disturbance such as water-skiing activity is likely
to be detrimental to the well-being of these special birds and their feed source.

Last time this Bylaw was reviewed the Community Board supported the Tukurua
Community and submitted against the proposed ski lane for that area.

We said at the time we believe that it is preferable to have the water-ski activity
diffused around the bays and beaches of the Western Golden Bay instead of
_concentrating it in one or two areas.

Golden Bay Community Board

aggtasman  CTTITIUT

district council






e With the limited amount of water-skiing at the western beaches and bays that is
currently undertaken, we believe the establishment of ski lanes is not necessary at this
point in time.

¢ We do however note that if the situation should change then the establishment of
another ski lane for Westem Golden Bay may be an option for a future Bylaw review.

Carolyn McLellan
On behalf Golden Bay Community Board

M@-Wq.

Carolyn McLellan
On behalf Golden Bay Community Board

“Advocates for Yowr Place in Paradise”







Katie Greer

From: Edna Brownlee on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Tuesday, 11 March 2014 4:17 p.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Eona Browniee
Senior Customer Services

eh |

Tasman District Council
189 Queen Street, Richmond
Phone: +64 3543 8400

Fax: +64 3543 9524

Email: info@tasman govt.nz

From: maureen mcmillan [mailto:reenmac768@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, 11 March 2014 4:16 p.m.
To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Re:(xv) Waterski access lanes
I oppose the provision of waterski access lanes
I feel that a waterski access lane would flag ParaPara Beach as a motorised watersport venue and would
encourage more of that type of activity
An important nesting and breeding site for shore birds, including blue penguins, is present on the western
~»8pil, and nearby is Milnthorpe Scenic Reserve, celebrated for its natural values.
2% I am aware that waterskiing is permitted , and does take place, albeit infrequently,but would find any
intensification of this activity unacceptable.
~ The noise of motorised watersports wrecks the quiet enjoyment of a natural area
Ideally I would like to see it confined to the more popular beaches at the eastern end of the Bay.
Leave ParaPara for the swimmers and kayakers etc.
Please do not provide waterski access lanes at Para Para.

maurcen Frances Mcmillan

230 Parapara valley road
RD2 Takaka

Golden Bay
0211898365
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Submission :_Tasman District Navigation Safety Bylaws Replacement

Submitter details.

Name: Kaye McNabb, Chief Executive, Nelson Airport Ltd.

Postal Address: P O Box 1598, Nelson 7040

Phone Number 03 547 3199

Email Address: kayemcnabb@nelsonairport.co.nz M R, J@u- @
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Neison Airport Ltd makes the following submission on the Navigation Safety By

This submission is made on behalf of Nelson Airport Lid.

Laws Replacement.

Introduction

1. Nelson Airport Ltd is a Council Owned Organisation. 50% of the shares in
Nelson Airport Ltd are owned by Tasman District Council and 50% are owned

by Nelson City Council.

New Zealand Airports Association
“Airport of the Year 2008, 2010 & 202>

Trent Drive Neison Airport, PO Box 1598, Nelson 7040
Tel 64 3 547 3!99 Fax 64 3 547 3194
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Bird strike has been identified as a hazard at, and in the vicinity, of Nelson
Airport. [t is of very real concern that recorded bird strike information in the
last 12 months shows 3 strikes of birds of a species size recorded as serious
risk to aircraft safety and both flocking and large birds are shown to be

present and increasing in numbers in the vicinity of the aerodrome.

New Zealand is a signatory to the Convention on International Civil Aviation
which requires conformance to the standards and recommended practices of

the convention, commonly referred to as ICAO.

The Civil Aviation Authority of New Zealand regulates civil aviation in New
Zealand in compliance with the standards and recommended practices of
ICAQ.

Nelson Airport Ltd operates the aerodrome in accordance with the regulations

set by the above authorities.

Nelson Airport Ltd is the Airport Authority and the “Appropriate Authority” in
respect of matters within its legal boundaries.

Tasman District Council is the “Appropriate Authority” for that area in the
vicinity of the airport that is outside Nelson Airport Ltd's authority and control
and is within the boundaries of Tasman District Council’s control as local

authority.



Submission

Nelson Airport Ltd submits the Tasman District bylaws should include
measures to prg__yent any activity which increases the risk of bird strike within J

a 13km radius of the aerodrome. ‘? lLJ\
In respect of the Navigation Safety Bylaw: "

Bird strike presents a recognised risk to aircraft using Nelson Airport The
Navigational Safety bylaw provides a further opportunity for consideration of this risk
especially in respect to ensuring the prevention of disturbance to high tide roosting
sites.

Where such disturbance does occur large numbers of variable oyster catchers and
godwits can be put swirling in the air posing a very real risk to aviation (ie aircraft
crash risk} .

The high tide roosting sites in the Waimea inlet, particularly but not limited to the
Eastern Waimea lnlet, are a particular issue as the main alternative for birds
disturbed in is the airport because its an estuary peninsula and provides a large area
of open grassed land.

Birds being attracted to this area as an alternative significantly increase the bird
strike risk.

NZ Government Poiicy requires management of shorebird popuiations to take
account of the potential risk of bird strike to aircraft operating in the area. The
National Airspace Policy of New Zealand (2012) provides as follows:

Page 5 (Highlight and red italics insert ours)

“Integrated

There is an important interface between airspace and land use planning — at

aerodromes regarding noise emissions from aircraft taking off and landing,

and in the case of potential obstacles or hazards *(Birdstrike is a recognised hazard-ICAO) which
extend beyond the immediate vicinity of 2erodromes.”

AND

“The government expects the aviation sector and local authorities to proactively address their
respective interests in any future planning. To avoid or mitigate incompatible land uses or activities
and potential obstacles or hazards that will impact, or have the potential to impact on the safe and
efficient operation of aircraft, regional and district plans should have regard to applicable Civil Aviation
Rules. Airport authorities and local authorities should work together in a strategic, cooperative and
integrated way to ensure that planning documents (including those under the Resource Management
Act) appropriately refiect the required noise contours and/or controls and approach and departure
paths that take account of current and projected traffic flows.”



The Navigational Safety Bylaw provides the opportunity to restrict the use of and
speed of various craft so that bird disturbance is prevented or significantly limited.

We understand that it is already recoghised that various water-borne activities may
scare horses and endanger humans on land and it therefore follows that the same
recognition of disturbance to birds by water-borne activities may endanger aircraft
operations at Nelson Airport should also be prohibited.

The three areas of significant shorebird roosts in East Waimea Inlet are;

« Bell Island shellbank
« East end of Rabbit Island
« Sand Island (between Rabbit Island and Nelson Airport)

Birds move between these three sites depending on the state of the tide, weather
conditions and disturbance. It is also noted that there is evidence that severe
disturbance at Motueka Sand spit that birds will fly to roost in the area around and on
the airport.

Sand Island is of particular importance since it provides a refuge for birds dispersed
from the airfield.

When reviewing the Navigational Safety Bylaw consideration should be given {o

designating a Nelson Airport Safeguarding Area in East Waimea Inlet. The use of

personal water craft, WIG craft, hovercraft and kitepropelled vessels in particularj
id

e

should be prohibited at all times and speed limits should apply at all times to avo
creating a nuisance that may increase the risk of birdstrike at Neison Airport.

Thank you.

Kaye McNabb

Chief Executive.
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Katie Greer

From: Shelley Wiliiams on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 11:20 a.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

From: website@tasman.govt.nz [mailto:website@tasman.qovt.nz]
Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 11:13 a.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Your Contaci Details
Title *
Dr

First Name
Donald

Last Name *
Mead

Address *
26 Gibbs Road

Suburb
Town *

Collingwood

. .steode *
7073

Daytime Phone Number
3 5248130

Mobile Phone Number
Email Address *

dop.mead@email.com

Organisation

Position

Presenting Your Submission

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

No

If yes, what if your preferred hearing location?
Richmond



Your Submission

Your comments *
I oppose the idea of new ski lanes at Pakawau and Parapara as these will have the effects of
disturbing wading birds. This is a particular problem at high tide when the birds are close to shore.
Both areas are important for godwits, penguins and other native birds. The noise will also be
unwelcome for some residents in those areas.

I am also concerned with the proposal to allow faster boats on the Aorere river. Again bird
disturbance could be increased, and the danger of weeds such as didymo increased.

I recommend that these suggested changes be rejected.

Attach a file to your submission



Katie Greer

From: Angela Brown on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Monday, 24 February 2014 8:36 a.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Navigation Bylaws Consuitation - submission
Attachments: Submission to Tasman District Council 050607.doc

From: Ian McPherson [mailto:ian.mcpherson@enterprise.co.nz]
Sent: Monday, 24 February 2014 8:15 a.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Cc: Ian McPherson
Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation - submission

Morning

Please acknowledge receipt of this submission

IAN MCPHERSON FRCSA
BRANCH DIRECTOR 4

ENTERPRISE RECRUITMENT
i1 03 365 3112 | OD: 03 943 0843 | i4: 027 222 7204 | F: 03 365 1550 | & ian.mephersen@enterprise.co.nz
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Submission to Tasman District Council, Planning and
Environmental Committee
re
Alteration of Kaiteriteri Bay Maritime Management

From Ian McPherson and Vicki Menzies, owners/ratepayers,
Able Tasman Apartments Kotare Place, Little Kaiteriteri.

Date: 20 Feb 2014

Introduction . e
We strongly oppose the proposem;—’ation;f— Kaiteriteri Bay Maritime Management for all of
the following reasons. We would like to highlight that as boaties we think-that-th verriding
concern with a change would be the safety aspect. The prevailing winds make the beach at
Little K an unsuitable location for launching skiers and close to the shore is not the best place
to be idling. Often ski boats are changing skiers or changing from biscuits to skis which
results in a number of activities happening at one point and trying to do that whiie idling in
often adverse conditions is just not water safe for either the skiers or everyone else on on the
beach and swimming

1. Car and Trailer Parking
After launching boats at the boat ramp, families will migrate to Little Kaiteriteri beach to join
up with the boat. They will most likely arrive by car, with the boat trailer, and will require
parking space at Little Kaiteriteri. The reason they are most likely to arrive by car is because
of all the paraphernalia associated the water-skiing/inflatable toys and family picnics. The
increase in parking requirements will adversely affect the landscape and fragile environment
of the reserve area. There will also be likely overflow of cars/trailers onto the narrow roads
going into Little Kaiteriteri.

2. Impact on the Environment
TDC's concern for the fragile coastal environment at Lilttle Kaiteriteri is well publicised, with
TDC orchestrating working bees amongst residents to increase plantings along the waterfront
and reserve area to help prevent further erosion. Increased traffic and people carting picnic
paraphernalia onte the beach will severely compromise all the good work that has been done
to date. Having participated in the last working bee we feel entitled to strengly cormnment on
this point. Accessways to the beach are limited and it will be very tempting for children to
take shortcuts through the plantings between the reserve and the beach.

3. Swimmers’ Safety
The swimming area and the water ski area could be better separated at Kaiteriteri beach with
an increased number g}bupys, ropes and signage so that there is less likelihood of swimmers
drifting into the watersKi I?e. The signage could direct swimmers to Little Kaiteriteri beach
at low tide which is easily-decessed on foot around the rocks. Access to Little Kaiteriteri beach
at high tide would be more, attractive for families if the headland track was properly graded,
stepped and hand-railed so: that young and old could walk it safely and avoid walking around

the road. "

ks

4, Ski Lane Traffic Congestion




]

\

The proposal suggests that part of the problem is inflatable toys such as biscuits and the lack
of théir control in the water. A ban of inflatable toys from Kaiteriteri beach would increase
safety and reduce congestion.

5. Increased Noise at Little Kaiteriteri
There is very limited residential development in Kaiteriteri that is affected by boat noise,
whereas Little Kaiteriteri has been developed primarily for quiet residential use. Moving the
ski lane to Little Kaiteriteri would inflict a major Increase in noise on the local residents,
particularly as boats would be accelerating under load or deaccelerating to drop off skiers.
The geography of Little Kaiteriteri creates a sound shell which would further amplify boat
noise.

6. Hours of Boat Use
The puaRQsgl correctly suggests that the calmest times of the day in the bay are in the
morning and evening. Therefore waterskiing should be restricted to the hours up to 11am
and after 4pm. Therefore swimmers at Kaiteriteri would have a 5 hour window during the
day to swim without interference from boats and the need to move boats to Little Kalteriteri
would be avoided.

7. Increased Use of the Beaches by Boats

By moving the waterski lane to Little Kaiteriteri it introduces motorised boats into a
swimming area and effectively doubles the range of boats in the area. Motorised boats
and commercial boats should be restricted to their current arrangement in Kaiteriteri and
preserve Little Kaiteriteri as a beach for non-motorised recreation such as swimming,
kayaking (not commercial) etc.

8, Boats Parked up on the Beach

If boats use a boat lane at Little Kaiteriteri the tendency will be for them to pull up on the
beach when not speeding around with skiers. This again impairs the beach for
swimmers, creates more noise and increases the risk of pollution from petrol/oil spillages
from outboard motors.

9. Adverse Waterskiing Conditions at Kaiteriteri

The report makes the point that the bay in general is not conducive to waterskiing
because of prevailing winds and tides. By moving the waterski lane to Little Kaiteriteri, it
would increase danger to boats and occupants because the beach is more exposed to
wind and waves.

10. Difficulty to Enforce the Rules

The rules will be harder to enforce if boat access is split between 2 beaches. Boats will
still be launching and retrieving at Kaiteriteri but accessing Little Kaiteriteri as well, This
will the navigation rules more difficult to monitor.

11. Boat Safety Around Submerged Rocks

Boats taking off at Little Kaiteriteri will be travelling in an anti-clockwise direction which
effectively has them heading towards the rocks which are submerged at high tide.
Boaties will inadequate knowledge of the area risk heading into danger at speed.

12, Boat Speed and Safey
Most of the bay is designated to a 5 knot speed limit within designated areas except for
waterski lanes. Swimmer safety would be improved if waterskiers were restricted to deep
water starts outside the 5 knot zone. Furthermore, if the ski lane is moved to Little
Kaiteriteri then boats would have to traverse through other speeding boats towing

| waterskiers to get from the boat ramp to Little Kalteriteri and reverse. This can hardly be

considered a safe naviga;ior:zp;ijtice.s
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13, Use of the Beaches and Bays at Kaiteriteri

The report notes that increase in popularity in the region is creating congestion. In light
of the comment that the bay is not an ideal waterskiing area because of the prevailing
conditions, the TDC should consider banning waterskiing and limit the use of boats in the
bay area to commercial boats and boats leaving/entering the bay in a designated lane
to/from the boat ramp. Then more passive activities will be in a much safer
environment,

14. Keep Little Kaiteriteri for Swimmers

The beach and bay of Little Kaiteriteri is currently used by swimmers and kayakers with
little/no interference from motorised craft. As a swimming beach, Little Kaiteriteri offers
a safe, attractive and accessible area. These features should be preserved for local
residents (ratepayers) and visitors alike,

15. Pressure on Toilet Facilities

Bringing more boats and famiiies to Little Kaiteriteri will put huge pressure on current
toilet facilities in the reserve and increase the potential for pollution in the beach and
reserve area. There are currently 2 toilet blocks servicing the main beach and only 1
servicing Little Kaiteriteri.

16. Use of Beach and Bay Areas

Boaties and waterskiers have minority numbers compared with the number of swimmers
who use the bays and yet the proposal appears to favour the waterskiers/boats by giving
them access to both beaches,

Summary

We strongly object to the proposal to move the ski lane to Little Kaiteriteri, It is currently
a very attractive beach in a residential area. The ability for the residents/ratepayers and
visitors to enjoy the beach without a noisy invasion of boats should be taken into account
by the TDC.

It Is also disappointing to note that these proposed changes were not notified to
residents but left to residents to find out about. TDC should amend its procedures to
ensure that ratepayers are notified of proposed changes when there is a direct impact on
residents.

It would be beneficial to all concerned if the TDC was more consistent with its
communications with regard to activities concerning Kaiteriteri/Little Kaiteriteri, In this
case the Council welcomed voluntary labour from residents to preserve and beautify the
foreshore area and has no problem communicating invitations for such efforts. But on
the other hand, on critical issues such as this, has chosen not to use the same channels
of communication.

If there is an opportunity for us to speak to these comments, we would welcome the
opportunity.

From:

Ian McPherson & Vicki Menzies
Apartment 9

Abel Tasman Apartments
Kotare Place

Little Kaiteriteri



Postal Address:
P O Box 13733
Christchurch ) J\

Tel: 0272227204

Email: lan@enterprise.co.nz



The Ornithological Society of New Zealand
PO Box 834, Nelson 7040, New Zealand, http://osnz.org.nz

Tasman District Council

189 Queen Street
Private Bag 4 (\J ,6 I
Richmond

Nelson 7050

27 March 2014

Dear Sirs,

Tasman District Navigation Safety Bylaws Replacement

I am writing on behalf of the Nelson/Golden Bay branch of the Omithological Society of New Zealand (OSNZ)
with regard to the above. The Society is an organisation dedicated to the study of birdlife and the dissemination of
this knowledge. The Objects of the Society include, infer alia, “To assist the conservation and management of birds
by providing information, from which sound management decisions can be derived’.

We have read Council’s Draft Navigation Bylaws 2014 and associated documents.

We note that “The purpose of the new bylaws is to ensure maritime safety, prevention of nuisances and effective
control of maritime facilities within Tasman District’.

We recognise that waterborne recreation is a popular activity within the District but wish to highlight the fact that
ihe rivers and coasts of Tasman District also have very considerable biodiversily values. A recent review' has
identified 8 sites of international importance to shorebirds in Tasman District, and a further report has highlighted
the need to manage these sites to minimise disturbance?.

Seaplanes
We note that seaplanes are currently prohibited from landing within Waimea Inlet (2006 Bylaw, Scheduie 2, 1. (b).).

It is our understanding that the current Bylaw was developed in recognition of the general risk to aircrafi operating

in this area due to hazards such as submerged logs etc., as well as a recognition of the recreational use by kayakers

etc. for whom an “all ships” notification on VHS Channel 16 is unlikely to be helpful in alerting paddlers of a -
. proposed landing/take off . Furthermore, Waimea Inlet supports considerable numbers of waterfowl and shorebirds
(including internationally important numbers of the latter) and there is a risk of birdstrike hazard. We aie unaware

of any significant changes to potential hazards since the adoption of the 2006 Bylaw, and hence the previous

rationale for prohibiting use would appear to remain valid.

Schedule 2A

The following relates to sites detailed in Schedule 2A of the Draft Bylaws; the comments should be taken also to
refer to relevant text in the Bylaws as appropriate.

Pakawau (Map 1)
This is a new proposed water ski access area. It is unclear why this is being proposed as we are advised that there :7’

no/little local demand for this. We note that the sandspit, some 1 km to the North, is an internationally important
high tide roost site for South Island Pied Oystercatchers®.

! Schuckard, R. & Melville, D.S. 2013. Shorebirds of Farewell Spit, Golden Bay and Tasman Bay. Prepared for
Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council. 78 p.
% Melville, D.S. & Schuckard, R. 2013. Effects of selected activities on shorebirds in Tasman District: management
issues and options for sites of international importance. Prepared for Tasman District Council. 47 p.
¥ Schuckard & Melville loc. cit,

1






It is understood that access to the launching ramp would be across private land. If water skiing becomes a popular
past-time at Pakawau there is a potential risk of public access along the track through the dunes at the TDC

Pakawau Beach Reserve, e.g. to avoid paying ramp fees. The current access through the dunes is some 100m from

the sandspit/roost area and small vessels are able to launch here. In view of the international importance of the

sandspit it would be appropriate to consider restricting vessel access at this point, e.g. kayaks only — this could be \/’
achieved through land-based management, such as narrowing the access track, and does not require changes to the

Draft Bylaws.

Parapara (Map 2
This is a new water ski access area. It is unclear why this is being proposed as we are advised that there is no/little
local demand for this.

Consideration should be given to moving the water ski access lane to the southern boat ramp (end of Parapara
Beach Road) thereby reducing impacts on the sandspit.

Pohara (Map 3
The proposed kite boarding area is not expected to result in any significant adverse effects to birds. . /

[Wainui Inlet (Map 4)

We are pleased to note that no activities are planned for Wainui Inlet. The sandspit is a high tide shorebird roost

site.] l/

Tata Beach (Map 5)

The water ski access lane is the same as the present one — no adverse effects on birds are known.

/

Abel Tasman coast (Maps 6-13)
No comments.

Marahau (Map 14)
The proposed kite boarding area should not adversely affect birds and will have the benefit of moving this activity

away from sensitive areas. Currently kite boarding takes place across the main beach front (Figure 1) where
kayakers and other water users are put at risk, as well as potentially causing disturbance to shorebirds that roost on
the sandspit and forage on the intertidal flats.

Figure 1. Kite boarding at Marahau main beach, 2 March 2014 {David Melville)



Kaiteriteri Bay (Map 15)
No comments.

Stephens and Tapu Ba 16
No comments.

Port Motueka and Jacket Island (Maps 17 and 18)

Motueka Sandspit is a site of international importance for shorebirds*. The Sandspit provides a high tide roosting
site for internationally important populations of Bar-tailed Godwit, Banded Dotterel, Variable and South Island Pied
Oystercatchers, and nationally important numbers of Ruddy Turnstone. The Sandspit is also an internationally
important breeding area for Variable Oystercatcher. The intertidal areas surrounding the Sandspit are used by
shorebirds for feeding. The Sandspit and adjoining intertidal areas are used by shorebirds throughout the year,
Fourteen threatened or at risk species® have been recorded from Motueka Sandspit and the adjacent intertidal area
within the past 24 months.

Disturbance to roosting birds at Motueka Sandspit, from both land- and sea-based activities, is a matter of concern®.
Limited observations in late 2013/early 2014 suggest that disturbance events at Motueka Sandspit have been
increasing, including the unauthorised landing and taking off of a float plane (without a Resource Consent), and
personal watercraft operating close inshore (in contravention of the current Navigation Safety Bvlaw) (Figure 2) —
the personal watercraft flushed all roosting Bar-tailed Godwits and Red Knots when they were an estimated 200m
distant from the roost (D.S. Melville pers. obs). There is circumstantial evidence that suggests that some birds
disturbed at Motueka have flown to Sand Island, in East Waimea Inlet off Nelson Airport.

- el ks I vy

Figure 2. Personal watercraft travelling >5 kno

ts adjacent to MntueEa_Sandspit, 18 March 2014. (David Melville)

We note that the proposed Motueka Approaches 15 knot transit lane and seaplane prohibited area includes the
southern part of Motueka Sandspit — we understand that this is to allow for possible future changes to the
shape/size/location of the sand spit, channel and bar. This has the effect of negating the 200m, 5 knot rule such that
any craft could travel at up to 15 knots next to the shore in this area. We recognise that ‘traditional’ craft generally
will be keeping to deeper water and thus be removed from close proximity to the shore. However, as currently
proposed, the designation would apparently allow any personal watercraft, novel craft, WIG craft and hovercraft to
travel at 15 knots, immediately adjacent to the shore. The southern tip of the Sandspit is a high tide roost site of
international importance, e.g. about 3.5% of the world population of Variable Oystercatchers were roosting there on
19 March 2014.Use of such crafi adjacent to the shore would be very likely to disturb birds — potentially driving
them to East Waimea Inlet.

* Schuckard & Melville loc. cit.

* Robertson, H.A. ef al. 2013. Conservation status of New Zealand birds, 2012. New Zealand Threat Classification
Series 4. Department of Conservation, Wellington. 22 p.

§ Melville & Schuckard loc. cit.



Further discussion relating to aviation safety at Nelson Airport is given below.

Kina Peninsula (Map 19)

We note that the Maps 18 and 19 both show a boat launching ramp on the seaward side of Kina Peninsula at about
41.16618 173.0477E. We understand that this dates from the time when access to the L.E.H, Baigent Memorial
Domain and the boat launching ramp there were closed to the public. A pair of Variable Qystercatchers (At Risk
Recovering”) breed on this site and vehicle access should be discouraged. There appears to be no need to retain this
as a boat launching site and signage (at Kina and in TDC publications) should be changed to remove it.

Mapua Channel (Map 20)

See comments above regarding sea planes in Waimea Inlet.

Hunter Brown (Map 21
No comment,

Traverse (Map 22
No comment.

Rabbit Island (Map 23)
We note that kitesurfing and sailboarding are proposed for the central front beach this is not expectcd to
negatively impact birds and provision of this activity at this site is appropriate. 3713 - ﬁau/

The shared high speed activity area and waterski area between Rabbit Island and Bell Island covers an area similar
to that currently designated for personal watercraft and waterskiing with only minor modification to the boundary.
Current use of this area does not appear to be causing any significant disturbance to shorebirds roosting on the Bell
Island shellbank, however personal watercraft are restricted to the western area, and only water skiing takes place
adjacent io the shelibank.

It is now proposed to permit personal watercraft throughout this area, as well as permitting use of the whole area by
additional classes of high speed vessels:

This area is reserved for use by the following classes of vessel in descending priority:

1. Personal watercraft

2. Hovercraft, WIG craft and novel craft

3. Vessels engaged in waterskiing

4, Other vessels undertaking trials in excess of 5 knots.

The inclusion of personal watercraft, hovercraft and Wing-In-Ground (WIG) craft is a major difference from the
current situation. Such craft are expected to cause increased levels of disturbance — in the case of hovercraft they are
not constrained by water depth and thus may travel closer to the shellbank than other craft, while WIG crafi are
expected to fly at low levels, thereby they are considered likely to cause more disturbance than conventional surface
craft.

There is a risk of bird damage to engines for WIG crafi*® and thus it is inappropriate to place these in close
proximity to concentrations of birds, such as occur at high tide roost sites in east Waimea Inlet.

In view of the potential for high speed, noisy craft to disturb birds at the Bell Island shelibank the proposal needs
very careful consideration by Council — the fact that current use of this area for watet skiing does not appear to
adversely affect birds cannot be taken as an indication of how birds may behave in the presence of different types of

7 Robertson, H. ef al. loc. cit.

8 Yun, L. et al. 2010. WIG craft and ekranoplan: ground effect craft technology. Springer.

® Wing in Ground Effect craft — WSH-500.

hitp://www.flightboat.net/documents/W ST %20Corp%20brochure%20complete. pdf accessed 24 March 2014.
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fast moving noisy craft in future. If roosting birds are disturbed from the Bell Island shellbank they are likely to
move to Sand Island, which places them some 2km closer to Nelson Airport.

Consideration should be given to restricting hovercraft, personal watercraft, WIG craft, novel craft and other vessels
undertaking trials in excess of 5 knots to the proposed ‘high speed activity area’, and retaining the eastern sector for
waterskiing only.

Further discussion relating to aviation safety at Nelson Airport is given below.

Nelson Airport — management of disturbance to birds to reduce potential birdstrike risk
Birds present a potential risk to aircraft using Nelson Airport- the fourth busiest commercial airport in the country.

Melville & Schuckard (2013') recognised the need to minimise disturbance to high tide roosting sites:
The fact that Nelson Airport is adjacent to Waimea Inlet east means that management of
shorebird populations needs to take account of the potential risk of birdstrike to aircraft
operating in the area. Whilst the National Airspace Policy of New Zealand (2012) does not
make specific reference to birdstrikes it does note: “To avoid or mitigate incompatible land
uses or activities and potential obstacles or hazards that will impact, or have the potential to
impact on the safe and efficient operation of aircraft, regional and district plans should have
regard to annlicable Civil Aviation Rules.” The Civil Aviation Authority of New Zealand’s
Guidance material for land use at or near aerodromes (June 2008) states: ‘Tt is important
that land use changes are monitored and reviewed by the aerodrome operator in areas
outside their immediate control to ensure that these land use changes do not increase
wildlife hazards for the aerodrome’.

There are three shorebird roost sites in East Waimea Inlet (Figure 3):
¢  Bell island shellbank
» East end of Rabbit Island
¢ Sand Island (between Rabbit Island and Nelson Airport)

Birds move between these three sites depending on the state of the tide, weather conditions and disturbance. As
noted above, it appears that if there is severe disturbance at Moueka Sandspit birds also wiil fly to roost in East
Waimea Inlet, thus increasing the number of birds within the vicinity of the airport, and thereby potentially
increasing the birdstrike risk. As such, management of activities at Motueka Sandspit needs to be considered as part
of safeguarding Nelson Airport, notwithstanding the fact that it is some 24km from the airfield.

When birds are dispersed from the airfield Sand Island is of particular importance since it provides the closest
refuge for them to move to.

Roosting birds in East Waimea Inlet are not usuaily disturbed by the passage of “traditional’ vessels, e.g. boats
travelling past Sand Island going to/from Monaco, however experience both locally and overseas suggests that
personal water craft and hovercraft are all likely to disturb roosting shorebirds, as are WIG craft. Furthermore, kite
boarding, although not motorised, is widely recognised as causing disturbance to shorebirds, and thus should be
avoided in the proximity of high tide roost sites.

In view of the fact that it is currently proposed to allow hovercraft, WIG craft and novel craft to operate in the High
Speed Activity Area off the southeast coast of Rabbit Island (see above) there is potential for users of such craft to
access the area from East Waimea Inlet which could result in disturbance to roosting sites, and foraging areas in the
case of hovercraft.

Melville & Schuckard (2013) recommended actions that took into account “the need to avoid disturbance to high

tide roost sites to minimise the risk of potential birdstrike hazard at Nelson Airport’, including:
e  Prohibit operation of hovercraft on the shore and within 500m to seaward.

¢  Ensure no southward extension of boundaries of Rabbit Island waterskiing and personal watercraft areas
towards Bell Island.

Section 33M of the Maritime Transport Act allows for councils to make bylaws to:

10 Melville & Schuckard loc. cit.



(c) prevent nuisances arising from the use of ships and seaplanes:
(d) prevent nuisances arising from the actions of persons and things on or in the water

Consideration should be given to designating a Nelson Airport Safeguarding Area in East Waimea Inlet, in which
the use of personal water craft, WIG craft, novel craft, hovercraft and kite-propelled vessels would be probibited at
all times to avoid disturbance to birds, thereby avoiding a nuisance that may increase the risk of birdstrike at Nelson

Airport.

Figure 3 shows the location of the three shorebird roost sites in East Waimea Inlet and an indication of the possible
boundaries for a Nelson Airport Safeguarding Area (NASA).

The eastern boundary is delineated by the administrative boundary between Tasman District and Nelson City.
Along the front beach of Rabbit Island the proposed NASA adjoins an area where the Draft Bylaw proposes to

proh1b1t personal watercraft, WIG craft and kite-propelled vessels, and where ‘other vessels must avoid creating a
nuisance that may spook horses’ — this being a formalisation of the present request that kite surfers avoid this area'!

ISIc‘Hd { 1

o

Bél Isla

"’"Shé‘tﬁrﬁ-é; K
Nelsan Airport it
Safequarding *
'ire@- T

e e st

Figure 3 Lacatlon of shoreblrd hlgh tlde roost sites (red cnrcles) and proposed boundary of Nelson Alrport
Safeguarding Area {prohibition area for personal water craft, WIG craft, hovercraft, novel craft and kite-propelled
vessels) - to the West of the yellow line. HSAA = High Speed Activity Area (proposed in Draft Bylaw); PA =
Prohibited Area for certain powered craft and kite boards (proposed in draft Bylaw). K = designated kite boarding
area under Nelson City Council Navigation Safety Bylaw; WS = designated water ski and personal watercraft area
under Nelson City Council Navigation Safety Bylaw.

The proposed NASA would not impact on ‘traditional’ boat craft travelling to/from the Monaco wharf, including
going to the Rabbit Island water ski area. Neither would it negatively impact the existing designated kite boarding
area at Tahuna Beach or the water ski and jet ski area at Monaco (both designated under the Nelson City Navigation
Safety Bylaw).

! Boating and water sports in Tasman District 2013/2014. Tasman District Council.
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Recognising the potential for proposals under the Draft Bylaw to increase levels of disturbance to birds at Motueka
Sandspit (especially in the Motueka Approaches - see above), and for birds disturbed at Motueka to fly to East
Waimea Inlet, thereby bringing them in closer proximity to Nelson Airport, consideration should be given to
prohibiting or restricting certain vessels in the vicinity of Motucka Sandspit.

Figure 4 shows a possible boundary for an area in which the use of personal water craft, WIG craft, novel craft,
hovercraft and kite-propelled vessels would be prohibited at all times to avoid disturbance to birds, thereby avoiding
a nuisance that may increase the risk of birdstrike at Nelson Airport. The outer boundary to the East in Tasman Bay
should be 500m off shore, as recommended by Melville & Schuckard (2013'2) to avoid disturbance by hovercraft.

for personal water craft, WIG craft, hovercraft, novel craft and kite-propelled vessels - to the West of the yellow
line. The red line shows the approximate boundary of the 15 knot transit lane proposed in the Draft Bylaw.

The proposed area includes the Moutere Inlet as this is a foraging ground and is also used as a high tide roost site on
neap tides. The proposal would have no impact on the Kina Peninsula water ski area.

We should be pleased to answer any questions and provide further information that would assist Council in its

rf‘laiberatlo“ﬁ‘é.‘\\

N ) ~
( We wish to be heard. .

12 Melville & Schuckard loc. cit.
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D.S. Melville
on behalf of the Nelson/Golden Bay Branch
The Ornithological Society of New Zealand
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1261 Dovedale Road

R.D. 2 Wakefield
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Tel. 03-5433628

Email: david melville@xtra.co.nz
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Nidaley Poroers

CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS

Tasman District Council - Mooring Review

Attachment 1

1) The Resource Consent process should be retained as the mooring owner is oceupying
land (under water) and the occupancy has an impact on the surrounding area and the
community.

\/ 2) The cost should be kept high so that only applicants that really want a mooring will
pay. The cost is small in comparison to the boat.

3) In Stephens Bay only 3-5 moorings are regularly used in summer. 2-3 of which are
/ commercial users. So there are moorings available for other users. It is our
understanding that vacant moorings can be used by non-owners until such time that

owner wishes to use them.

/ 4) Stephens Bay is not particularly sheltered from the North East & South East and any
further moorings could compromise the safety of boats on existing moorings. There
are already some moorings whose swing area would appear too small.

\/ 5) Stephens Bay is a very small bay. There is already too much commercial activity in

Stephens Bay and it is compromising the safety and wellbeing of bathers and beach
users.

Q:\A - Clients\Midgley Group\2014\A1\Mooring Review - Attachment 1.docx



Nidgley Patirers
CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS

Tasman District Council - Mooring Review

Attachment 2

- The council should empower the Harbour Master to annually inspect the moorings

and repair at owners cost. If this requires legislative changes then the council must
pursue this.

- The Council must have the power to control the coastal area.

Q:\A - Clients\Midgley Group\2014\A1\Moaoring Review - Attachment 2.docx
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Sch.2a
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Kaiteriteri, delete the ski  access
lane and maintain the status quo

otherwise so that residents are able
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1, While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a resuit
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist,

2. Aproposed ski lane has been proposed:
{ij  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
(i)  Inan area where there is little (and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
(i) The Littie Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3. Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

(i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

(if) Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(1H) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upen them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family {but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.

35637/259962.1/PC
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From: pat morris [mailto:pam.tm@gmail.com] /
Sent: Wednesday, 19 March 2014 8:20 a.m. ,7 q/
To: Reception Richmond '
Subject: Navigation Byelaws

Dear Sir or Madam,

further, and closely related to your Consultation Advice - Proposed
Navigation Byelaws, | would like, in the interests of boating safety, to contribute the
following:

Since the existing byelaws were drawn up there have been considerable changes in
boating in the area concerned. Smaller boats and water craft are now much faster, larger
boats more powerful and creating considerably more wash, and there are more people
than ever before taking part in activities on, in, and around the water.

These are good reasons for the 'at speed’ proximities to be increased - for example the
distance to other craft - particularly in anchorages - swimmers, divers and soft foreshore
areas.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate.

R.T.Morris
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Feedback onTRMP: Mooring Review Discussion Document

\E EIVE
Name: M P and 1J Mosley ﬁj\b\“ﬂ @

FE3 20t

Address: 59 Trewavas Street, Motueka 7120 2.0 DISTRICT COUNCIL

: BICHTUIERA
Email: p.mosley{@xtra.co.nz

Feedback: ' ’ )Lr

We are prepared to accept Option 1, noting the list of administrative advantages. However, we
consider that the disadvantages ~ particularly in terms of outcomes rather than merely
administrative convenience — are significant. A particularly important issue is how to regulate
the role of the Harbourmaster to avoid any possibility of cronyism, or accusations thereof.
With no public input on decisions on individual moorings, there is the possibility of
“arrangements” that are not in the public interest, and the Harbourmaster needs to be
protected from the possibility of being placed in a compromised position. This can only be
done if an well-defined decision-making and administrative procedure, with specific criteria
for moorings, is established.

Other matters:

We wish the Council to consider not just administrative convenience and the financial cost to
applicants for moorings, but the actual outcomes that will be achieved by mooring
management (we note that p.6 of the discussion document refers to the plan change process).

Council staff should bear in mind that “efficient management of coastal space” (p. 3) is far
more than administrative efficiency and cost, but implies that coastal space is allocated in
such a way that it is utilized to give maximum total benefit to the community and the natural
environment,

We do not support the designation of mooring areas that results in the effective privatization
of a public asset. Private or club moorings have been placed in prime (usually the most
sheltered) spots in many localities, thus excluding other boat owners from public space.
Exampies are Kaiteriteri, the southeast corner of Anchorage, Taupo Point, and many others,
Boat owners who do not themselves have moormgs should have a right to unhindered passage
and use of the seabed, and the proposal for mooring areas has the potential to exclude such
boat owners from some very important localities. Most obvious is Kaiteriteri, which
nowadays is of limited value as a “refuge anchorage” for cruismg boats, because there is little
sheltered space that is not allocated to moorings. (We approve the indicated “casual
anchoring” area on Map 6 of Kkaiteriteri). This raises, then, the question not just of equity but
of marine safety.

The discussion document does not adequately address the issue of density of moorings within

a mooring area. We strongly oppose designation of a mooring area off Trewavas Street -
foreshore if it results in parking of a large number of boats and restriction of the area for use

by swimmers, kayakers, dinghy sailers, etc. A few boats (as at present) do not detract from the
appearance or use of this locality (at least, if they are not derelicts), but we strongly oppose

the imposition of a high density mooring area. We note that at present the boats moored off
Trewavas Street are not owned by local residents (some are disused commercial craft), and

question if this is appropriate. An analogy is for all-comers to be given open slather to park

unused motor vehicles (including disused heavy goods vehicles) on York Park or some other



Council reserve, which we doubt that TDC would do. We suggest that moorings in the
vicinity of the Motueka Marina should be fully allocated before any are approved off
Trewavas Street.

We particularly do not support the designation of mooring areas that provides the opportunity
for people to park boats, unused, for extended periods of time — particularly when the boat is
derelict. We are aware of a number of moored boats in the Motueka area that are never used,
and probably will be never used again, but are moored indefinitely as a cheaper alternative to
disposing of the boat properly. The system of mooring management must, therefore, ensure
that this does not happen, particularly in highly visible areas such as Trewavas Street
foreshore, where derelict boats would be (and already are) an eyesore.

There seems to be an assumption in the discussion document that the cost to applicants for
moorings should be minimized. It is a fundamental economic principle that a good that has a
low or zero price is not valued and is not well used or is over-used. To have a mooring is a
privilege, and applicants should pay a realistic and appropriate price for that privilege — this
inter alia would address the issue of “dumping”™ derelict boats on moorings rather than
disposing of them propexly.

Other options
The most important issue that should be considered is the means of placing a realistic price on

moorings (via application fee, annual administration fee, royalty charge, or whatever) to
ensure that applicants value and do not mis-use the privilege.

M P Mosley 1J Mosley 5 February 2014

We wish to be kept informed of the mooring review process.
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I enclose a Submission with regard to the above.

Yours faithfully

NORTH
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1.  While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a resuit
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2. A proposed ski lane has been proposed:
{i)  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
{if)  Inanarea where there is little (and even what s there constrained) access by vehidle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
{iliy The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriter! beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3. Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

{i) Takes almost a ¥ of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

i) Takes water skling a2ccess lanes out of the "commercial” area at main Kaiteriter] which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri's) into Little Kaiteriteri {in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(i) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

(iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.
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Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 10:40 a.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

From: website@tasman.govt.nz [mailto:website@tasman.govt.nz]
Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 10:40 a.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Website Submission - Draft Navigation Bylaws

Your Contact Details
ide *

Dr /

First Name
Nicola

Last Name *
Nelson

Address *
133 Sutheriand Drive

Suburb (
Town *

Martinborough RD1

™ -stcode *

5781 N‘B (((-f

Daytime Phone Number
04 463 5435

Mobile Phone Number
027 563 5435

Email Address *
picola.nelson@vuw.ac.nz

Organisation

Position

Presenting Your Submission

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

No

If yes, what if your preferred hearing location?



Richmond

Your Submission
Your comments *

Submission on TDC Draft Navigational Bylaws

I wish to submit on Schedule relating to Bylaw 3.25.2 where anchoring is prohibited. I do not
believe the proposed changes are viable considering current use, and safety for all users, specifically
for the Torrent Bay Area.

I support the Access Point Transit Lane for Torrent Bay at the southern end of the beach when tide
permits.

I absolutely do not support the installation of an Access Point Transit Lane at the northern end of the
beach. The area around Ballons Rock and Glasgows Beach is a safe anchoring area for small boats,
in particular at mid to low tide when they cannot access the lagoon. It is also a well used area for
recreation. To restrict anchoring time, and dictate that anchoring is just for pickup and drop off is the
only use of that area allowed, represent a significant change from accepted current use. In addition,
signally this area as a transit lane implies priority as that and I believe based on extensive
observations of behaviour in the area, that this would place recreational users’ safety at risk
(regardless of the small print asking vessel operators to keep a look cut for them). The only viable
option I believe for a low tide access point at the northern end of the beach is for the approach to be
allowed from the southern side of Ballons rock to the low tide mark, and that this must be dealt with
as a multi-use area, appreciating that no one type of user has priority at this end of the beach inside
Ballons Rock.

I support the restriction against sea plane landing in the Abel Tasman National Park, Foreshore and
adjacent marine area.

I support the increased time for waterskiing allowed in this bylaw change.

Attach a file to your submission
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TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL
DRAFT NAVIGATION BY-LAWS
On studying these proposals I cannot see any thing that we can reasonably oppose, however I believe
that the proposals are a trifle draconian but as they largely follow Maritime New Zealand guide Lines

we will have to run with them,

The Club will be affected by the following in all TDC controlled water (ie) west of blind channel,
Kaiteriteri, Astrolabe, and the remainder of Tasman Bay to Kahaurangi Point.

Page 20 Sec. 2.1/2.2/2.3/

Page 21 Sec. 2.4/2.4.3/2.5.1/2.5.2
Page22 Sec.2.5.3/2.5.4/2.55/2.5.6/2.5.7
Page 31 Sec.Sec.3.16/3.16.1/3.16.2/3.16.3/ 3.16.4/ 3.16.5./ 3.16.7/ 3.16.8/ 3.16.9/3.16.10/
3.16.11,
All of 3.16 will affect the Club if running any races in the waters of TDC.
Page 34 Sec. 3B 3.20/3.20.2 ii. /iii. Kill Switch
Page 37 Sec.3.28/ Overloading and stability.

In future it is my opinion that Nelson City Navigation By-Laws will be substantially the same

Dennis Win
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AMFEXURE TO SUBR:SSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPDSAL ~ MAVIGATION BYLAW
{IMTORPORATING WIARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1.  While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 684B of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a resuit
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriter] where none presently exist.

2,  Aproposed ski tane has been proposed:
{i)  Diractly In front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
{i)  Inanarea where there is litle (and even what is there constrained) access by vehidle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
{li} The Little Kalteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the affect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “octive activity beach” in large parts.

2. Whilst the proposai reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

{i} Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

(ii} Takes water skiing access lanas out of the “commerclal” area at main Kaiteriteri which
Is In close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing al! {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri (In the context of Kaiteriteri Bzy as a whole);

(jii) Provides for a ski lane In an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access |zne where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse Impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a majer impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish te use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri,

35637/250962.1/PC
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
{INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1. While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 5848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Ma ritime Transport Act 1994, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposat including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2. Aproposed ski fane has been proposed:
(iy  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
{iy  Inan area where there is little {and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
{ifj The iittle Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive gctivities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 wili have the effect of tumning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3, Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

{i) Takes aimost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

{ii) Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri's) into Little Kaiteriteri {in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(iii) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

(iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.

35637/259962.1/PC
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Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014

Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014

To: Navigation Bylaws Consultation OR info@tasman.govt.nz

Tasman District Council Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Private Bag 4

Richmond 7050 / 4
Full name of submitter: Emily Oldfield

Organisation (if any):
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0276371882
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Provision I Clause

Support / Oppose

Submission

Decision Sought

Please refar to the numbered bytaw or Ciearly indicaie whether you Siate i SUrnmary the nature of your Submission and the reasons for It. if Stata clearly the decision aid o siiggesied
subclause, 8.g 3.4 Wake, or figure a.g support or oppose the specitic suggssting a change to a map, please append a copy marked up with your | changes you want Cauncif to make in respect of
Fig 8- Pakawau provision proposed changes the provision

3.2

Oppose 3.2.3

An exemption should not be available
to a person 15 years age in any
circumstances

Delete power
exemption and
delete from Rdes 95 of

Tasman District Navigatio
Bylaws 2014
3.72 Sch.2a Oppose Remove reference to "Kaiteriteri" Delete ski accesg:
lane at Kaiteriterj
Bay so0 far as it
relates to Little
Kaiteriteri
Sch.2a P
Oppesed Extend the area reserved for swimminig & As over
Claunse 5 " s o
and other passive activities at Littlie
Kajteriteri, delete the ski’access
lane and maintain the status quo
otherwise so that residents are able
to use the beach for pickup and drop off
of family but no water skiing
Sch.2a Oppose Add another clause making waterskiinig
a prohibited activity in Little & As over
Kaiteriteri Bay
Sch.2b Oppose Add another clause which extends & As over
swimming areas and prohibits
water—-skiing and use of personal
water crafts (jet skis) in Little
Kaiteriteri Bay
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Provision | Clause

Support/ Oppose

Submission

Decision Sought

Please refar fo the niumbered bylew or Clearly indrcaie whether you Siate in summary the nature of your Subrmission end the reasons oy it. it State ciearly the decision and or suggested
subelause, e.g 3.4 Wake, or figure e.g support or oppose the specific suggesiing a change fo @ map, please append a copy marked up with your | changes you want Gouncil to make in respect of
Fig 5 - Pakawau provision proposed changes tha provisfon

Fig 19: Oppose Delete "access lane for water

Kaiteriteri Bay skiing" Al

Map 15
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1, While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1574, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a resuit
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2. A proposed ski [ane has been proposed:
{ij}  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in parmanently;
(i)  Inanarea where there is little (and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
tha area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
(iii} The Little Kaiteriterl beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beoch”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contzins in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active activity beach” in |arge parts.

3. Whilst the proposal reserves some area af beach for swimmers and passive activitias it:

{i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski] craft;

(i) Takes water skiing access ianes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all (for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

{iii) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will {ead to adverse impact upon them,;

(iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri,

35637/259962.1/PC



Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond
Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 4:09 p.m.

To: Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Navigation Bylaws Consultation
Attachments: img-328135411-0001.pdf

From: Luke Oldfield [maiito:|ukeoldfield@me.com]

Sent: Friday, 28 March 2014 4:04 p.m.
To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Hello,
Please see my attached submission.

“"ind Regards,
vuke Oldfield
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subclause, 8.g 3.4 Wake, or figure 0.9 support or oppose the specilic suggesting a chenge fo 8 map, please append a copy marked up with your | changes you want Councll to make in raspect of
Fig 5- Paltawau vision proposed changes the provision
3.2 Oppose 3.2.3 An exemption should not be available [ Delete power
to a person 15 years age in any exemption and
circumstances delete from Rles 95 of
Tasman District Navigatio
Bylaws 2014
3.72 Sc¢h.2a Oppose Remove reference LO "faiteriteri" Delete ski access
lane at Kaiteriterj
Bay so far as it
relates to Little
Kaiteriteril
Sch.2a 0 d Extend th d f i mm3 A
Clause 5 ppose xtend the area reserved Ior swinminlg & As over
and other passive activities at Littlle
Xaiteriteri, delete the ski™access
1ape and maintain the status quo
ptherwise so that residents are abl
. to use the beach for pickup and drop off
of family but no waterx skiing
Sch.2a Oppose Add another clause making waterskiinlg
a prohibited activity in Little & As over
Kaiteriteri Bay
Sch.2b Oppose Add another clause which extends & As over
swimming areas and prohibits
water—skiing and use of personal
water crafts (jet skis) in Little
Kaiteriteri Bay
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
{(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1, While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, asa result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it Is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2,  Aproposed ski lane has been proposed:
i}  Directlyinfront established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
(i) Inanarea where there is little (and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no urning area;
(i) The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beoch” and
“passive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “octive gctivity beach” In large pars.

3. Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

(i Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski} eraft;

{ii) Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all (for the whole of
hoth Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri {in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as 2 whole);

{18 Provides for a ski lane in an area where Littie Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of @ water ki access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family {but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kalteriteri.

35637/259952.1/PC
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1.  While it is appreciated that Tasman District Council must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1934, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriterl where none presently exist.

2. Aproposed ski lane has been proposed:
(i)  Directly in front established homes, many of which are fived in permanently;
(i)  Inan area where there is little {and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
(i) The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“nassive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
 “gctivity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3.  Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

(i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

{in Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the hoat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri {in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(il Provides for a ski lane In an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family {but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.
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ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1.  While it is appreciated that Tasman District Councll must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6348 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2. Aproposed ski fane has been proposed:
(i  Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
(i) Inan area where there is little (and even what is there constrained} access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
{ii} The Little Kaiteriteri beach nas always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“nassive activities beach” with main Kaiteriterl being the “commercial beach”, the
“gctivity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteritari beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3, Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

(i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

{if) Takes water skiing access lanes out of the #commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri's) into Little Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

(iii} Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them,;

(iv} Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.

35637/259962.1/PC

B otk

MARK ozaf el



Submission on the Draft Tasman District Council
Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014

Closing date: 4:30pm on Friday 28 March 2014
To: Navigation Bylaws Consultation OR info@tasman.govt.nz
Tasman District Council Subject: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Private Bag 4
Richmond 7050

Full name of submitter: MALK  Er0fin  02néécy)
Organisation {if any): SAVE Owil Lyviié KAITALATE 2L Pwamus
Full postal address: _ILL,‘_LDVUW(A LaD
LiTQud, KANVTER T4RN
MGSTIE KA 2e0
Emall Address: ne, old€ie ld & 31’\«;1‘. Com
Telephone number(s): 6> 6%h2262 0 52% %6\ i Q2745360

Fax number:

Please defete one of the following:

| WISH TO PRESENT MY SUBMISSION IN PERSON TO A COUNCIL HEARING
JDO-NOT WISH TO-BE HEARD.IN PERSON

This is page 1 of a total of _ A: pages.

744

Signature of person making submission {or perscn authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

24-]03] 1A

Date For office use:
Received: bipreveranes yY
Submission ID: NBIS S
Acknowledged: ...
Hearing time required?: ................

Hearing time allocated: ...............«.
Hearing time advised:  ........cccoveee.
Decision nofified; ..o




QTHACL) VITW Uy sasmuans Uﬁ, 40, 9Bed ¥1.0Z SMeig uoneBjeN IG 1aideys 'Me|Ag psiep)osUaD [PUN0Y JOLSI] UBWISE | YeUp U0 UOISSIIQNS

Lfeg Ta®3taelTrej

2731F71 UT (STAS 38[) sajead iajen
Ieuosiad Jo 9sn pue SUTTHS-IDIEM
s33qTyoid puw seoi® BUTLHUTIAS

.8gyooe IS 2i1913(]

4TI93TI8178Y, ©3 97u9183Jax Saomay

1940 8Y -~ SpUs1IXI YITYM ISNEBTI ISYI0UEB PPY os0ddp qz*yos
feg TIejTI@ite}]
1940 8§ 7 3723717 UT £31TATIOR pe3Tqiyoid e
w?ﬂﬂxmheuma Buijew ISNBII IJYIOUB PPV agoddg BZUIS
Sutrys I21BA ou jnq L[TmE3 IO
70 [doIp pue dnyoid 103J yoesq SY3 880 031
Tqe @18 S3uIpLEaI IBYI OS ISTAISYIC
onb suleis a3 UIeIULEBUW PUBR SUBY
50098, I45 3yl 231a[9p ‘TISITISITE]Y
213317 18 SSTITATIDE earssed I2yjo pue g IsnBVLY
1840 SY P gutwmIas I0J POAIDSII BIIE IYI pu®31xy pasoddp w7 yog
TI931TISITRY
9T21T1 03 S83BI3I
41 se iey os fLeg
TigaTI93TE)] 38 SUBT
TER sso0ddg 87 Yd2S ZL'E

7107 saelig

GT3BSTARN I0TIISL(J UBWSH]

wbnosg Uoisioaq

41 °if Jog SUGSESS SUz pUE eyseruane nnd 1o BIMBL auy) AIBURURS Ul IE]S

asoddg | poddng

JO gp S2pY wWolil I1ITIP S82UBISUNIITO
pue uotidwaxa Lue ur 98e sieai ¢ uosiad B 03
1onod 238T8Q | @TqBITEAR 3¢ 30U PIBOYS nor3dmaza uy g-z*¢ osoddp 7°¢
UojsiACKD B — sobueys pasodord “TORSIAGKT nemeyeg -G Oid
.‘otquﬂc_oumEsEooEna:&uoEmﬁ th_aaaanwxﬁEhaaumEm&wmuu&qﬁuEue%umsﬂmn:n usumnaﬂtuﬂnncatﬂgu Ea emfiy jo ‘SYBM §°'c O°0 ‘asnepgns
pepcaBAn J0 DU UOISIJAP Bt} AlEBR B1R)e nod i et sneoinul ALesin o morfn peiseiiny sijt o i8I 98Pl

asne|g [ UoIsiroid




102 SMSH UOREBIAEN °G Jeydeud ‘MeiAg PRIEpIOSUOD JaUnod LRSI UEWSEL YRIP U0 LOSSLIANS

U7 7010 Yy, owsws/mmans A P ot

¢i den
- LIUTTAS feg Ti931TIalTEX
1278M 30J QUEBT SS8I0B, 3IISTI] asoddg 161 BTd
UOISIhOKT 847 Tobueya pesodoid tarEIAaid REMBYEd - G DI |
aymads aty) agodde o yoddns B2 aunliy J0 ‘@4ep +'¢ be ‘esnejoqns

40 #Amedy pasaqIn 84 01 J5[8) 958l
asne|o [ Loisiacld

Sgﬁa%%%ug&woﬁmﬁgmsaﬁﬁwgﬂaﬂ
£ 'D 10} SUOSER O PUR umestugns nok 10 el oLy AmunLms Lt ajels

uoissilugns

noA sotgauym aresnu Auzetn

uouumnwﬂsmxuﬁsh‘unaootukagﬂm:mﬁ
‘asoddg [ poddng

peysefiBing io puR LIOISIGD 6U) ARSI 8]8)2
bnog uoisioad




ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
(INCORPORATING MARTIME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1. While it is appreciated that Tasman District Councll must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1994, as a result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
provisions for 2 water ski lane at Little Kaiteriterl where none presently exist.

2. Aproposed ski lane has been proposed:
{i)  Directly in front established homes, many of which are fived in permanently;
(i)  Inan area where there is little (and even what is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
(i} The Little Kaiteriteri beach hac always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“passive activitles beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the #active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 wil have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriteri beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3. Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

{0 Takes almost a % of the beach for powered {water ski) craft;

(i1) Takes water skilng access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri {in the context of Kaiterite ri Bay as a whole);

fiii) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Biue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse Impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.
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swimming areas and prohibits
water—skiing and use of personal
water crafts (jet skis) in Little

Kaiteriteri Bay

3.2 Cppose 3.2.3 An exemption should not be available | Delete power
to a person 15 years age in any exemption and
circumstances delete from Rdes 95 of
Tasman District Navigatio
Bylaws 2014
3,72 Sch.2a Oppose Remove reference to “"Kaiteriteri" Delete ski accesg:
lane at Kaiteriterj
Bay so far as it
relates to Little
Kaiteriteri
Sch.2a Lo
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ause and other passive activities at Littlle
Kaiteriteri, delete the ski’access
lane and maintain the status quo
otherwise so that residents are ablef
to use the beach for pickup amd drop off
of family but no water skiing
Sch.2a Oppose Add another clause making waterskiinjg
a prohibited activity in Little & As over
Kaiteriteri Bay
Sch.2b Oppose Add another clause which extends & As over

Submission on draft Tasman Diskrict Council Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014

Page of

Submitter’s name:




Provision / Clause

Support | Oppose

Submission

Decision Sought
State clearly the decision &anc or suggested

Flease reler o e nuambercd bylaw of Clearly indicate whether you State in summary the Iialure of your SUbmission eid (e reasons (of i, if
subclause, 6.9 3.4 Wake, or figure .9 support or oppose the specific suggesting a change fo a map, piease append a copy marked up with your | ohanges you want Counci! to make In respect of
Flg § - Pakawau provision proposed changes the provision

fig 19: Oppose Delete "access lane for water <

Kaiteriteri Bay skiing"

Map 15

Submission cn draft Tasman ‘District Council Consoiidatsd Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation: Bylaws 2014 Page of Submitter's name:




ANNEXURE TO SUBMISSION IN RELATION TO STATEMENT OF PROPOSAL — NAVIGATION BYLAW
{INCORPORATING MART!ME FACILITY BYLAWS)

1. While it is appreciated that Tasman District Councli must replace the existing Navigation
Safety Bylaw made under Section 6848 of the Local Government Act 1974, and to replace it
with new Navigation Bylaws under Section 33N of the Maritime Transport Act 1954, asa result
of the repeal of the relevant provisions to the Local Government Act, it is noticed that the
import of the Statement of Proposal including the details of the proposed bylaws include
pravisions for a water ski lane at Little Kaiteriteri where none presently exist.

2. A proposed ski iane has been proposed:
(i} Directly in front established homes, many of which are lived in permanently;
li)  Inan area where there is little (and even what Is there constrained) access by vehicle to
the area of proposed ski lane, and no turning area;
(i} The Little Kaiteriteri beach has always historically been the “swimmers beach” and
“nassive activities beach” with main Kaiteriteri being the “commercial beach”, the
“activity beach” and the “active activities beach”.

The proposal contains in the bylaws and Figure 19 will have the effect of turning Little
Kaiteriter] beach into another “active activity beach” in large parts.

3, Whilst the proposal reserves some area of beach for swimmers and passive activities it:

i) Takes almost a % of the beach for powered (water ski) craft;

(in Takes water skiing access lanes out of the “commercial” area at main Kaiteriteri which
is in close proximity to the boat ramp and dumps water skiing all {for the whole of
both Kaiteriteri’s) into Little Kaiteriteri (in the context of Kaiteriteri Bay as a whole);

{iif) Provides for a ski lane in an area where Little Blue Penguins come ashore and the
presence of a water ski access lane where proposed pays scant regard to the interest
of those and will lead to adverse impact upon them.;

{iv) Will have a major impact on residents of Little Kaiteriteri who wish to use the beach
for pick up and drop off family (but not waterskiing) from in front of their houses
thereby taking pressure off main Kaiteriteri.
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Tasman District Council Navigation Bylaws 2014
Re Schedule 2A — reserved Areas relating to Bylaw 3.9.2

5B Areas reserved for swimming and other passive activities at Awaroa — venture Creek

Figure 11 Awaroa —venture Creek Map 7

This figure shows the boundaries of reserved area shown as the new designated swimming area.

Backgrouhd to this: The Awaroa Inlet Association originally asked for a swimming area for the three
weeks of summer to keep trailer yachts with no holding tanks out of this area. It was never
envisaged that small boats with outboards would be banned,

We are landowners of 67 Awaroa Inlet, one of the properties bordering Venture Creek.

We would not like to see the prevention of smail craft eg dingys from entering this designated
swimming area.

This in effect would leave us without water access to our property and nowhere for unloading or
loading from our batch. This area also is sheltered in high winds. Most dingy owners moor their
dingys out of this area over summer to allow more space for swimmers. It shouid be pointed out
however, that this area is not a popular swimming spot due to it being so tidal except on large tides.

We would like clarification on the following points:

1. Will power driven vehicles be prohibited from this area at all times?

2. Does this mean a dingy may enter this zone if doing less than 5 knots?

3. Will we still be able to access our beach property from December and up to the end of
daylight savings the foliowing year providing 5 knots is not exceeded?

QOther options:

Access for dingys and small craft not exceeding S knots.

Heather and Stephen Olds Family Trust ‘\3 } 4
PO Box 19 Motueka qr’w

solds@es.co.nz

24/3/14

(2



Katie Greer

From: Robyn Laing on behalf of Reception Richmond

Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2014 11:33 a.m.

To; Katie Greer

Subject: FW: Website Feedback - Review of Moorings Management

From: website@tasman.govt.nz [mailto:website@tasman.govt.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2014 11:23 a.m.

To: Reception Richmond
Subject: Website Feedback - Review of Moorings Management

Website Feedback - Review of Moorings
Management N 21$E

ar Contact Details
Title * ¢

Mrs Gt~ ;
First Name L\"\ 0\{% "Rﬁ
s vl

Sall A
y , .x{ u U

Last Name *
Palmer

Address * ,\»
140 Palmer Rd )g
Suburb S

R.D.1 \\\\4

Town *
Brightwater

Pasteode *
7091 /)

Daytime Phone Number
5423763

Mobile Phone Number
021331428

Email Address *
sallvwillisbrook.co.nz

Organisation

Your Feedback
Please select the options you prefer



I support Option 1, I do not support Option 2

My reasons for this choice are*

We have a holiday home in Stephens Bay and as a keen swimmer and SUPaddle boarder I consider
the bay is already too busy and often feel unsafe.

This summer there has been additional commercial activity with the presence of up to 24 Wilson's
kayaks on at least 2 occasions and a canoe company. More boats were launched in the bay this year
maybe as a result of increased fees and distance from trailer park in Kaiteriteri. These activities
create more traffic and parking problems.

TDC mentions concerns about rarely used or occupied moorings.

I believe all moorings should have a name and phone number so if a casual user wants a temporary
mooring they can phone the owner for permission ?

Do you think the Council should look at other options?
Please choose an option

Please indicate the other options you would like the Council to look at
Attach a file
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Figure 19: Kaiteriteri Bay - Map 15

Access lane, reserved area, zone or
feature shown

Refer to Schedule 2A paragraph / Bylaw

- = « 200m from shore (at high tide)

Bviaw 5.3

Paragraph 5e and Paragraph 2

Paragravh 2 and Furagraph 1

E’.@.{@Qﬁgmﬁ

i Swimming Area

Paragrann 5b and Paragiaph 1

—r—
E;;;—m_‘;g Power Craft Prohibited Paragraph 8 .
Not shown: Personal watercraft, WIG craft

and hovercraft are prohibited from operating Paragrapn 8

in Kaiteriteri Bay except for tawful transits
{ between beach or ramp and open sea.

'A.  Caution (Obstructions Likely)

Multiple submerged rocks in general area
between symbol and red icon indicating port
lateral beacon, and in adjacent swimming
area.

Tasman District Council Navigation Bylaws 2014
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GIVING NATURE A VOICE
Rovai Forest and Bivd Protection
Society of New Zealand Inc.

Nelson/Tasman Branch
P O Box 7126,

Nelson Mail Centre
7010

27 March 2014

DRAFT TASMAN DISTRICT COUNCIL CONSOLIDATED BYLAW, CHAPTER 5:
NAVIGATION BYLAWS 2014

The Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society Incorporated (“Forest & Bird”) has campaigned for 90 years for
the protection of Mew Zealand's native species and the habitats on which they depend. There are 450 local
memberships and nationwide 70,000 New Zealanders support the Society's objectives of secure protection for
native species, ecosystems, and landforms.

BACKGROUND POINTS

= In the Tasman region the Waimea Inlet and some of its islands, Bell Island shellbank, the
ocean beach at Kina and Motueka sandspit are all nationally and internationally important
for a variety of coastal and migratory birds.
Community activities within these areas should be limited by the importance of ensuring
safe habitats for coastal and migratory bird life.
During high tides birds will mass on the sandy areas above the tide line and at low tides they
fan out widely to feed,

* New Zealand is at the south eastern extremity of the Pacific migration flyway which extends
from Alaska and Siberia in the north to the coastal wetlands in Southland. The northern
coastal areas of the South island are of great importance to several species of migratory
birds, the most weli-known being godwit.

= Fast, noisy and airborne craft are greatly feared by birds and all such activities should be
situated well away from known roost and feeding sites,

* The importance of these sites has been well documented in the Davidson & Moffat 1990
report; “Wader distribution at Farewell Spit, Golden Bay and Tasman Bay” by Rob
Schuckard, published by the Dept of Conservation in March 2002; and most recently in
“ Shorebirds of Farewell Spit, Golden Bay and Tasman Bay” Rob Schuckard and David
Melville, August 2013.

PART A — NAVIGATION BYLAWS AND COMMON PROVISIONS

Part rohibited zones,

Proposes that the area between Rabbit and Bell Islands “has changed to a defined priority area for
personal watercraft, hovercraft, novel craft, water skiing, and vessels undertaking speed trials.”



"  We urge that the planning of navigation bylaws should be done holistically taking into
account wildlife habitats, feeding areas of coastal and migratory birds and the necessity to
eliminate as far as possible fuel poliution in these areas.

= The proposed zone above is one of the most sensitive wildlife areas in the Waimea Inlet.
The numbers and species occupying Bell Istand shellbank, the eastern end of Rabbit Island
“and Sand Island have been documented in the publications above. We consider it is essential
that the hundreds of birds that either nest or feed or do both in these areas are protected
from excessive disturbance.

* The endemic Variable oystercatcher is present in large numbers in Waimea inlet and on the
Ruby Bay coastline at certain times of the year and it has been mooted that the Waimea
Inlet is a nursery for pre-breeding birds {4.5.5. Schuckard and Melville 2013)

*  We submit that an additional area should be identified in Schedule 2A, clause 8 and shown
on Figure 27: Rabbit Island - Map 23 which includes the entire area within a boundary
defined by Sand Is, Bell is shellbank and the eastern and southeastern shore of Rabbit
Is. prohibiting hovercraft, WIG craft, novel craft and kitesurfing from this area. The
description and conditions for the prohibited area should include a note stating that other
vessels eg kayaks, must avoid creating a nuisance that may disturb birds roosting on these
shorelines,

"  We consider it unfortunate that 25 years ago more notice wasn’t taken of the Davidson &
Moffat 1990, Department of Conservation ecological report on the Waimea Inlet which
recommended that “power boating on the estuary should be prohibited with passive
recreation promoted in a management plan”.

* The second bylaw consideration, after bird populations, must be for the needs of Nelson
airport which would be seriously threatened by disturbed flocks of birds if the bylaw as
proposed was adopted. We consider that these navigation bylaws shouid be written
cooperatively with airport personnel. We support a “Nelson Airport Safeguarding Area” in
East Waimea Inlet, as suggested by the 8rnithological Society.

Part A (xiii) proposes that seaplane restrictions in Waimea Inlet are reduced to the Mapua channel
only.
We submit that the Waimea Estuary should be a seaplane prohibited area.

In support of this the Maritime Transport Act 1994, Section 33M, allows councils to make bylaws to
( ¢ )prevent nuisances arising from the use of ships and seaplanes

(d) prevent nuisances arising from the actions of persons and things on or in the water

Estuaries are essentiafly quiet places where bird, fish and invertebrate life should live safely and
where the community can pursue non-invasive activities.

Personal water craft are excessively noisy and should be taking place in wider spaces, where the
sound doesn’t reverberate throughout the surrounding country. Tasman Bay is generally calm
enough for use by such craft.

Waterskiiing, élong Abel Tasman and Golden Bay shores takes place off beaches along Tasman Bay.
We ask that areas are designated for waterskiing along the Rabbit Is northern shoreline instead of



within the Waimea Inlet.

In the event that motorised craft continue to operate within the Waimea Inlet we submit that the 5
knot speed limit should continue and that craft should not go wnthln 500m of shorelines occupied by
birds.

Signed:
Gillian Pollock, branch secretary

Home phone: 03 540 2748
Email: g.pollock@scorch.co.nz
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Wilkin River: an evaluation of river
morphology and jet boat accessibility

Dr Henry R. Hudson
Environmental Management
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Summary

Environmental Management Associates (EMA) was commissioned by
Traffic Design Group and the Harbour Master, Queenstown Lakes
District Council, to participate in studies to evaluate the safety of
additional jet boat trips in the Makarora-Wilkin River. In particular EMA
examined channel geometry, sight distances and manoeuvre area for jet
boats and how these varied at different river flows and over time.

In our experience in the Makarora and Wilkin rivers at low flow, there
were long relatively straight reaches of river with unimpeded sight lines,
some areas with tight bends but generally good approach sight lines,
and places where the channel! is constricted to single boat passage. in
most cases the active river bar heights are sufficiently low as to not
impede visibility. Bank heights exceeding about 1.5 m (the sight line
height for a seated driver), are limited to the vegetated river banks and
occasional mid channel bar or island.

The rivers are not gauged. Tourism operators indicated that at the time
of observation (April 26, 2004), the rivers were close to that experienced
during winter low flow. Because of the steepness and width of the active
river channel of the Makarora and Wilkin, increases in streamflow are
largely accommodated by increases in velocity and width more so than
depth. During floods and freshes the river would not be safely navigable
because of large amounts of debris and trees floating downsiream.
Operational water levels are probably limited with extreme low flows
(experienced during the winter), and water levels increases probably
less than 50 cm above low flow conditions. With this magnitude of water
level rise, constricted sections would become wider allowing boats to
pass, but there is little effect on sight distances around cormners or over
bars.

Channel features and position of bends and bars are expected to
change over time, but the general patterns of braiding will remain. One
uncertainty is the influence of a recent (1994) major input of sediment
from the right bank of the Wilkin. Large volumes of finer gravel were
released into the river system as the result of this valley wall erosion.
Over time it is possible that the river will degrade into these deposits and
the lower reaches will become more entrenched and coarser textured as
the finer gravel is washed downstream.

The information in this report and any accompanying documentation is accurate to the best of the
Eknowledge and belief of the Coasultant acting on behalf of Traffic Design Group (TDG) and
Queenstown Lakes District Councd (QLDC). While the Consultant has exercised all reasonable
skill and care in the preparation of information in this report, neither the Consultant nor TDG or
QLDC accept any Kability iu contract, tort or otherwise for auy loss, damage, injury or expense,
whether direct, indirect or consequentizl, asising out of the provision of information In this repozt.

Hudson 2004 Eswiroramtotal Managnesd Avsociates Report OOl poge 1
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Introduction

11 Background

Additional commercial jet boat trips are proposed in the Wilkin River
area (Fig. 1). Environmental Management Associates (EMA) was
commissioned by Traffic Design Group and the Harbour Master,
Queenstown Lakes District Council, to participate in studies to evaluate
the safety of additional jet boat operations in the Wilkin River. In
particular EMA examined channel geometry, sight distances and
manoeuvre area for jet boats and how these varied at different river
flows and over time.

L i L .4,; i g i Wl i . 9

Fig. 1. Geography of the lower Makarora and Wilkin River.

1.2 Study area

Departure points for the proposed jet boat trips are from Makarora
township (“MRamp”; Makarora river km 10) to the mouth of the Wilkin
River (Makarora River km 4.5); and up the Wilkin to just below Kerin
Forks (“KerinF”; Wilkin River km 12) {Fig. 1} . Trips may also depart from
the northern end of Lake Wanaka from the boat ramp at Wharf Creek
("WRamp”), about 1.6 km from the present main channel at the
Makarora mouth. (Photographs were geo-referenced with a GPS and
river distances were calculated from digitat 1:50,000 topographic maps).

Hedson 2004. Esvinommerial Mavagurund Arsociates Report 04-Dl g 2
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1.3 Methodology

Channel geometry, sight distances and manoeuvre area for jet boats
were evaluated using:

1. Aerial photographs;

2. Observations made during a jet boat trip down the
Makarora and into the Wilkin River up to Kerin Forks;

3. Observations made during a low speed, low elevation flight
through the area;

4. Discussions with local tourist operators; and
5. Estimates of water level change at higher flows.

2 Jet boat accessibility

There are uncbstructed views from the Wharf Creek boat ramp on Lake
Wanaka to the mouth of the Makarora River. The active river channe!
(exposed gravel bed) of the lower Makarora River is wide (> 600 m), the
active channel banks are relatively low, and there is a dominant single
channel that provides continuous passage at low flow (Fig. 2).

Fig. 2. Makarora River: view downstream to Lake Wanaka from the
mouth of the Wilkin River (on the true right bank).

Similariy, from the mouth of the Wilkin River to the boat ramp at
Makarora township the active river channel is wide and a dominant
single channel provides continuous passage (Fig. 3). The active channel
banks are relatively low (i.e. from a seated position an approaching boat
could be observed over the bar tops). The vegetated river banks are
generally less than 1.5 to 2.0 m above the water surface (Fig. 4), but
these banks generally do not block sight lines in the main channe!.

Hedtzon 200G, Eppinormantel Mavagunist Prsociates Repert 040 po 3
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Fig. 3. Makarora River: view downstream to the mouth of the Wilkin
River (valley on the right bank).

Fig. 4. Makarora River view downstream towards the Wilkin Valley:
approaching a chute that limits passage to one lane traffic at
fow flow.

Hudsos 2000, Erviroreraridal Maragumest Aosociates Report 04-04 page 4
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Approaching from upstream along the true right bank channei of the
Makarora, views into the Wilkin are obstructed by a relatively high bank
(Fig. 4 & 5). At the mouth, the right bank of the Makarora is replaced by
a low gravel bar, and there are unobstructed views into the Wilkin.

Fig. 5. View downstream at the Makarora (left} Wilkin (right)
confiuence (April 2004).

It is possible that the Makarora will shift its main channel hard against its
high true right bank all the way down to the Wilkin mouth. At the same
time it is possible that the Wilkin will erode a channel along its high true
left bank near the mouth. This would result in a relatively high elevation
“V" shaped headland separating the two rivers at the confiuence. There
would be limited visibility until the boats pacsed thP h:gh bank balow the
confluence. However, -

it is likely that you
could see a boat, or at
least the “rooster tail”
spray of an
approaching boat, if D i 5 WS
you were standing up -_ﬁ:

in a boat (Fig. 6).

Fig. 6. Wilkin River:
view upstream to
the true left bank at
the mouth.

Huason 2004 Eswsirormmtnt Maswgiment Ausociates Repent 04-04 page 5



A iy

Aerial photographs taken in 1998 show that the Wilkin River has long
relatively straight sections, usually with wide unobstructed bends (Figs.
7-9). Similar patterns were observed in the recent field visit (e.g. Figs.
10-14). Sight lines are not obstructed by the relatively low active river
channel bars, and at low flow the channel is sufficiently wide in most
places for two lane boat traffic (Figs. 15-16).

Fig. 7. Wilkin River (flow from left to right): 3.2 to 5.5 km from the
mouth (top) and 0.4 to 3.2 km from the mouth (bottom).
Based on aerial photographs taken in November 1998.
(Courtesy of Otago Regional Council).

Hudsar 2008, Eswsropmental Hmstwwl Assaciates Regort 00-0% Fage &



Fig. 8. Wilkin River (flow from left to right): 5.2 to 10.8km from the
river mouth.

Fig. 9. Wilkin River (flow from left to right): 10.8 to 13.3 km from the
river mouth. Siberia Stream flows from the north and the Wilkin
from the south above the confluence at Kerin Forks.

Hudsos 2004, Ervironmental Masagimesd Associates Report 04-04 g 7



Fig. 10. Wilkin River: view upstream ~0.3 km from the river mouth.

Fig. 11. Wilkin River: view upstream ~0.3 km from the river mouth.

Hodlson 200, Envircrmintal Mamigiomied Prsociaies Report -0 page 8



Fig. 13. Wilkin River: view upstream ~6.6km from the river mouth.
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Fig. 14. Wilkin River: view upstream to Kerin Flat (true left bank; i.e.

right side of photograph), ~8.6 km from the river mouth. Siberia
Stream flows from behind the treed ridge in the upper part of the
photograph.

Against the vegetated hill slope on the true ieft bank of the Wilkin River
there are overhanging trees and relatively deep scour pools (Fig. 17).
Often the river strikes the valley wall creating a tight bend. There are
some restrictions on sight lines entering these bends, and when a boat
is in the apex of the bend it is not always possible to see around the
corner. There is often (but not always) sufficient room for boats to pass
in these bends even at low flow (e.g. Figs. 15-18). In every case there
are pools or runs upstream and downstream where boats can stop and
start so as to assess traffic in the bends.

Hudsos. 200U, Esinormestil Management Auociates Repent 04-04f fase
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Fig. 15. Wilkin River: view upstream to the vegetated valley wall
bend ~2.4 km from the river mouth.

Fig. 16. Wilkin River: view downstream to the bend ~2.4 km from
the river mouth.

Hudson 2000, Esminommtstal Managumisd Ausociates Report 0400 page 11



Fig. 17. Wilkin River: view downstream along the vegetated valley
wall bend ~5.1 km from the river mouth.

\ ﬁ

A ._\-

Fig. 18. Wilkin River: view upstream to the bend ~5.1 km from the
river mouth.

MMWHWJAMWW fage 12
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Snags (partially buried trees) restrict passage to one lane at two
locations in the Wilkin (e.g. Fig. 19), but sight lines are not obstructed on
the approach. At this particular site, a mid channel bar has been
exposed which reduces the passage width along the true left bank. At
higher flows the bar could be traversed by a jet boat. Both upstream and
downstream there are suitable places to stop a boat.

L

o
ey
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Fig. 19. Wilkin River: view upstream to snags in the river channel
~8.2 km from the river mouth.

Chutes that have cut into the riffles and rapids in the main channel also
restrict boat passage to a single lane, particularly at low flow (e.g. Fig.
20). In all cases in the Wilkin River, the sight lines around these chutes
were not obstructed. Chutes invariably spill into wider, deeper pools
where boats can stop and start. The lead into the chutes are usually
relatively shallow runs (depths of ~30 cm at low flow at the chute crest),
which are wide enough for boais io pass.

Further upstream, near the major debris fan opposite the upper end of
Dans Flat {(~km 8), boulders are exposed in some chutes and rapids
(e.g. Fig. 21).

In the Dans Flat reach there is a very nammow reach that is boulder
strewn. Passage is limited to one boat through this reach, but the sight
lines are open and there are pools immediately upstream and
downstream where boats can stop (Figs. 22 & 23).

There is no jet boat access above the Kerin Forks Flat into either the
upper Wilkin River or Sibertia Stream. The river bed is narrow and strewn
with boulders (Figs. 9 & 14).

Hudson 2006, Erminosmarital Maragemerd Ausociates Report OG-0 fge 13



Fig. 20. Wilkin River: view downstream to a gravel-cobble bed
chute ~4.4 km from the river mouth.

Fig. 21. Wilkin River: view upstream to a rapid 10 km from the river
mouth. Note the exposed boulders in the rapid.

Hudsor, 20003, Eswinosmmestal Masagomeni Anociates Report 0-0lf page 14



Fig. 22. Wilkin River: view upstream to “the rock garden” at Dans
Fiat, ~7.4 km from the river mouth.

Fig. 23. Wilkin River: aerial view of “the rock garden” in Fig. 22.

Hudsor 2006, Esvineransstal Managumnd Asseciates Report 0404 page 15
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3 River dynamics

Braided river channels in high energy environments are very unstable.
Channel shifts are expected, but the general patterns of the braided
channel will be retained.

Over the longer term there may be a tendency to degraded and coarsen
bed material in the lower Wilkin River. There are large confributions of
gravel into the Wilkin River opposite upper Dans Flat (e.g. Fig. 8 & 24)
as the result of valley wall erosion and fan development in 1994 (Paul
Cooper, tourism operator). While some contribution may continue
indefinitely with ongoing erosion, the rate of contribution may decline. In
this case, the reduction in sediment inputs may lead to a coarsening of
the river bed and down-cutting of the channel over the long term.

Fig. 24. Wilkin River: ~km 8 from the river mouth major sediment
contributions occur from this recent (1994) fan system.

The rivers are not gauged, but Paul Cooper (tourism operator) indicated
that at the time of observation (April 26, 2004), the Makarora and Wilkin
flows were close to that experienced during winter low flow. In his more
than ten years experience on the river, he found that the range of usable
water conditions was limited by extreme low flows in winter and by
freshes-floods. With low flows the gravel-cobble riffies and boulder
rapids are quite shallow and the chutes that sometimes cut through
these features (e.g. Figs. 4) are narrow, but the river is still boatable.

During floods and freshes the river is not safely navigable because of
large amounts of debris and trees floating downstream.

Hudson 2000, Emvirorsmestal Masagumesd Associates Report 0404 page 16
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It is likely that operational water levels are limited by extreme low flows
experienced during the winter. Based on comments from experienced
locals (Paul Cooper and Brent Pihana) and my experience in other
braided gravel bed rivers, | would expect that commercial jet boating
would cease during freshes or floods when water levels rose about 50
cm above normal low flow conditions.

This range of flows can be independently verified if Otago Regional
Council provide slope area calculation information for the 10.1.1994
flood (1610 cms); and their miscellaneous gauging data {Chris Arbuckle,
Otago Regional Council}.

With the estimated magnitude of water level rise, passage opportunities
would increases in limited constricted reaches (such as chutes), but
there is little benefit for sight distances around corners or over bars.

4 Conclusions

i the study area, the Makarora River and Wilkins River below Kerin
Forks are suitable for jet boating. Sight lines are generally unobstructed,
and in most places there is sufficient room to drive and manoeuvre more
than one boat through a particular reach. Constricted reaches and
bends usually have good sight lines and places to manoeuvre boats
upstream and downstream, but there is limited visibility in some places.

5 Acknowledgements

Chris Arbuckle, Otago Regional Council, kindly provided aerial
photographs of the Wilkin River. Paul Cooper {Southern Alps Air scenic
flight) and Brent Pihana (jet boat) provide logistical support and valuable
commentary. This assistance is greatly appreciated.

6 Glossary

Active channel: Active channels carry water for a substantial portion of
the year. In gravel bed rivers the active channel is typified by extensive
exposed gravel beds, with little vegetation.

Bar: A deposit of alluvium (sand, gravei, cobbles, boulders) transported
and deposited by rivers into various bedforms.

Island: Higher elevation land within the stream banks, surrounded by
water (at least during higher flows), typified by permanent vegetation
(e.g. established grass and trees), and infrequently flooded.

Pool: Slower moving, relatively deep water, often with an asymmetrical
cross section even in straight channels.

Riffle: Gravel-cobble dominated diagonal bars which often extend
across the channel. They have relatively shailow, fast flow.

Run: A form of plane-bed channel lacking well defined bedforms. In
gravel bed rivers they may represent partially infilled pools and/or
transitions from pools to riffles. They have relatively shailow, fast flow.

Hudser 2004. Esirensmantsl Managemasd Ausociates Report 0F0G page 17
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How to make a submission

The document upon which submissions are to be made is the “Draft Tasman District
Council Consolidated Bylaw, Chapter 5: Navigation Bylaws 2014". Please note that
although a list of substantive changes from the existing Navigation Safety Bylaw 2005 is
included above, the proposed Bylaws are entirely new, being made under a different Act.
You can make a submission on any matter or provision in the draft Bylaws, including
suggesting new reserved areas, speed limits etc. Submissions in support are of equal
validity to submissions opposed.

If you wish to suggest changes to the draft Bylaws which are not proposed, it would be
helpful if you could provide as much supporting information as possible in your
submission.

Any person may make a written submission on the content of these draft Bylaws.

Submissions must be in writing, and should be in the format shown in the attached
submission form, if that form is not actually used. This form is intended as a guide only, but
is suitable for brief submissions. Please attach any additional pages as necessary.

In addition, if you wish to present your comments in person, Council will hear verbal
submissions. Hearing dates have not yet been set but are likely to be in Richmond in May
or June 2014, This consultation is an opportunity for the Council to consider your views
before the decisions are made. There will be no right to appeal once the decisions have
been made.

The submission period begins at 8.00 am on 6 January 2014. Please note that written
submissions are to be received by Tasman District Council by 4:30pm on Friday 28
March 2014.

Submissions can be:

Posted to: Navigation Bylaws Consuitation
Tasman District Council

Private Bag 4

Richmond 7050

Faxed to: 03 543 9524
Attn: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

Delivered to: | Tasman District Council
Attn: Navigation Bylaws Consultation

189 Queen Street, Richmond, or
92 Fairfax Street, Murchison, or
7 Hickmoft Place, Motueka, or
14 Junction Street, Takaka

Emailed to: info@tasman.govt.nz
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