Enabling Drone Integration

#1

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 11:52:33 AM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 12:00:14 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:40

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

. v 5
A
Q3 4Q~ &

Email address
& 2 Other,

o &
If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? 6 _
\ who you represent.:
Ov - b: Heliservices NZ
Q5 2Q~ @
S

L
X
)

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones
Helicopter Operath
Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Reducing limitations in place of drones is a seriously poor decision

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respondent sklpp%;estlon O

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11 No\/
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation
of the measures? Q~ &

' PR

Should drones have their own st% ule PQ‘

Q13

Should we review the four tre mihj ight
distance from aerodr

Q14 Qg @ No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we ch e ent to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Other (please specify):

. . , . Rediculous idea and will not be monitored
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

changes? @ N &
Q20 Respondent skipption OQ

Are there any other changes we should consider? % Q

Page 5 @; %6

Q21 \( ?\

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatio %e Om&'g‘
icen

for Part 101 drone pilots? c ted and shown to obtain a drone from a

shop. I no sale
O
What impact would a basic pilot qualifﬁ%ﬁ/ ha\g&you?

If done correctly skill more people u;&wis safe&Q~
Q23 C) 6 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

. itten th test (at id
What format should t@ take? %\ written theory test (at a provider)
Q24 @ Yes, other age (please specify):
Q 2 19

Should ther a mini e for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 & No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Should enable people to be contacted and held accountable for actions !

Q29 @ &

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requir (e.9.i

authentication)? @
Digital. All to be registered %
Q30 No @E
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for V ?‘
registering a drone? @ &Q‘

3 No

Q31

Should certain drones not need to be registered (sele OQ

all that apply) %
Page 7 &\A
Q32 C) %
Should we introduce remo?w E\
Q33 ?.: \)
What impa I em%ﬁk y have on you?

RS

Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

Drone must be height above ground and immediately
below the drone not above where the pilot is

Yes

Respondent skipped this question

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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Enabling Drone Integration

#H2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 6:30:58 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 6:49:37 PM
Time Spent: 00:18:38

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v
A
Q3 4% &

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
| recreationallyQq dror@@nterested in the future of them.

o A

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

L
N4
)

Page 3
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

| think instead of a sub 250g weight for rules not to apply, it should be increased to 500g

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

I think a theory test should be mandatory however
registration of drones is excessive as the drones myself
and my community fly are forever changing as we can

upgrade frames and components regul!rly.

Q9 Yes @
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q 2
address the problems and opportunities identified? @

Q10 v 6
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @ %

Operators will not want to go through the hassle of too many of th(@e erit@l%sures.
Q11 Q Yes Q&

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Do you agree with the proposed order of implem ion
of the measures?

Page 4

o C
Should drones have their

Q13 O \ Yes,
Should we r e four-kilo minimum flight Please Comme.m:
2km seems suitable.

distance fro rodromes?

Q14 % No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipp%@stion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules %
changes?

Q18 No !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @

Q20 Re o&kippe?’g uestion
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

o @15

Should we introduce the proposed basic lific

for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~

Q22

What impact would a basi?&qualifi%@y have on you?

positive as | can info m aboutg \ ow that we can keep the drone community safe.

Q23 Q @ Electronicl/online theory test
ake?

What format should thi

Q24 &

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Yes, 14 years

Q25 1 don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,

Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Change the weight to 500g

system?

Q28 \

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Negative as | try to keep my drones lightweight as possible and the inevitable crash ha % fi bree:mg | repair with
lon

a different part so the drone can be potentially forever changing and will not be the &%

Q29 Respon nt?ﬁed this %
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. s
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity V

authentication)? &Q‘

Q30 Qlth a different weight as the threshold ,
.. . mment:

Should there be a minimum weight threshold

registering a drone?

Q31 q‘ Yes, others (please specify below),

Should certain drones not ne glster d (select Please comment:

all that apply) < ’ Acro or freestyle drones.
Page 7

Q32 Q s: No,
Should we introduc

Please comment:

é Too heavy for specific drones.

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Q33

Negative, as | keep my drone lightweight to increase battery life, my platform is small and has limited space for such a module
and it could be susceptible to damage in the event of a crash.

Page 8
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the k
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %

Q37 Respondent skippe%gstion O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @E
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Enabling Drone Integration

#3

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 7:55:51 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 8:23:00 PM
Time Spent: 00:27:08

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q2 Q/?“ %6
- PR
AN
- "
Who are you submitting o$§|f)f? \%

s O
Briefly tell uséQmest in @

model planes kid of S@y my uncle and passed the great hobby to my cousins and family.

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3

11/233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

there is no need for these rules in a rural area, and disagree with registration,remote id etc, you are
wanting rules where no rules are needed and no one has ever died from a drone incident in the world
so we dont need these rules,it is a rev-anew collecting act | will not be part of.

Q8

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

no problems with our Hobby...

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of impl ntation
of the measures? &

andal ?\ Part?

re minimum flight

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have thelr

Should we @ : fo
distance from dro

Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

4

I don't know,

Please comment::

waste of time and tax payers money as no one will follow
the rules

I don't know,
Please comment:

you will not stop crim dl‘OﬂE@h you will
not stop them rotw%

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @ s

&

Ple %mment
@ e our hobby alone

Yes - remove the consent provision completely

No - keep the existing requirement
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q16 50 meters

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Yes, there should be no rules added for planes

Q18 I don't know

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @

make them easier for you to understand?

QO
Q19 %Q/ Q

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

there should be No rules ?\
o0 Q}g/ QY‘
LA

Are there any other changes we should consider?

no rules for planes 4
Page 5 A@ 4
Q21 /&\ &2 No
Should we introduce the proposedtbasic p%’:\li cation

for Part 101 drone piIots??\ E \

Q22

What impac? a basic pilo lification likely have on you?

| would not com so%@

Q23 & Other (please specify):

. test
What format should this test take? notes

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q25 I don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

no

Q27 No, Q,
. . . Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration o Wa

system? y

Q28
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @
none as | would no need to register @ Q~

Q29 !
What do you think of the proposed system de% dlglt® ) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)?
do not like this, dont do it.... A E~\
thr

Q30 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

g I' % Please comment:
Should there be a minim K 2kg, but no registration needed in rural area
registering a drone? : V“ § g, bu gistrati in ru

Q31 Yes, others (please specify below),

Should certa rones not'nged to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) % rural area not need to register

Page 7

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

none as i will not do this
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Enabling Drone Integration

Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

none

Page 9 @
Q&
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Inte @iscu@@ment?

no rules needed for rural users

X

If you do not want your name or identifying information to belingluded, pl ote the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Q‘ ion Ac sts that cover your submission.

A
A
Q&

O &

X ™

S
&
&
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Enabling Drone Integration

#H4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 8:36:22 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 8:48:05 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:42

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q
Page 2 "O((/ éz
Q2 Q/?" %
PO
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

as OE
Briefly tell us i:Q!iest in @

Fully intereste flying m@when i can and aloud within the laws of new zealand and not to endanger anyone else

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Drone registration yes

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

If that law comes in, nobody is going to bother registering
their planes and drones anyway, it'll be another Auckland
harbour bridge bike ride.

Qg No, @ N &
Do you think the proposed series of measures would ease comment Q

address the problems and opportunities identified? You need to educate peq @' not make egister
there drones @ O

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @E
People wont do it and keep continuing to fly @V ?\

Q11 ;
. . . Ple comment:
Do you agree with the proposed order of mplema%n 0 ou going to police it when the CAA doesn't even

of the measures? , S )
V eople and just wastes there time in following up on
@ ] cases then say even though you admit to flying illegally

A they dont even fine you
Page 4 C)& & 2
Q12 %\.: No,

st x Rule Part? Please comment:

they share the same airspace

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

it is safe to fly within that airspace as long as you are
under the height limit and are aware of aircraft or you must

have a ADS-B on you

Should drones haé n

Should we review urskilometre minimum flight
distance from al romes?

Q14 Yes - remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

planes fly over our heads and property and we cant say
they must get permission so remove this silly rule

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

177233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

4

Q20

Page 5

Q21

Should we introduce the p

d basi
for Part 101 drone pil® \

Q22
What impact weuld a

i would not fly &

Q23

What format should this test take?

Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Are there any other changes we should C(%M

alification

Yes - remove the requirement completely

10 metres

Respondent skipped this question

'ssuestion

30"
4

Rfiernt skipped this question

No

ilat qualification likely have on you?

Electronic/online theory test

No
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6 4

Q27 No @
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q‘
system? @ O

Q28 Responden this q Z
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @: %
Q29 @ ent :e is question

What do you think of the proposed system de3|gn (e.0:
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? Q

Q30 Q/ !
Should there be a minimum welghtt

registering a drone? &

Q31 C) \% Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drone ed to ed (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) § Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7 2
& Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the k
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %

Q37 Respondent skippe%gstion O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @E
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Enabling Drone Integration

#5

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 8:53:51 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:22:28 PM
Time Spent: 00:28:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

Q2 Q/?“ %6
o 924 X~

y Q‘ &Q~
"
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \6

s O
Briefly tell us i; stin @

Recreational drohe and model gircraft flying

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

They are draconian and unnecessary no changes are needed

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respondent Sklpp ;estlon O

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q9 No !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @

Q11 No\/
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation
of the measures? Q~ &

' PR

Should drones have their own st% ule PQ‘

Q13

Should we review the four tre mihi ight
distance from aerodr

Q14 Qg @ No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we ch ement to gain consent to fly
above property? %

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

22 /233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 I don't know

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 Respondent skmped@'tmn OQ

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5 @; %%
Q21 \/ ?\
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQ% &Q‘

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22 nt skipped this question
What impact would a basic pilot qualificati
onyou?

Q23

Other (please specify):
N
What format should this test t@ \% one
s No

Should there um a SIC pilot
qualification

& Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training

organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q27 No,

Please comment:

Registration is not needed for Firearms so why is it
needed for Drones?

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

None
Q29 Respondent skipped this questio{
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. % &

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? Q O
Q30 No %@

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for

registering a drone? @

Q31 @mm E
0 egistr«is eded

Should certain drones not need to be registered (selec

all that apply) 4 Q
% 4O

Q32 \A Q~ No
Should we introduce remote ID?& &

Q33 Y \% Respondent skipped this question
What impact would r ID lik e on you?

ages \eg/

Q34 No
Should we considerintroducing geo-awareness?
Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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Enabling Drone Integration

#6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:22:31 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:34:17 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:45

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
as OE
Briefly tell us i:Q!iest in @

I'm a hobbyist think th Id diversify our delivery market in the future

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

In theory this sounds good. In practicality it wont work. Enforcement would be a cumbersome burden on an already stretched
system. | would recommend that drone users could register their use of a dron in an area much the same way doc allows hunters.
Its efficient while keeping people accountable about what they can and cannot do.

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No @ &
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q Q~

O

address the problems and opportunities identified? @
o ??’ 362
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @

Reinforcement while allowing creative uses. V

2l

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? V OQ
Page 4 A@ 4

Q12 &\ & I don't know
Should drones have their owr@ialone @art?

Q13 E \i 1 don't know
Should we revi ur-Kil inimum flight
distance fror om%

Q14 % Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
nﬁ&a

Should we chal requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q16 50 meters

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 I don't know !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would &

make them easier for you to understand? @ E
Q19 Respondent skipp%Qstion O
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules % Q
changes? 6

Q20 Re o&kippe?’g uestion
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

o @15

Should we introduce the proposed basic

for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~

Q22

What impact would a basi?‘qualifi N%y have on you?
Its impractical and w:uf icult

e. It would mean jumping through another hoop just to fly my drone in a controlled
area.

Q23 2 @ Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 I don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

. DN
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
It would be cumbersome and would mean more hoops with little effect on your desired C@Q O

Q29 %

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platf and requi S (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Going too far and doesnt stop self built drones. Wouldn't achieve @
Q30 ! 2No Q
Should there be a minimum weight threshold % O

registering a drone?

Q31 \A Q‘ Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain drones not nee &egister&le t Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

Model Flying New Zealand sites)

all that apply) %
O E é\ Yes, others (please specify below),
\ Please comment:
Q @ Flown above public land
Page 7 &

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the k
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %

Q37 Respondent skippe%gstion O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @E

30/233



Enabling Drone Integration

#l

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:26:53 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:42:32 PM
Time Spent: 00:15:39

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:dez ?\ %
- A
&K
X
& (O

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on bebalf 8f? \%

o O
Briefly tell USQQ!ESI in @

Personal usag

RN

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Over the top & not needed. Let the control come under the rc clubs

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 @O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
Yes the caa amt the correct identity to do this, use the clubs and incoune@woﬁ@ e & family's

Q11 \/ Q Q '
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementatioQ~ &

of the measures?

Page 4 Q}l O
Q12 A 4 Yes,
. Pl t:
Should drones have their own st e% Rule ease commen . .
But the rules are wrong, 4kms from a airport is nuts
% maybe 1km
Q13 Q; % Yes
Should we revie -kilome inimum flight
distance froQ romes?
Q14 & Yes - remove the consent provision completely
e

Should we chan@ quirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes - remove the requirement completely

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 Respondent skipped this question

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 I don't know

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would N
make them easier for you to understand? E

& e

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

The worst I've ever seen %?\ P%

Q20 S| nt ski is question
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &
Page 5 \/K

Q21 % !
Should we introduce the proposed b@t qua@

for Part 101 drone pilots? &

Qz2 v \%
What impact would a@ ilot quxe\ ikely have on you?

Nothing but migh it easier for

Yes, with changes

public

Q23 2 @ Electronic/online theory test
What format shc&@t take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

33/233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

The general rc clubs

Page 6

Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? !
Q28 Respondent skipped this que@ 2&

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? O O

Q29 Respondent sk squ Q
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity @ %

authentication)? V
Q30 %ut ith a a erent weight as the threshold ,
ease comment:

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 1K
registering a drone? 9

Q31 %V ! Yes, others (please specify below),

Should certain drones not need to b ﬁred (sefect Please comment:

all that apply) &\ & Every drone shouldn't need to reg, only commercial
C) % drones

Page 7 O
Q32 Q~ @ No
Should we ir@uce rer@?

Q33 & Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?
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Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37 Respondent skipped this questic{

If you do not want your name or identifying information to %
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will

be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @ O
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#8

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 8:44:16 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:50:24 PM
Time Spent: 01:06:08

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:de 2 ?\ %
-~ (<>f</ QY‘%
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
o OF &
Briefly tell us stin @

Hobby and comercial us

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

All model aviation is degraded as drones and those who operate them labelled as non compliant!
All cows are animals but not all animals are cows.

The trouble is over the counter drones like DJI and other camera drones where operators have no background, track those
commercial built drones but not hobby drones. The hobby drones is the sector where people effectively have created and
progressed what now becomes capitalised industry and without the goodwill of this community this would never have been
developed and quad(multi)-copters can now fly stable and controlled. Taking this away will stop development.

CAA NZ is not going to pay for development of onboard adsb or geolocation! So who is going to do this? And can this be done on
a under 250g drone (why this weight limit? Has CAA never been to a model flying field and have a chat with the people there?

Holding a licence? What for? And who is going to teach this at what cost? Who wants to sit throug@ar a hob&
The only objective is to capitalise a hobby market where the cost will be higher than the @1 nos gncreased.
Oi by the

All of this is only done to sell airspace to non existing commercial operators! Are th% be same rules?

e %{@Y %o“)

Do you think the proposed series of measures would hobby will stop progress and

help achieve the desired objectives? { Wi emo
eopl ue to fly as the proposed rules
cant be e in-house or under the canopy flying will
happens A adio approach would serve better where
4 the Qmem works with a community and not against.

Q9 % N
Please comment:

Do you think the proposed series of es wo L —
address the problems and oppo r& identified- Who is going to develop the necessary applications and

who is paying for this? Current drones won't be able to be
retrofitted, like old cars, you can't ban them from the
\% roads, are you banning the out of the sky?

Q10 Ov \%

Are there an problems portunities you can think of?

fined for trying out a s ciple? Will the toy be confiscated?

Who is going to epforce tigh enthusiastic kid in a park with a toy aeroplane that can glide? Is he/shef/it/they going to be
ie n
Who will want to to 2 industry in the future if you have to deal with negativity before even getting in to a hobby?
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Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation
of the measures?

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

4
A2
St

Q14

Should we change the requirement t onse

above property? & &
O
Should we ¢ he require 0 gain consent to fly
above peop @

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

No,

Please comment:

People with no clue on the subject, refusal to listen and
having a dialogue with the hobby groups and only money
as their main objective are in this panel. Get the people in
this committee to actually engage with the hobby group
and learn to fly model aircraft, helicopters and quad
copters from a hobby perspective, learn the time and
effort behind it and the self control already in place in

clubs and park flyers.

No , % &
Please comment:

Model aviation sho a of avi it is in part
101 & 102 and frg€be 50m Eight for VFR
manned aviation): g mo@ ictions on this is not

making anyt e.

at are an issue where people at point of
not informed.

oY @j
%avi&\h never breached this. It is over the
c rones

ountepd
buyi/Q

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

If you integrate 'safe distance’, then all commercial drones
need to follow the same rule and can't deliver goods or
services so you can't sell a spaces when it becomes
inaccessible!

No - keep the existing requirement,

Please comment:

In model aviation the rule has always been not to fly over
people, or if there will be flights over people it has to be
indicated or notified of that happening. Sports events can
benefit from a different perspective and this should follow
a safe procedure but shouldn't be common occurrence.

Other (please specify):
At what speed is the drone operating?
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Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Bump the proposed 250g to 500g so model aviation remains sustainable from a home build perspective

Q18 No ,

Please comment:

The rules are pretty clear at the moment and leave room
for people to develop new applications and use.

Q19 Respondent skipped this quesuo{

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules %
changes?

Q20 Respondent ski %
Are there any other changes we should consider? %

<</
’ N/
Q21 2@ Q‘

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qu ﬁi

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

&

nve a car in NZ without holding a license, why
ou be a holder of a pilots license when you fly

V aircraft? The self governance within clubs and
o s is working. Again you destroy the wrong target
A roups
Q22 & ;f:& E

have on you?

What impact would a basi lific :
I would fly without as | | § d I would not comply with that rule

Q @ Other (please specify):
. . . . -
What format sheul d@ What a leading question, this means it has been decided!

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):
Kids as young as 6 should be encouraged to play and

learn under supervision

Q25 No,

. . L Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training Again a leading question that you have already made a
organisations? decision. Why is no-one actually talking to flying clubs

and local groups? It must be all about making money and
not safety or creating a space for hobby
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Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

Leading question that the decision already has been made over the backs of a hobby group

Page 6

Q27 No,
. . . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? you make people a target and violate their privacy rights
) under current legislation (Privacy act). Model aircraft over
fo

15kg have already a system in ificdtion and
over 25kg are registered with C d olde

aircraft couldn't be retrofit
Exemptions for dron% efore

v S%

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

I wouldn't register model aircraft (or they all get the same number) ?\

Q29 Q-

What do you think of the proposed system design digital pI ) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)?

Who is going to develop this? And who is goingfo so his An WI|| pay for this?

If I send an ID with 10mW the rang is less the hIS i in line of sight and this means it can't be monitored from

wellington. Q~

Q30 & Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:

Should there be a minimu ht thre N or Threshold should be 15k t leqislati |

registering a drone’> reshold should be 15kg as per current legislation unless

;\ it is a commercial drone used for profit.
Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain dron S to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

Model aircraft flown on private land or flown on private
land with consent from owner.Or on council approved land
like public parks as it is at the moment.

Page 7
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Q32 No,
Please comment:
Who is going to pay for development and in what drones
does it need to be installed? Sub 250g with added adsb,
geolocation and remote ID? You haven' sorted out GA yet
and you think this can be done in light model aircraft?

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

It wouldn't be installed as it violates privacy !

Q34 @ O
. . . Please commen
- ?
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness* Q already done by

For hobby p

clubs and hol ups T ob m is DJI drones that
can be |d|0 hoose to ignore the rules
Y, would The current map works
Q35
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on'?&

It wouldn't change my flying as it wouldn't be r fVI
It is not done for cars or GA, why target a
Page 9 &

Q36 Y
Do you have any othe o ack 0 ing else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

It is easier in car th obby model aircraft, many deaths per year but still no driver training in NZ.
It is easier to n hen tofly hobby model aircraft, mosque attack..

Itis easierto b knlfe i to fly a model aircraft..

It is easier to buy alcokol hen to fly a model aircraft.

Page 8

It looks like some@looking for money and hasn't done any homework but is pushing through legislation without having a clue.
How about starting a dialogue first with the hobby groups and get an understanding of what is actually happening. Based on that
you can act on recommendations and work together with the different parties.

And make sure that a commercial future operator has to fulfil the same requirement as you propose for hobbyists! See if they still
have an interest, not flying over people without consent and not flying over private property!
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Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#9

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 7:58:20 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:51:45 PM
Time Spent: 01:53:24

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

Page 2 %
S
| N oX
Mitchell Qg &Q~
::1ail address é

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
o OF &
Briefly tell us stin @

Recreational FRY flight.

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

A surprising amount of the proposed changes have nothing to do with improving safety. Most of the proposal seems to be written

on the assumption that all drones out there are DJI or equivalent.

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

of the measures?

Page 4
AN
v@alone

r
O N\

Should drones have their ow %’ :
Q13

Should we rev the
distance from aerodio

Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

No,

Please comment::

There seems to be more of a focus on enforcement
("accountability”) rather than safety. Additional restrictions
seem to be in direct contradiction to oﬂective #2

QQDQQ/5
OQ
s

Yes, with changes

2l

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation E

S

Yes,

Please comment:

Clarity is always a good thing. The existing rules can be
confusing, and something aren't entirely clear leading to
the feeling that you need to make a judgement call.

Yes,

Please comment:

Manned flight safety obviously needs to be highest
priority. Given the max altitude restrictions on drones
currently, and the min altitude requirements of general
aviation, there shouldn't be any airspace cross-over
anyway (outside of immediate landing/take-off). It doesn't
make much sense having a blanket 4km restriction.

Yes — use 'safe distances' as an alternative
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Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Other (please specify):

) ) 20 metres
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Removing VLOS observer requirements for FPV drones. The existing requirements haven't ace

advances in FPV technology. | don't think there's any appreciable safety benefit in havin EIE @ maintgai

provides visual from the drone, and a pilot can still hear what's happening around them.
In a situation where a bunch of FPV pilots are out flying together, all this restriction
observe.

I'd consider this a major rule change, rather than the minor rule change di@ rrentl@
Q18 W E

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that wouId
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed mi or ha

Removing the 15-25kg category see

Thoughts regarding FPV system

observer when operating an FPV@ \
ges

Id consider?

or changes above. | strongly believe that there is no need for a VLOS

Respondent skipped this question

Are there any

Page 5

Q21 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

| suspect the majority of people breaching the existing
requirements - especially with regards to flying in
restricted airspace - aren't aware of the requirements in
the first place. Having a basic qualification would be a
step toward making sure that all drone operators are
aware of the requirements. The real challenge is going to
be in ensuring retailers are telling people about the
requirements when selling them drones.

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?
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Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

I would get a piece of qualification. Maybe | could put it up on the wall.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 4
qualification? % &
Q25 No, Q 2
Please comment: % Q
h

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Given that the tr

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training rtak oSe organisations
organisations? would already cover eyerythi eeds to be known,

and "...th ve so" %\mrding. why not just

have t o the test?%tter way to prove they can
the than b?g the test? Everything then

DN to e@ Have you passed the test?"

2 es . &
Q26 4 Res ent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations yo Id Ji
to see? A !
Page 6 &\

% Yes, with changes,

Oa

0z SO
. . Please comment:
g;;)t:lgly)ve ntroduce roposed d@ tration #164 is ridiculous, and the wording of #165 implies that's
. \ something that would be intended for the future.

-

What impact woul& gistration likely have on you?

My existing and futureNjome-built drones would be expected to be registered.
I'd be far more likely to spend money on sub-250g builds in future, solely to save on paperwork. This has become a major
development target for a large number of FPV pilots overseas.
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Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

How would integration with RealMe work for tourists etc?
Having APIs for 3rd party integration is a great idea.
Fees are a big tum-off. Especially annual and per-drone.

Again, this seems to be catered towards DJI-type drones rather than FPV. A large proportion of FPV drones are home built. All will
suffer crashes. Most will require replacement parts.
What constitutes a drone that has been registered? Is my Drone of Theseus the same as what | initially registered? What's the

point of asking for photo's of the drone?
If 1 pull the guts out and stick it in a new frame it's not going to look the same at all. Hell, changing p urs is g to
completely change it in the eyes of a layperson. &
Q30 Yes, but with a diff

- . Pl t
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for , easlz conf1me:n Nh
registering a drone? would preter ° J er rams.

Q31 Yes, dn% % doors,
i

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select % es fl nispecific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) aland sites)
! Yes,%rs (please specify below),
V mment:
bU|It drones

NS
IO

Q32 C) % No
Should we introduce E \
Q33 Q @

What impact Would remdte ker have on you?

Frustration and a lot %76] expense. Plus added weight on drones.
On an FPV freest&n you'd be hard-pressed to maintain a stable bluetooth or wi-fi connection for a cell phone to receive. Let

alone the risks of interférence with other systems etc.

I can see value in Remote ID for big heavy drones (say >1kg) that pose a noteworthy risk to other air traffic. If DJI want to put
Remote ID into their drones, fine.

But for home-built FPV drones this is an inconvenience at best.

#214 is suffering from the "All drones are DJI" mindset that pervades the document. Drones in the FPV community almost
certainly don't have Remote ID functionality, and don't have any intention of adding it.

Page 8
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Q34 No,

Please comment:

The AirShare map already provides information on
restricted flight areas. Pilots are responsible for knowing
what they're doing. | can see value in having restrictions
around airfields etc, but if qualification becomes a
requirement it should put an end to all the idiots flying

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

around airfields anyway.

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? !

A bunch of expense to retro-fit existing drones and build into new drones. &
This section is particularly bad at falling into the "all drones are DJI" mindset.

The majority of FPV drones, especially racing ones, do not have GPS - nor do they have a @ tion of %g So #231
simply doesn't account for the FPV community. @

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the E Mne

Page 9

Q36

n discussion document?

The bulk of the document ignores the existence of the FPV c@”’w. and instéad focuses on commercially available drones (ie,
DJI). This is understandable given the proportion of drones\ that fall into géch category. | also suspect that the majority of the
drone-related complaints received have not been abo PV co

I think more care needs to be taken to consult y, and give consideration to our use case. Particularly
the later goals of Remote ID & Geo awarenes (o] be W|thout any knowledge of the existence of the FPV community,

or based on assumptions that don't tx\ e hob

Q37 % Respondent skipped this question
If you do not want your nal ldentl \ ormation to

be included, please easo elow. This will

be taken into acc wer o any Official

Information Act that ur submission.

/\Y\(o
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#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:28:18 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 10:55:46 PM
Time Spent: 01:27:27

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:ge 2 ?\ %
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? %

EOS

Briefly tell us stin

Hobbyist. Gen photogr@n
Q6 zQz\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I can see the need for "rules updates & Geo-awareness” but Basic pilot qualifications, Drone registration & Remote identification
seem ridiculous if the Ministry do want the people to believe their objectives. Geo-awareness & updates on “local laws" are always
a necessity.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

Firearms users require less regulatory measures yet
drones are a problem. | do not think s

Q9 No, % Q&
neMinistries

. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would The onlv identified SOM
address the problems and opportunities identified? ety &

2015/current Iaws% impossi oregement.
Q10 v %
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @ ?\

Manned Aviation. &Q‘

omment:
afe & respectful (can't afford to crash or loose the
thifig) "hobby" drone user, | do not agree or feel the need
A to "register’ each drone is unnecessary as well as
\ intrusive. The idea that a licensed firearms user is
considered "less" dangerous than a "drone user” is
appalling. I can only assume if more "drone hobbyists"

\% knew the current and planned laws they too would feel the

same way.

@ Yes,
Please comment:

Should drones K ir own standalone Rule Part?

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

of the measures?

Q11 ! No
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plwtat n P

e (R

Q12

If they meet a required size & weight that is likely to
cause serious damage.

Q13 Respondent skipped this question

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Respondent skipped this question
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Respondent skipped this question

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Respondent skipped this question

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the 4
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipp Qstion

Are there any other major Rules changes we should

X

RS

Q18 Re%%kippv uestion
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Q~ &

Q19 4 R Qent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor R N 6

changes? !

Q20 & &Q Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes @ou d co%w?

O
Q21 Q~O @ No,

i : . . . Pl t:
Should we intreduce t @ed basic pilot qualification ease commen
for Part 101 drone pjlot

& matter how easy.

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Q22

I would be breaking the law like some drink and drive.

Q23 Respondent skipped this question

What format should this test take?
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Q24 Respondent skipped this question

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Respondent skipped this question

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

& QOQ’

Q27 %
. . . Please
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Ereos z nae o ot 1 eir stuff and to think
e wil

Q26 Respondent skipped this question !
Is there any other special authorisations you would like @ &

system? \
@ mply in place.

Q28 Q~ & 3

What impact would drone registration likely have Q

I would be breaking the law like some speed in %V

Q29

\n Q~ Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the prop osé%te e&
e

digital platform) and requiremgénts |de
authentication)?
Q30 Respondent skipped this question

Should there um w reshold for
registering

Q31 &
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Respondent skipped this question

%

Page 7

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
If the drone meets a required size & weight that is likely to
cause serious damage.

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

| would never own such a drone. None.

Page 8

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

I am weary of the terms “"sensitive sites and
infrastructures”, but the ability to sg&emmenﬂmilitary
related major airports/motorway ‘ en loeal govigbylaws
is always necessary for inform.

& X
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? % Q

I do not fly in this manner. None. %?\

ages Q@/&QR“

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything elsei%e Enabli one Integration discussion document?

As a safe & respectful (can't afford to crash or | sving) "ho ne user, | feel the need to "register” each drone is
unnecessary as well as intrusive. The idea th cepised f@uuser is considered "less" dangerous than a "drone user” is
appalling. | can only assume if more "droneshoBbyists" kQ the“gurrent and planned laws they too would feel the same way.
Q37 %ﬂ Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your na enti xl ation to

be included, please n reason ow. This will

be taken into accoun er KJ to any Official

Information Act at co r submission.
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#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 10:32:49 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 31, 2021 10:59:43 PM
Time Spent: 00:26:54

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:de 2 ?\ 6
&K
4 X
&1

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on bebalf 9f? \%

o O
Briefly tell usQQmest in @

Flying as a hol

N

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Drones do not need to become a feature of the transport industry, they will be a hazard and an eyesore

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

of the measures?

XY
v
S A

\p Rul&

Should we review th'kiomet %tm flight
distance from a Q~ \

\g(/

requirement to gain consent to fly

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own st

Q14

Should we change
above property?

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementaticQ~:

No,
Please comment::
The roads are there fore autonomous deliveries and

transport
ght Q; tries

No,

Please comment:

In a country like NZ | would hav
proposed would be unes

0 e
vl

X

No

Yes,

Please comment:

For commercial drones make it 10kms, if there is going to
be as many as the Govt think it will cause all sorts of
problems.

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative

No - keep the existing requirement
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Q16 Respondent skipped this question

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Make sure the people flying non commercial craft are not pushed out of the way just so the airspace can be charged for by
introducing licence fees for something that is for everyone to use

Q18 No % &
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand? @ O

changes?

Q19 Respondent ski isq i
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules ?\ P%

Are there any other changes we should consider?

> O
Q21 A 4 No

Should we introduce the propose Apilot Iith glelasfe Commen.t;l

for Part 101 drone pilots? C) nly for comercial use
Q22 ?‘ . E\’

What impact wou pilot \ ion likely have
on you?

Q2 2 @ Respondent skipped this question

3
What format sh(& test take?

Q24 No

Q20 E%«Y& is question

Respondent skipped this question

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No,
Please comment:

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Just a money making scheme.

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28 Respondent skipped this que% > &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

Q29 Respondent ski %uesr O

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? @ %
\/

Q30 ,\(with (differant weight as the threshold ,

.. . P e comtnent:
Shquld Fhere be a minimum weight threshold for is tomkg at least is needed
registering a drone? 3 Q
@ones flown solely indoors,
es,

Qa1 N
(SeleAY drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

Should certain drones not need to be regist

all that apply) \ Q~ Model Flying New Zealand sites)
< &’ & Yes, others (please specify below),
\% Please comment:
O \é Flown on private property
et & 2 <& ;
Q32 No,
Please comment:

H 2
Should we intro remote 1D~ Not needed

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the k
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %

Q37 Respondent skippe@Qstion O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @?\
»
4K
v, O
SO
NS
O O
X
S
& <<§
P
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#12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 9:39:11 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 12:18:21 AM
Time Spent: 02:39:10

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:de 2 ?\ %
S <<>(’</ QY%
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? %

as O &
Briefly tell us stin @
Hobbyist and Stéident Pilot@

Qs 'Qz\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Unnecessary. The current part 101 rules are sufficient from a safety perspective for Drone and convention aircraft operators. The
biggest problem is that the majority of drone operators are unaware of the part 101 rules or are unaware that New Zealand has any
drone rules to begin with. Educating these people would significantly reduce or eliminate the risk to conventional pilots.

Q8 No,
Please comment::
No. the best way to solve this problem would be to

educate the general public about the efisting part 101
rules. This would encourage people‘mkz drones,safely
and securely. There are also e ws in p@ hold
them accountable if they use the esponsibly. These
rule changes would defit allow p

most out of drones e\them in e and
innovative ways chan ule prohibit them

from doing this. € minist sport wants to lay
the foundati es t a familiar feature of
the tr 0 consider doing this
outside part 101 as is. If part 101

d th New Zealand should feel
e dr
C unit%
tho

used irresponsibly in their
operate wi ollowing the rules while others might
4 inte@ly choose to not follow the rules.

e drone operators will continue to

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?
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Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

No ‘
Q11 O
Do you agree/ Wi %e propose er of implementation
of the meas ? %

A

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Page 4

Q12

No,

Please comment:
The proposed series of measures would not address the
problems and opportunities identified because the rules do
not need to be updated. This is because the current rules
are sufficient enough. Basic pilot qualification is also not
needed because the main problem with compliance with
part 101 currently is lack of education. Education would
negate the need for a qualification because the current
rules are sufficient enough. Drone registration will have no
effect as anyone with intend to misuse a drone would fly
with no registration, a false one or a stflen one. These
methods are seen with other vehic cars in New
Zealand and are difficult to enf ese metfods are
only more difficult to enforce due
aircraft. Remote identificel ill also ha
drones with flown wi

inten @ e flown with
no registration, a

nefor a s oneshegating the
n. Remote
vacy concern as
uld be easily available.

g aircrafty This is because drones are not allowed
AGL and aircraft bellow 500ft AGL. The only
raft are bellow 500ft AGL drones are already

this wol enc e use of flying a drone with
Wlon. s or a stolen one. Geo-
% Ss is essary as drones under the
Q&( nt p 1 riles cannot legally have a collision with

Are there any other problems Gﬁgonunitie@ c:n think of?

No,

Please comment:

No because all of the measures are irrelevant as
mentioned previously.

No ,

Please comment:

Part 101 and the current rules associated with part 101 is
sufficient enough for this. If Drones wanted to fly outside
of the limits of part 101 then this should fall within part
102 or fall within something closer to part 61.
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Q13 No ,

Please comment:

This is unnecessary as aircraft should never should be
bellow 500ft AGL outside of an aerodrome or between Oft
to 400ft AGL where drones operate. The only times where
aircraft are in this area of altitude drones are all ready
prohibited from flying. (Low fly zones, etc.)

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 Yes — remove the consent provision completely,

. . Please comment:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property? Drone operators should not need to geticonsent from the
’ land owner where they are flying. Ifdkby the land
Id

owner to stop the drone operat e ccQ]
curtesy and avoid flying over the rty. Ifprivaciis the
main concern there are q in New%&s legal
system to handle thi %a ne is @ to be
taken off or land %ope a matter of
trespassing. % EVQ
%ﬁe requ% completely,

comfment:

er

Yes -
. . Please
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly M . .
above people? epo t completely as there is only risk
) low aftittdes <5m and close proximity to people
Q‘m. This'fl would be classed as endangerment and

theredre, other laws in New Zealand's legal system to
t@ is.

Q16 A@ 4 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an al Nvd o the

consent provision, what distance&o yo nsider

appropriate? C 6

Are there any ot ules \ we should consider?

Have only 3 0 10§ a maximum flight altitude, sheltered operation and being prohibited to fly in an aerodrome

Q15

unless in sheltefed operati vising some of the aerodromes or having special case scenarios for aerodromes such helicopter
pads. In these cases if s ly be prohibited to fly on approach or departure paths but not in areas of the aerodrome where
aircraft do not fly belfo .

Q18 No ,

Please comment:

No minor changes but there would be major rule changes
to consider

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?
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Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

Good as the current rules would be very confusing to someone who is not familiar with them.

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

None that | have not previously mentioned

Page 5 @ \ &

Q21 No, Q~

. L . Pl t:

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification A ease <.:omlmen i - the i

for Part 101 drone pilots? S prev10u§ y ment unn : € 1ssue
with compliance on. If blic was batter
educated th ent ndle 101 the basic pilot
qualificati unnece everyone will fly in a
safe m@

022 & Qj

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely hsveQ you? &

I would imagine it would have no effect on how I fly my s as | %perate them in a safe manner according to the

existing part 101 rules. %V

Q2 Other (please specify):

3 \ < E
What format should this test tak& & This test is unnecessary

Q24 Yg) $\% No
Should there be a mi@l ef x ic pilot

g
qualification? Q~ :&
Q25 Q @ Yes

Do you agree witl roposed special authorisations
given to Part 14 d 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6
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Q27 No,
Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration o .
prop 9 The drone registration system would have little to no

system? o .
effect on safety. If it did have an effect it would most
likely be negative as drones could be flown without a
registration, with a stolen one or with a false one.
Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

This would have a huge negative effect on me as | would not want my personal information being easily atcessible. This would
cause me to give up on flying drones or | would only fly drones that weighed less than 250g so | woul ave to register them.

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and re@;ts (e

authentication)? %
Enabling identity authentication to protect against identify fraud through
integration with RealMe or any other system will not stop the number bein ically tak to another drone.

Q30 %}&im Zt weight as the threshold ,
.. . € Co en

Shc_)uld _there be a minimum weight threshold for o minim&igm should be 25kg.

registering a drone?

Q31 V @hers (please specify below),
Selera* Please comment:

Should certain drones not need to be %

all that apply) All drones that weigh less than 25kg should not be
&\ & registered

Page 7 ?\ s\

Q32 O ;\ No,
Please comment:

mote ID%

Should we i @ re o Lo . .
No because it is a major privacy issue and will not solve
% the problems it is set out to solve as mentioned before.
Q33 &

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Will be a privacy issue for myself. Also may not be physically possible to have the electronics required for remote ID on board due
to space and or weight lifting concemns.

Page 8
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Q34 No,

Please comment:

No because it is already introduced to some extent on
certain drones that make up the majority of drones used.
It would also be difficult to fit this to certain craft due to
size or space limitations. These types of craft also make
a a very small percentage of drones.

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

little to none as I'm all ready aware of my location when | fly and already avoid flying in the concermed CIf required to
install something on my drone there would be some where it would not be possible due to space a@ht iﬁin&bility

Q&
o

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling tegrgti@ussion document?

The proposed changes are unnecessary because the existing rule, Mver% sues stated. If they do not that is
be cat

limitations.

Page 9

because the issue is a nonissue. If the general public of New ed on the existing part 101 rules many of
the issues mentioned would be resolved.

Q37

ent skipped this question

be taken into account when we res
Information Act requests that co
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#13

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 31, 2021 10:51:45 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 12:38:01 AM
Time Spent: 01:46:16

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:ge 2 ?\ %
A
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? %

Q5 v %\
L,SQQ,%@

i am a hobiest

N

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

hobiest should have air space below 300 feet commercial drone should be in the 300 to 400 feet air space and maned aircraft
should stay above 500 feet

Q8 No,

Please comment::

the rules you propose will only benefit the commercial
industry

Qo No, ¥ &
Please comment:

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? Fhs mtles you propose V"@e"em the%'aj
T o

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @E
no @V ?\

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implemenidtion mment:
‘ ; prop . the= you propose will only benefit the commercial

of the measures? V @
N
Yes,

Page 4 &\A Q~
Q12 ( : ’ &
Pl t:
Should drones have their ndalone art? case comn.len .
: F a rule for hobiest and a rule for commercial uas

Q13 No

Should we r@ the fouf-kilometre minimum flight

distance from aerodro

Q14 & Yes - remove the consent provision completely,

Please comment:
if a plane flying over your property is not a concern a
drone should not be either

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes - remove the requirement completely

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 Respondent skipped this question

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 Yes

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would N
make them easier for you to understand? E

& e

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

only good for commercial uas %?\ P%

Q20 S| nt ski is question
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &
"o
Q21 % ! No,

. it m . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed bx t qua@ they have one in Canada and it is totally useless

for Part 101 drone pilots? & &

Q22 ? \
What impact would a@ ilot qu@ ikely have on you?
remove my right !@ obie

Q23 @ Other (please specify):

there should not be any test for hobiest
What format sh(& test take?
Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

more security and rules for commercial uas operations

Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,

. . . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? only for commercial uas operations

S L
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? O

waist my time and your resources %@ QO
v o9

ire

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platfo dre nts (e.g. identity
authentication)?

only for commercial use Q& & E

Q30 4 Yes, b
Should there be a minimum weight thresh fw : ) e over 1:ki| .

registering a drone? A ! anved og

Q31 &\ Q~

Should certain drones not ne@e registered,(select any drone below 1 kilogram used by hobiest
all that apply) ‘ \

Page 7 Qp &\ E

Please comment:

Q32

@ Yes,
. Please comment:
Should we mtrodu&% D?

on all commercial operations

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

more expensive

Page 8

69 /233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q34 I don't know

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration disc &cum&
% of the

all rules for hobiest flying a uas ( plane or quad copters ) should be relax and an information ¢ i infor, m
regulations 6‘ O
Q37 Respondent sk@t@-sq Q

If you do not want your name or identifying information to ?\ E; >

be included, please note the reasons why below. This will @

be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @V 2
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#14

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 1:34:47 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 1:51:56 AM
Time Spent: 00:17:09

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

. v O
- Q}’Q/QY%
Q3 4% &

mail address \A%V 4

Q4 & & E Non-government organisation/advocacy group
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
o OF &
Briefly tell us Qmest in @

Hobbyist &

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

They are way to hard on the hobby. | personally see one simple alternative: keep or lower the measures you already have. The
danger does not come from hobbyists the danger comes from one time buyers who buy a dji drone for Christmas. And these
drones already come with nofly zones. No need to regulate anything there. The serious hobbyists all use common sense as an
accident would cost them money and time and would take the joy away for them. | also want to point out that there are NO
DEADLY ACCIDENTS RELATED TO THE DRONE HOBBY.

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would 4

help achieve the desired objectives? % &
Q9 No Q Q -
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ O
address the problems and opportunities identified? %

Q10 Respo% ipped

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can V

think of? @ Q_
2 No &

Q11 !
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation O

of the measures? A%\/ 4
Page 4 &\ &Q‘

Q12 < ’ Yes

Should drones have their % ndal;ex art?

Q13 %O \ Yes

Should we r fourgkilometre minimum flight

distance from“aerodro

Q14 & Yes - remove the consent provision completely
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Yes - remove the requirement completely

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 I don't know !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipp

930‘3‘

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 klppvguestlon
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

Page 5

Q21 \/ 0
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alific

for Part 101 drone pilots? &\

Q22

What impact would a baS| quallﬁ \%y have on you?

I would waste time 3 on st dy know. The system is useless

Q23 Electronic/online theory test
What format should% ake?
Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

QO A
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
Making the whole process more complicated @Q O

Q29
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platf requi (e.g. identity
authentication)?

It's not going to prevent anything. In contrary it will make drones i€r there

Q30 4 ! YeS,Qvith a different weight as the threshold ,
Should there be a minimum weight threshold MV omment:

registering a drone? %
egist

Q31 \ Q‘ Yes, others (please specify below),
Should certain drones not nee & eré&le t Please comment:
all that apply) % hobby drones and aircraft under 25 kg

Q_QV@%\
e X -
&

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Q33

It will make 80% of my crafts to heavy to fly properly

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
Dump the geo awareness Technologie on drones

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Easier to find no fly zones

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que% &

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %Q O

Q37

If you do not want your name or identifying information to be included, please not ons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Information requests that cover your submission.

PO
N /\‘33
O O
X
N\
& <<§
&
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#15

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 3:26:34 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 4:02:12 AM
Time Spent: 00:35:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms % Q

:de 2 ?\ %
s (<>f</ QY‘%
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
o OF &

Briefly tell us stin @

flying drones f ecreation@ational and training purposes (rowing crews)

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Why is there a need for all the bureaucratic stuff ?
The insurance is enough - even in china you have less restrictions.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

Why do invest in such things without any benefit ? there
must be a business demand to get access to the sky and

priorities for all the commercial delivez services that

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

wanna use the sky and a free high them

Q9 No,
. . Pl t:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would alj:feifso;ntn‘;ﬁ:k i alk about
address the problems and opportunities identified?
Gatwick - wnho any friend of mine

visited and t t the ad whitnessed in
Germanyfa h copter | emergency After

igatign they fo nd out that the damage on
%od, yes , blood is not a part of

ust have hit a flying animal that

h ause age and forced them to land. And what
id he say the ilots had told before: We do not know

\ whal caused the issue - but the police made drone

V out of it. Happened in lower saxony ... big new till
Q10 \ & Respondent skipped this question
ou can

Are there any other problems d pportu

blood on the damaged prop at that point.

think of?

Q11 No,

Do you agre e 0se er of implementation Please comment:

of tr)lle me%s p p P useless crap making the hobby to a crime ... while any
biycycle rider can drive as he wants, without any licence
plate ... where are the licence plates for all those
pedestrians that sometime cause accidents and then run
away ?

Page 4

Q12 No

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?
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Q13

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Q/

Yes,

Please comment:

why not 100 km .... would be always safer but the safest
way would to avoid planes and airports cause flying is
dangeroues as you can see regarding Boeing 737 max
crashes ...

Yes - remove the consent provision completely

Yes - relax the requirement i erMay

Other (please s

regardless II t |s able to measure
that i |n prolec I have seen a drone
ﬂylng 0 ot work out cause people can

E?r% ne is flying in 120 m altitude.

Are there any other major Rules changes we shod&)nmder’? Q

injured and killed by drones ?

New Zealand has a tiny population in a huge m@w is no n@
%

Q18

Are there any minor changes 0 th Rules

make them easier for yon.v~ sta \

Q19

What do yo the prop inor Rules
changes'> Q

Q20 %

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5

Q21

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

No

78 /233

such strict drone regulations or how many have been



Enabling Drone Integration

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

nothing will change cause people behave or they do not. just a question of education and attitude.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? % ) 3
Q25 No &

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training %

organisations? ?\ %2
Q26 Re%% E
Is there any other special authorisations you would like @

to see? Q~
Page 6 \/K
Q27 % !
Should we introduce the proposed d @istrati

system? &'\ &

Q28 \%

What impact would d@ istratlh\@have on you?

treated like cﬁmir@a s ev® ian in NZ gets an ID which every one can see to complain about missing skills and
1. u S

behaviour on Q eets é e are causing deadly accidents ...

Q29 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think ofthe proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Q30 No,

Please comment:

Ask a bird if he wants to attack the next aircraft and what
might he reply? What is an aircraft ... for sure a bird does
not want to die but sometimes they die crashing airplanes.
Are you gonna kill all birds ? Would be great progress if
you eliminate all birds above 250 gr.

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?
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Q31 No
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select

all that apply)

Page 7

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 4
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? % &
en have

Who needs it - there has not been a single victim that would have benefited from such stupi @ You d %
electronial chains in the cars Q 6
Page 8 ?\ %

- &

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? % Q~

Q35 Respghdent skipped this question
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on yous O

Page 9 \A@ Q‘K
& & Respondent skipped this question
Do you have any other feﬁdb@\ anythi e in the

Enabling Drone Integratio ssion G:Q t?
Q37 : \
If you do no t your nashe or identifying information to

be included, please no reasons why below. This will
be taken into account e respond to any Official
Information Act & s that cover your submission.

Q36

Respondent skipped this question
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#16

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 6:13:33 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 6:40:04 AM
Time Spent: 00:26:30

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

Page 2
Q2 QS %b
Name ?\

Sylas E @V&Q‘

Q3 4
Email address V

Q4 'Q

Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \6
e

Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
I fly, and buil(én a&%@

o R

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

They are too restrictive. Creating additional laws will not make more people comply with them, only make others more confused. |
would not suggest any alternatives because there is no issue that this is fixing. The only deaths caused by drones have been
governmentally operated, and many ‘close calls' are fake news.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

For one, drone registration does not make the air a safer
space, it just taxes hobbyists. Basic pilot training is not

necessary if a person is flying | ays. Who
cares if someone crashes their inan e ark, or
in their own back yard. The risk i miniMmal. Remote
identification doesnt ind @ ety, it just.ptt§ the flyer in
jeopardy of being h hysOthers o t actually
know the laws. % Q

Q9 No Q ?%

Do you think the proposed series of measures would ?\

address the problems and opportunities identified? @V 2

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q10
Are there any other problems and opportunities yﬂu&n think

No, but I bet other will \/
A

Q11
Do you agree with the propos@rd of implemeégtation

of the measures? \

Page 4 O \s

Q12 2 No
Should drones have %@tandalone Rule Part?

Q13 No

No,
Please comment:
I dont agree with the proposed solution in the first place.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Airplanes are allowed to fly over property, why should this
be any different

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
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Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

%
Should we introduce the p d basi alification
for Part 101 drone pil® \

Q22 ? 3 g

What impact w

uld

Q20

Are there any other changes we should ¢

Page 5

Q21

It would cost me
been flying for years.

Q23

What format should this test take?

&

No - keep the existing requirement

30 metres

Respondent skipped this question

uestion

Re%%kipp
RffEQent skipped this question

Yes,

Please comment:

Yes, if this would be implemented, It should be
implemented for all drone users.

ifot qualification likely have on you?

& hink existing drone users should be grandfathered in. There is no point for qualification if | already have

Other (please specify):

Online, free test. Being free would make it more
accessible to those whom are just getting into flying
drones

83/233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Yes, other age (please specify):
No age restriction. That would be very silly

I don't know

Respondent skipped this question !

KL

All this would do is tax drone users. It doent induce,saf

Q29 A@

What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu.
ety

authentication)?

What do you think of the propose )Nn desi @5
digital platform) and requirem(@ 'g. identi

Q30

Should there be ';m i \shold for
registering a @

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Q31

Page 7

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:

Dont just pick a random weight. Do some testing. For god
sakes, a football is heavier and doesnt have to be
registered!

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

Drones flown indoors, and on property allowed by the
property owner should not have to be registered
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Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

It makes the flyer feel less safe. | dont want my location broadcasted like that

Page 8

Q34 No,

Please comment:

| am already aware of
whole lot more than

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

to fly at. This would be too restrictive.

Page 9 4

Q36 \/ O

Do you have any other feedback on a abling Drone Integration discussion document?
" /ﬂ\ &

Q37 C) C >

If you do not want yo orid @nformamn to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into acc¥ wer o any Official Information Act requests that cover your submission.

~Z\

Dji tried to implement this on their DJI fpv drone. | have heard stor@ people were to ﬂy even in areas that are legal
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#17

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 6:12:01 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:58:34 AM
Time Spent: 01:46:33

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Page 2 6

- & D
N AN

. &

Email address
& 2 Iwi,

o &
If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? % _
\ who you represent.:
Ov - b: nephew
Q5 2Q~ @
S

L
X
)

Briefly tell u ur interest iprdrones
None but my nephe& them
Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

A waste of time and money. Give up this idea, it is ludicrous.

Qs No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would .
Too many just won't bother to follow your new rules.

help achieve the desired objectives?

address the problems and opportunities identified? Not likely to make any differen

Q9 No,

Pl t:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would ease commen 2 \ &
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q

Too much bureaucracy. Why can't you just leave things alone?

Q11

of the measures?

Page 4

Q12

Should d h thei Qd | art? Please comment:
ou dones e e v* 2 O? ) What good does this please comment do anyone?
Q13 %O @ No ,
i ind ; Pl t:
Should we r fo@n e minimum flight ease commen

No ,

. My nephew flies his done at the aerodrome. You want to
distance from ‘agrodro ; ) )
ban him from his recreation?

Q14 & No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 Other (please specify):

. . , . about 300 meters would work | think
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

You could take off your blinders and take a look around.

Q18 No , 4
Are th inor ch to the Rules that would Please comment: 2&
re there any minor c angeS 0O the Rules at wou Take off those blinders

make them easier for you to understand?

QO
Q1o COQ/ QO

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

Not good. Don't do it. @E
Q20 @V Q‘E
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q‘ &

Lets make the bureaucracy take a vacation for about :Q

Page 5 A@

i : . . . Pl t:
Should we introduce the prop@sedibasic p%ﬁll cation ease commen

for Part 101 drone pilots? This is getting tiresome. You are not going to pay

?N E\ attention to anything | have to say.
Q22 \

What impac@ld: ba@t alification likely have on you?
None | don't fly &

Q23 Other (please specify):

. Don't have the test obviousl
What format should this test take? y

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

TLets require special authorisations for the bureaucracy

Page 6 @ &
Q27 No Q~
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration @O

system? %
Q28 ?\
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

N A
&KL

Q29

sQent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed system dew. . O

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. ide
authentication)? A

Q30 /&\ &Q No
Should there be a minimum v@thresh

registering a drone? ?\ \

Q31 O \E Yes, others (please specify below),
Should cen@ S not nee registered (select Please comment:

all that appl All drones should NOT be regulated or controlled in any

& way simply because if someone wants to break your

rules. They will break your rules.

Page 7

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None

Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

S A
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? Q~
None @Q O

Page 9

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the E 'Mne Q@ n discussion document?

No other feedback these rules are ridiculous. Q~ &
Q37 v

Nﬁion tolbe in;uded, please note the reasons why below. This will
ffici rmation Act requests that cover your submission.

If you do not want your name or identifyi
be taken into account when we respond tg al
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#18

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 8:19:08 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 8:43:53 AM
Time Spent: 00:24:44

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

. v
L A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

. QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
os )
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
Recreational flé priort%@ncil changing rules to make it impossible to fly in parks.

o R

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Absolute over-the-top lunacy. For all but a few top-end models, these are TOYS, not guns or military hardware.

People worry about cameras on drones but not zoom lenses on DSLR cameras. The FUD over drones comes from the media
creating clickbait, and regulatory bodies believing the hype. Misinformation and false beliefs worse than the time of witches.

Again, these are primarily TOYS so why are they being regulated harder than guns???

help achieve the desired objectives? onse.

Q8 No,
. . Please comment:: 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would h@ &
Strawman arguments not wort
Q9 No, C O
Please commen% Q

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified?

&
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can thi@y

> 5Kg multirotors and those used for professional services r amew&op ration - a person should need a licence to
show proficiency to operate this equipment. That is all. Rémember, gun n't registered in New Zealand, people are.

Qu1 Q/ D
Do you agree with the proposed orde%p e ﬂﬂ\
of the measures? &\

Page 4 \%
Q12 O E % No

\ Please comment:
Should drones @lr owngsta ne Rule Part?

Stop trying to regulate toys based on fear and incorrect
Q base assumptions. Base it on actual safety record - how
many people injured / killed due to drones in NZ?

Q13 & Yes,
Please comment:

Allow closer proximity with shielded operation (trees /
buildings), not a blanket ban.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
Please comment:

Drones are an 'annoyance' factor and the ‘fear of spying'.
While the former is similar to a neighbour's loud stereo,
the latter is mostly from uneducated privacy fears.

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
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Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? % N &
Q18 No @ QO
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would ?@ %

make them easier for you to understand?
Q19 S| nt ski is question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q~ &

Stop trying to regulate toys! (< 5Kg)

changes?
Q20 y ' ent skipped this question
(5]

Page 5 ’&\ &2
Q21 C) % Yes, with changes ,
Should introd ? d . lificati Please comment:
ouid we Infro uce@ ose K quaiiication Part 101 should apply to Commercial operators and those

for Part 101 drone pi ) ) ”
using > 5kg units only. Leave toys for children and
Q hobbyists out of all this.

Q22
What impact w&b ic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Are there any other changes we should

Minimal

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?
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Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?
Page 6

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28
What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu.
en

It will kill the hobby, and cripple use for those why wo or ne
What do you think of the prop &tem desi
authentication)? z ’ %

use by farmers.

Q29

e.

Waste of money

Q30

Should there'é a mini i

registering a drone?

W@Ight threshold for

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Q31

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

)

. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

Respondent skipped this question !

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:
5kg minimum - this is about safety.

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:
Weight-based as that is the key safety factor.

94 /233
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Kills the hobby.

Page 8

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
g9 For commercial models over 5kg - ﬁed on safety &

risk assessment.

None

Page 9 ?\
N

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in th@&gm@e:raﬁon discussion document?

Stop trying to over-regulate toys & hobbyists with a regime\ stricter th . Small, <5kg Multi-rotor craft are not inherently
dangerous, as the proven record shows. Please do not base¥our a@ s on unverified reports & complaints and media hype.
I%ﬁ

There are better ways to spend money to keep @ .
Q37 \A Respondent skipped this question
If you do not want your name @ying i

be taken into account wh pon hﬁm fficial
Information Act reque@ cover you ission.

Q35 b Q~
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @Q O
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#19

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 9:50:21 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 10:33:06 AM
Time Spent: 00:42:44

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
o )
Briefly tell us ﬁ;Q!iest in @

Recreational droqe flyer. B nd videography ones

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Drone registration and remote I'd will negatively affect the drone community and the hobby not giving anything in retun

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Rules update, basic and available (online) pilot
qualification and thoughtful geo awareness is good

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:
You should distinguish recreatio

gh

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? ng of 280-50%700g

drones and huge flying r@s used for

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of?

Education if both the flyers and people around @

&

Q10

I

ase commept:

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation . . . . .
of the measures? ! I dISQ with remote I'd and drone registration

Page 4 A@ 4
Q12 Q Q‘ Yes
Should drones have their ow@da ne I%&’)

e\
Should we revie -kil@ imum flight Please comment:

distance from es? These are too strict now with no risk based approach

Q14 @ Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,

Please comment:
Should be distinguished just flying and flying and filming,
height should be reviewed etc

Should we chal hefequirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 Yes

make them easier for you to understand?

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @ N

Q19 @
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? %
Mostly agree %?\

Q20 V Q
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &Q

No ! Q
Page 5 A@l ! O

Q21

Should we introduce the prop(td)&ic pilot @c ion

for Part 101 drone pilots?

>

Q22
What impact w sic pilet gualification likely have on you?

I'm happy to che cour pass online test

Q23 @ Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

98 /233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q25 I don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

No
Page 6 k &
Q27 No,

Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

The drone pilot Id n ht b a stlcker on
system?

all drones

s Q/?‘ %q;

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I don't believe registration of each drone is required. | can buil Q several times a day changing components,
motors, frames. Registration of each new drone is not feasibl

3

ne
What do you think of the proposed syste (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Not feasible at the moment due to s% and &Qlaons
Q30 v No,

Pl t:
Should there be a mi ei %‘d for eSS COmmen

Racing drone of 250g flying full speed can be more

registering a dro o .
dangerous if hits person's face than 1kg one that just
bothers you with its noise: pilots should be trained and

@ qualified

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select ~ Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

Pilots should be registered

Page 7
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Q32 No,
Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? . . . -
Not feasible due to the cost and size/weight restrictions

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

| won't be able to build and fly my drones from cheap and available components and fly them

Page 8 4
O

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? Q
Q35 %Q/ Q
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? ?\ E %

No-fly zones should be thoughtful and reasonable, with fly height differenc
Page 9 Q& &2

Q36 4 Q
Do you have any other feedback on anythin@@the En one Integration discussion document?

Not atm A 4
Q37 &\ & E Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name'@r identifyi ation to

be included, please note Sons
be taken into accoun eres y Official
Information Act requ at co§ submission.
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#20

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 2:11:31 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 2:17:33 PM
Time Spent: 00:06:02

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
- A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
as OE
Briefly tell us f;Q!iest in @

hobby

A

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7 Respondent skipped this question

What is your view on the proposed series of measures?
Are there any other alternatives you suggest we
consider?

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11 No

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation V

of the measures? Q~ &
Page 4 k

Q12 Yes
Should drones have their own stand ule PQ‘
Q13 Yes

Should we review the four %etre %

distance from aerodr

Q14 Q @ Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative

Should we chagge the e ent to gain consent to fly
above property?

- N

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?
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Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 Yes

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 Respondent sklppe&'tlon OQ

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5 @; %%
Q21 V ?\
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQ% &Q‘

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22 nt skipped this question
What impact would a basic pilot qualificati
on you?

Q23 & E Respondent skipped this question
What format should this teEtt \%

Should there um al SIC pilot
qualification

422\ )
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6
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Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system?

Q28 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Q29 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? @ N

Q30 No

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for @
registering a drone? % Q
Q31 No @E %
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select V ?\

all that apply) @ &Q‘

Page 7 4 Q

o O

Should we introduce remote ID? A 4

Q33 &\ & E Respondent skipped this question
What impact would remot Ilﬁe) hav@?

Page 8 Qp ;\E

Q34 Q No

Should we consider int iNg geo-awareness?

Q35 & Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?
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Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#21

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 5:24:17 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 5:42:30 PM
Time Spent: 00:18:13

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v
. A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
o QD
Who are you submitting on b@lf)f? \%

s O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

I have no interest in drones§ . defined as multi rotor aircraft. | do have a lifelong passion for the building and FLYING of radio control
aircraft, which is a comple ifferent hobby.

o N

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I think the way that the Ministry has grouped together all unmanned aircraft under one regulatory measure does a disservice to the
aircraft flyers who fly at club airfields under the auspices of MFNZ, with insurance in place, pilot training and qualifications in place
and no record of any third party injuries or near misses.

To require the registration of every "drone”, even when it is clearly not a drone, and yet not require the registration of individual
guns held by a firearms license holder will bring the proposed measures into disrepute as soon as they are enacted.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

Those who are responsible drone o
photographers or farmers are peratln

Those flying model aircraft
of operating their aircraft ro imp I partles
Those who would b ne an‘e their

neighbours prope; do S egulatlons

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

being in place. | attemptlng to solve a
problem that road based and heavy
enforcepie i apture the information
expecte ially result in headlines such as
m utéd by MoT for flying his model
% ourself up to be tabloid fodder
ubje e on social media which will

! undeQe oth more valuable work.

Q9
Do you think the proposed series of m ouI
address the problems and opportunl
Q10 & Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other probl ou can
think of? \é
@ No
Do you agree rth the d order of implementation
of the measures?
Page 4
Q12 Please comment:

2
Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part? Whet do you mean by drone

Q13 No

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

1077233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Respondent skipped this question

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the 4
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipp Qstion O

Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider? ?@ %2
Q18 Re%%kippv uestion

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Q~ &

Q19 4 R Qent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor R N 6

changes? !

Q20 & &Q Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes @ou d co%w?

Page 5 O E \i

Q21 Q - @ No
Should we intraduce t @ed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pijlot

Q22 &

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

| passed a similar test 30 years ago !~!

Q23 Respondent skipped this question

What format should this test take?
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Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?
Page 6

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have onxaou.
40

I would give up the hobby that | have enjoyed safel)‘ for ne

known as possible, that New Zealand has laws %
tem de&e.;

Q29

What do you think of the propased s

digital platform) and requirem@.g. ide
authentication)? ?\ \
Q30 O \E

um we hreshold for

Should there Qinim
registering a'dgdne?

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Q31

Page 7

ore one

Respondent skipped this question

No

Respondent skipped this question !

y@%uld then campaign to make sure that this as widely

r model aircraft owners than there are for gun owners.

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
Model Flying New Zealand sites)

1
Please comment:

This is the most sensible suggestion | have seen yet. |
still would not agreer with having to register every aircraft
though.
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Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37

If you do not want your name or identifyinggnf

be included, please note the reasons why,b CThi
be taken into account when we res ny Offi
Information Act requests that cov submi

O

W ski
R

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question !
Respondent skipption OQ ’

SR
v o9
I
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#H22

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:29:36 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:45:13 PM
Time Spent: 00:15:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

de 2 ?\ 6
- A
&K
- A
LR
Q4 &\ &Q‘ Myself

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

O

Q5
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
Husband hobbﬁies tin@@w okay with our drones on our land, but not other peoples

o R

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Keep existing rules.
Drones are NOT a viable business tool and registering them will mean there will be illegal drones.

Q8 No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would .
y prop Data cited is taken out of context

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % 2&

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 %% Q :
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of?

All unmanned aircraft (hobby planes, hobby helicopters, racing drones) ar ith the %sh
Qu1 Q/ Q-E
Do you agree with the proposed order of im pIementjtloQ - &

of the measures?

Page 4 A%\/
Q12 \ Q~
Should drones have their own &me @'f

distance from a ' ames?

Q14 @ No - keep the existing consent provision,

. . Please comment:
Should we chang€ théyequirement to gain consent to fly Real estate agents are already going over private prope
above property? g going P property

without permission. | don't want other nitwits to do so.

Q13 No
Should we revi w!@(llom imum flight

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 Other (please specify):

. . 5 metres
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?
Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Remove the idea of registering hobby toys

Q18 No 4

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @ &
make them easier for you to understand? Q Q~
Q19 Respondent ski %uesQO

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

changes? 0 E %
Q20 S| nt ski is question
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &

Page 5 \/K

Q21 % ! No
Should we introduce the proposed b@t qua@

for Part 101 drone pilots? &

Qz2 v \%
What impact would a@ ilot qu@ ikely have on you?

It would mean fri ve to ditch t bies because they'd have increased costs

Q23 2 @ Electronic/online theory test
What format shc&@t take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 I don't know,
Please comment:

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Too much fluff in the pdf

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

No

Page 6

Q27 No

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? !

Qg
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? O

Q29 Respon nt?ﬁed this ;&%n

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity V ?\
authentication)? @ Q~

Q30 ! ! Yes, ith a different weight as the threshold ,
Should there be a minimum weight threshold ”V @ omment:

registering a drone? %
egist

Q31 \ Q‘ Yes, others (please specify below),
Should certain drones not nee & eré&le t Please comment:
all that apply) % Hobby drones (model aircraft, racing drones, etc)

Page 7 O \
Q32 g 2 g g No,

_ Please comment:
Should we introduce r ? It doesn't work

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Data about my family would be collected by yet another agency of suspicious agencL%

Q33
Data would be collected and potentially hacked increasing the risk of identity theft

Page 8
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Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 *’c

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion um&
This seems targeted at restricting hobbies at the perceived expectation of future business %@0’( v@‘
Q37 @ O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to be included, pleas e the why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Information @ ts tha eryour submission.

»
4K
v, O
SO
NS

O O
X
S
& <<§
P
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#23

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:22:22 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:54:49 PM
Time Spent: 00:32:26

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
o QD
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us f: stin @

I have a drone f@r Photogr: nd inspecting Hard to reach areas

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7
What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?
Drone Registration is ridiculous, how is a drone more dangerous than a gun which doesn't need registering. | suggest you just

enforce the existing rules for both drones AND manned aircraft as there are multiple incidenmts of manned aircraft putting lives at
risk at a high occurrence than drones.

Q8 No,
Please comment::
People who break the current rules wont comply with new

rules either. !

Q9 No, % Q

. . Pl t:

Do you think the proposed series of measures would (:as<? cotr:men_ i @ .

address the problems and opportunities identified? enforeing the exis m% qmree e

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

changing them

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of?

Recreational drones have caused NO fatalities worldwide, no othel io

omment:
ement of existing rules need to be completed prior
rule change

Q11 ! No,
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plwtat n » )

of the measures?

&
page 4 &\A &Q‘
Q12 @?\O d%x% Yes
Should drones have n stan\ le Part?
Q13 Q‘ Yes,

. . Please comment:
Should we review the foti-Kilopmetre minimum flight d h . heiaht restriction of 4 th
distance from aerodro rones have a maximum height restriction of 400ft so the

& distance from aerodrome should be suited to match
Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

I think that you should allow photography drones an allowance for short duration flights higher than 400ft especially for shots that
outline property boundary's especially in the rural areas.
Q18 No % ' &
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand? O

i !

Q19 Respondent sk@his q
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules ?\ %
changes? @

d &

Q20 E%« en is question

Are there any other changes we should consider?

> O
Q21 A 4
Should we introduce the propose Apilot lifigatio Please comment: .

Include part 102 as an online course

for Part 101 drone pilots? C)
Q22 ?‘ . E\’
What impact wou pilot \ ion likely have on you?

It would annoQ no lon te&ngimpact

Yes, with changes ,

Q23 % Electronic/online theory test
What format sh@is test take?
Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 I don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

Short duration photography

Page 6 %
Q27 No,
Please comment: Q
erous

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? Drones are not mor
registration why @o es. are not more
dangerous than bo boats ha registration why
would dm@ E

Q28 \/ Q Q '

What impact would drone registration likely have on on~ &

o S

What do you think of the proposed syw gn

ital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)?
I am happy to state | have a drouCﬂ)i&/ith tt%& thats all

®)
Please comment:
Should there be i wei \g old for . .
registering a dr 1kg.or more, i have a 250g drone and it cant even handle
Q @ a mild breeze.

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

Q31 Yes, others (please specify below),
Should certain dro not need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) Photography, recreational

Page 7

Q32 No,

Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? I
Remote ID wont enhance peoples situational awareness
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

| would ignore it

Page 8
Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

I have a dji mavic air 2 which has this and it works well as
a guide

Q35 b Q§
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @Q O
none as i already use it % Q

Page 9 %E %
Q36 @Mnt is question
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in thQ~ &

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? Q
> O

If you do not want your name or identifying i aﬁon%en:ncluded, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we res ny OQI‘M ation Act requests that cover your submission.

A
&
i

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q.
Q& K
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#24

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 7:58:35 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, June 01, 2021 8:57:05 PM
Time Spent: 00:58:30

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
- A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
o QD
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us i: stin @

I am a hobbyist¥nultirotor buildér and flyer

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Requiring a user to register each and every drone is a burden on the user as some avid modellers have many models. | myself
have at least 6 different multitotors. These are all hand built units that | fly in racing and freestyle situations where they are
repeatedly crashed into the ground or trees and often break and need repairs. Sometimes the main control unit is destroyed and
needs replacing and this would substantially make the unit different enough to require a new registration under the proposed rule
changes.

I would think that registering the pilot would be enough.

Q8 No

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No,
Please comment®
Some of the
As an I
under 1

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

ness the weight would
aking the unit unflyable. There are

antly
toy& Itirotors that weigh under 40grams all-
p—WQ that iPis just infeasible to add these measures.
ARG
Are there any other problems and op[@ caﬁ.&m of?

These rules and regulations would m |ng adr
Currently you can own a small caliber ai fle and uired to have a license to own. You certainly are not required to
register each firearm you own. The is questlo eight limit which if a drone is under that weight then it may not fall under the
rules. | think the 250gm pro acing and freestyle drones, which are normally around 500-700gms fly well
under 100feet as thats @ the obs to race around or freestyle around/up/over for proximity flying. | think a 1kg limit

ore onerous that owning a firearm in NZ.

would be practical. Or & limit s unless the model is for recreational purposes and used in shielded operations,
which all racing yie would b |f|ed as.

Qu1 Q/ No,
Please comment:
Do you agree K roposed order of implementation

of the measure Many of the meésure.ére |.nfea.13|ble or unjust. Requiring
GPS or Remote identification is a breach of the owners
privacy and actually infeasible in the cases of small toy-
grade models.

Page 4

Q12 No

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?
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Q13 Yes

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above people? % N

Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the @
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider %
appropriate?

Q17
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consi%V

Anything under 1kg used for recreational, non-commercial pu%ﬁould b&p is flown in accordance with "safe distances”

and/or shielded operations. !

Are there any minor changes to the %1 oul 4
make them easier for you to undKN &
ORZ
What do you think of t V&ed ino S
changes? \

ny other ch %e should consider?

Some though needs{io e into FPV flight. Where you have more situational awareness of the drone compared to the visual line
of sight rule as you cah,see from drones perspective and can see things that an observer may not.

Respondent skipped this question

Are there a

Page 5

Q21 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

Add another exemption for drones under 1kg. No
requirement to complete tests and no age limit.

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?
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Q22 Respondent skipped this question
What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have

on you?

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

qualification?

Q25 Yes, t Q~
. . L. Pl t:

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations if f:‘s © ?ommen Qb % ial

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training erels an ex‘?m y ) y g Ommer_c'

organisations? perhaps weight | es. i. er Tkg exemption.

po@iipped testion
Is there any other special authorisations you would like V ?\
to see? @ &Q‘

o 4&9 X

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot !

Q26 Res

. . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone tion

There is no no need to register drones. If anything, only
&\ & the pilot should be registered.

system?

R

What impact would d T istraﬁo@ave onyou?

I have many dron t constan ging as they are crashed and repaired and modified as new hardware becomes
available. Accadingéio the rule c these modifications would need to be registered.

What do you thi&h proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)?

If the goal is to help drone owners recover lost equipment, then a totally opt-in system would be appropriate.

i.e. If a user lost a drone, then-and-only then may he/she register the lost drone on the website so people could contact the owner
if the drone is found. Perhaps have a user registration system with a user-id sticker that could be printed and placed on the drone
may also help in this.
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Q30 No,

Please comment:

I do not think that drone registration should be a
requirement.

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 No

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Page 7 !
Q32 No, % &
Please comment:

i 2

Should we introduce remote ID? Itis infeasible to add of 2
the technology sim S WOt exists
be implemented using er
for the owner| %

Q33 @ s

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? V %E

=

privacy breach

Most of the drones | have would not be capable of carrying s em. small to carry any extra weight. Others
operate on the 2.4ghz control link and adding more device§ wifi/Bluetoothson that of the 5ghz frequency will reduce the safety of
the control link and could cause control issues for the ,i.e. be uncontrollable and dangerous because of interference.

&
Qa4 &\Ae &Q‘ No,

Should we consider introduci awar: Please comment:
9 Adding GPS increases the complexity of drones and only

helps the user of the drone in finding their model in the
event of a crash. If users/owners want this then they

20 s\s should be able to add GPS at their discression.

Q35

What impact woul reness likely have on you?

Some drones cannot a GPS unit. They are far too small and light.

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?
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Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#25

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 1:52:21 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 2:06:39 PM
Time Spent: 00:14:18

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v
o A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

as OE
Briefly tell us f;Q!iest in @

I fly RC model fixed wings

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I don't think they will achieve the desired outcomes.

Forcing me to add hardware, register and take a test will make my child friendly hobby not worth the effort.
I like to take my family out for a spin, and will make it not worth it.

I also think that you are targeting the good guys. Bad actors will continue to break rules and regulations.

There will be a cost on me. The same benefits could easily be implemented with mobile app - or heck eveh a Google Form.

Qs No, % &
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Please comment.: Qk .

help achieve the desired objectives? Bad actors wil Com% mzle jations.
Q9 No ?\ %
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ %

address the problems and opportunities identified? V

Rl

Are there any other problems and opportunities you &an think OQ
Use a web based form, if you MUST do somethinQW/ise don @ !

Q11 A No,
Do you agree with the proposed r ofimpl ntation Please comment:
you ag prop P & The measures do not suit

of the measures? 6

Page 4 OE \%

Q12 Q~ @ No
Should dronQave the@wtandalone Rule Part?

Q13 No

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,
Please comment:

I think people SHOULD have to gain consent to fly
anything over a house

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
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Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20

Are there any other changes we should&@

Page 5
Q21

Should we introduce th
for Part 101 drone

Q

No - keep the existing requirement,

Please comment:

| think people SHOULD have to gain consent to fly
anything over a person

30 metres

Respondent skipped this quesuo{

Wnt ski % uestion
@gent skipped this question

4
3
| ‘ %?ed @ qualification

Q22 ?

What impact would % t qualification likely have on you?

There are already his hobby.

Q23 Other (please specify):
. None!

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 No

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

4

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? &

Q28 %
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @E

Cost and enjoyment. Barrier to new friends joining me.

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system desigh‘& digital IQm) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? é

RealMe seems fine. A@V !
Q30 &\ &2 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

- . Please comment:
Should there be a minimum v@thresh@ Kids toys weigh this limit! Something massive! Like 2kg

registering a drone? ) .
seems fair - and will only affect the top end of the
QO \ hobby/commercial flyers.
Q31 Q @ Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certai

ndrones @ to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) % Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

See weight comment above. Anything commercial, or
2KG seems fair.

Page 7
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Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Extra cost. Barrier. Extra Weight. Complexity. Use an web app.

Page 8
Q34 No, N &

. . . Please comment: @
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? . A4
See previous comment. situation y to

take your eye off the . s lik@r tion
Q35 % %2
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @; %

See previous comment \/ ?\

Page 9

Q36 N @ nt skipped this question
Do you have any other feedback on anythi Iseévin the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion Q ?

&\ & E Respondent skipped this question

Q37

If you do not want your nameGg’ntifyi i ation to
be included, please note ons . This will
be taken into accoun eres y Official

Information Act requ at co§ submission.
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#26

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 2:27:23 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 2:36:12 PM
Time Spent: 00:08:49

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \6
as OE
Briefly tell us ﬁ:Q!iest in @

Hobbyist - usingidrone for e photography.

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

| fully support the thrust of the overall measures.

Q8 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? % 2&
Q10 Respondent skipp%Qstion O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can % Q

think of? ?\ %
Q11 Ye& ?\E

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? Q~ &

Page 4 K

Q12 ! Yes
Should drones have their own stand ule P

Q13 Yes,

. C) . % Please comment:
Should we review the four etre m ight . .
I support the concept of something along the lines of a

distance from aerodr@ i o
\ cone-shaped exclusion zone, where the permissible
altitude rose with distance from the aerodrome to 400 ft at
4 km range. | believe these should also be a change to
Q the shielding provision. Modern drones are very unlikely to
"fly away". There should not be a need to have something
% between the drone and aerodrome. It should be sufficient
to fly below and within 100 m of an object, without it
needing to be between the drone and the aerodrome.

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly Safe distances is reasonable.

above property?
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Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

Generally support.

Q20

oY

ieldinggd

Are there any other changes we should

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

30 metres

Respondent skipped this question !

I don't know

ision. Modem drones are very unlikely to "fly away". There should

I believe these should also be a chang t
not be a need to have something be& dron erodrome. It should be sufficient to fly below and within 100 m of an
n t d

object, without it needing to be b@
Page 5

dro%

Q21

Should we in

duce thegoroposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drohe p%

A

Q22

aerodrome.

Yes

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Not much - | consider that | have enough experience and knowledge to be able to pass this.

Q23

What format should this test take?

Electronic/online theory test

1347233
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Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 | don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question !

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

0zs A
What impact would drone registration likely have ongyou*

Q29 AQ}/ 40

What do you think of the proposed(sys desi @mgital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?
fine. ‘ C) \%
Q30 O \E Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Should there Qinimu w hreshold for Please comment:

he? Around 1 kg.

registering a

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7
Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

1357233
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

| believe that my drone (DJI Air 2S) has this already.

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this que% > &
Page 9 %@ Q :
Q36 Respon nt%ed thig@n

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? @V ?\

Q37 Q’spond nt'$kipped this question
If you do not want your name or identifying informdj&:/o

be included, please note the reasons why below. Thistwill

be taken into account when we respond to igi

Information Act requests that cover your ission. !
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H27

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 2:22:08 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 2:51:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:29:00

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

. QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
os )
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
I work in forestﬁsourwnd can potentially use data captured utilizing drones

o R

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I would like to see bigger/heavier drones go without have to register, etc as long as they for recreational purposes

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation
of the measures?
Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own stand

- 2.
Should we review the four?netre minhi ight

distance from aerodr

O’ N
- K

Vo

e the ent to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Yes 6\

A
v oo
%

Re o&kipp is‘uestion
AV

L&

Y

ule P@

Yes
I don't know
Yes - remove the consent provision completely

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

10 metres

138/233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5

Q21

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22 N
What impact would a basic pilot qualifica 'Wive in
very small &\ Q~
What format should this te?ke? S\

Q24
Should ther
qualification? %

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

inimwf age fer basic pilot

Q25

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6

Respondent skipped this question
Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

\
QO A
L

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQ% &Q‘
y@

Electronic/online theory test

Yes, 16 years

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

1397233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q27 Yes, with changes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I am sure registration will involve payment as well, so economic impact

Q29 Respondent skipped this question !
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. %

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity &
authentication)? Q Q~
igh e;

Q30 Yes, but with a %%e
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for %

registering a drone? @Q
Q31 @ es fl Sely indoors,
Should certain drones not need to be registered (selec rones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) od%ying Zealand sites)
V g rs (please specify below),

@ Pl&&€e comment:
A Yes, drones flown solely in private properties like farms,
\ & forests, etc

Page 7 ?\
Q32 O \i I don't know

Should we intro@nﬁote I@

Q33 ! @ Respondent skipped this question
What impact wo& te ID likely have on you?

reshold

Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

1407233
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Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#28

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 7:42:37 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 8:06:13 PM
Time Spent: 00:23:35

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

QO
Page 2 CO((/ éz
Q2 Q/?“ %
¥
Q3 4% &

Email address
& 2 Local government,

o &
If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? %
\ who you represent.:
O?~ X F Greater Wellington Regional Council
Q5 2Q~ @
S

. Q)A

Briefly tell u ur interest iprdrones
Our organisation use @Vor survey purposes in relation to flood protection, biosecurity and biodiversity outcomes, for
environmental mo&ng d for public relations.

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

we think the measures are well thought out and we are supportive of them

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would . . .
See our comments further into this submission

help achieve the desired objectives?

address the problems and opportunities identified? See our comments further into

Q9 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment: 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ > I«

Q10 @Q

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
”° F P
Q11 S\/ ?\

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio % con .

of the measures? Q’“ﬁ ave ection

N4
page 4 Q/AYO

Q12 A
. Pl t:
Should drones have their own st e% Rule ease commen . .
We support a standalone rule with drones being separated

< ’ % from other types of unmanned aircraft
. Q %

No ,
. . A . Please comment:
Should we revie -kilome nimum flight This is not f ise. h do not
distance fro Tomes? is is no f)ur.area of expe !s?, owe.ver, we 0 no
Q support reviewing the 4km minimum flight distance —

@ varying the distance for some aerodromes sounds

complicated and likely to confuse drone users: having one
rule for all is simple and clear. The avoidance of stress to
pilots of piloted aircraft should be most important. Our
opinion would change if it was possible for all aerodromes
to be appropriately geo-fenced and this depends on how
the following section on geo-awareness is resolved.
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Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain conseuu\ﬂy

above people?

g&

Q16

Z:

stance

If we use ‘safe dista ive to the

consent pI'OVISI

appropriate? 2
Are there any o&

No comment

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand?

Q.

d you consider

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Even at 120m, camera technology is clear enough to be a
direct invasion of people’s privacy. We understand the
consent provision wasn't put in place with regard to
privacy concerns, yet this is likely to be the general
public’s main concemn. The use of drones to aid unlawful
behaviour should also be considered: random drones
flying and hovering overhead can bring concern as to
whether someone is using it to determine what they can
steal and how they can do it. The implications of removing

this rule requirement completely inclu 3 hobby drones

flown above urban neighbourhoods; ing annoyance

and concern with no means to it; dro

potentially falling from the sk (d lack achine or
battery maintenance or pi ility) a %
property and/or peoplé” Y e that ental
concerns will be red if th t is
changed/remov o stress the need to
consider the al councils, farmers
with st d add thls provision
prevnous defa control over drones on

season etc.

- keep&xnstmg requirement,
mment:
!! ntly have a policy in our regional parks that
fro

s drone users to keep drones at least 30m away
n people, stock, infrastructure, etc, but this is a
horizontal distance not vertical one. Retaining some form
of rule to allow policing of drones over people seems
sensible.

Other (please specify):

We consider that there is no safe distance (for property),
for flying above people. >60m is high enough to not be a
nuisance (but low enough for good photography), however.

Rules changes we should consider?

No ,
Please comment:
No comment
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Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

We support them

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

No comment

Q21 Yes,
. L . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification . ;
We support this: co Is be a reg

for Part 101 drone pilots? ) e
sale in order to % drone¢ @ hased within New

Q22 Zealanm@?\ %%

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on®/ E

None, we already require our drone users to undertake some Qﬂhraining, preferably certified

Q23 V clonline theory test
What format should this test take? & !

Q24 /&\ &Q ~ N

Should there be a minimum @ basic
qualification? ?N \

Q25 O \E Yes,

. . L Please comment:
Do you ag;e@ e propose cial authorisations

givento P and P 1.202 approved training No Comment
organisations?

&

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

Q26

No

Page 6
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Q27 Yes,

Please comment:

Along with Remote 1.D., this is likely to result in enhanced
safety from UAV operators and in confidence for manned
aircraft and the public

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

No effect for GWRC — we already maintain a register of our drones and users

Q29 %% &

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and require
authentication)? Q

Excellent — ideally there would be an electronic disabling lock of some sort on drone; %%o Q ers it with CAA

Q30 Yes, but#iith'd different the threshold ,
- . Please
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for

registering a drone? Mini is 2499 and is a good

e t twewould expect it to be

Q31 %rs (please specify below),
Should certain drones not need to be regl ct Comment.
all that apply) We suggest that for simplicity all drones over 200g should

&Q~ be registered
g Q \g

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
This can help improve situational awareness that may
reduce the risk of collision between manned and un-
manned aircraft. The ability to identify drones in an area of

% operation will be a benefit.

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Should we intro eID?

Q33

Some inconvenience in installing it to our drones if they do not have the capability already which can be activated. We do not
consider this an issue however, unless battery life is significantly affected.

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

We support introducing geo-awareness. There is a
significant benefit in users relying on a single
standardised map rather than patching together
information from Visual Navigation Charts, Airshare,
manufactures’ versions (eg/ DJI geo-zones) etc. We
suggest collaborating with Airshare and bringing their
mapping up to specification. The current no-fly zones that
have to be unlocked in order to fly within them are no
actual impediment beyond an annoying process but also
one which in no way actually prevents fanyone willing to
dig into the system in order to fly i -fly zone,, This

‘security’ feature could be impre @ throug’&);
ist

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

awareness development process;Wwith dro ion

and remote identificatiol uting to %

unauthorised drones oAly zoné/l

organisations ( TAs, f ) a simple

process where t apply. -fence areas - eg/
as 0

seasonal bre r%auna. and other

sensitivg’ar This ss concerns around

removin quire@\ r permission to fly over people
What impact would geo-awareness likely have onq&?

Currently, it may introduce issues with DJI'S ge@j(@eraﬂy use DJI brand drones). If a system is produced
| , thi

Q35

that drone manufacturers can integrate into t s should not be an issue.
Page 9 C)& & E
Q36 \%
%Q else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?
No Q~

@ Respondent skipped this question
OouRna

If you do not wal me or identifying information to
be included, pleaseote the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.

Q37
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#29

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 8:16:53 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 8:42:19 PM
Time Spent: 00:25:25

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v O
- A
&K

- &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

s O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

I manage, planthe use of ahd@perate uavs on behalf is Scion

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

| think the measures are suitable.

Q8 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? ! still th|n!< cultural stakeholder@o bein i'n
consultation

Q10 @
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? :E )

Iwi landowners and the cultural aspects need more vonsideration @E
L

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementati

of the measures? ! Q
Page 4 %\/ ! O

Q12 \A Yes
Should drones have their own ndalone Ru :
Q13 \%

Should we review thl om imum flight
distance from a@ gs? é

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we chang @iremem to gain consent to fly

above property?

Yes

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

1497233
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Q16 50 meters

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipp Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

RS

Q18 Yes !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would %

Q20 Re%%kippv uestion
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

SO

Should we introduce the proposed b alific

for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~
What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁg\i ly have on you?

None O N\
Q23 QQ~ @

@ A practical examination of skill and a paper based
What format should thi ake? written theory test (at a provider)
Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

1507233
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Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,

Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Would depend on categories/classification

system?

QA
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

S 3

Q29 % %2
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ@;qu- (e.g. identity

authentication)?

N o X

Q30 Yes,Qﬂth a different weight as the threshold ,
- . k Plea t:
Should there be a minimum weight threshold yrmen

r
registering a drone? %‘V s
Yes, drones flown solely indoors
t

Q31 \A Q.
Should certain drones not nee &egisteré&le
all that apply) %

o OF
Q32 gQ‘O @ Yes

Should we i uce r 1D?

Q33 &

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Minimal

Page 8

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? . N
Including cultural areas of significance

1517233
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Make the job safer and easier

Page 9

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Research and funding is required so this integration isn't half arsed 4

Q37 Respondent skipped thi stio: Q~
If you do not want your name or identifying information to O
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will % Q

be taken into account when we respond to any Official %

N
4" K
@A°
Qv A
NS
O &
&
N\
QQ"Q,®
RS
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#30

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 9:21:02 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 9:37:28 AM
Time Spent: 00:16:25

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address
& 2 Myself,

o &
If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of?
\ who you represent.:
O?~ X ? Te Uru Rakau New Zealand Forest Service
Q5 Q~ @
Briefly tell ustr inter@ones
Introduced the us@s elf" RPAS to use for Forestry purposes

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Agree with approach in general. In regards to certifying UAV pilots | would suggest if pilot has already completed basic requirement
to 101 standards by approved CAA provider then this should be recognised in proposed changes

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio

of the measures?

Page 4

Q12
Should drones have their own st@ Rul&& ’
Q13 C)
Should we review the % gometr %Jm flight
distance from aerg'g mes’” §\

Q14 Q

Should we change the

above property?&

Q15

ment to gain consent to fly

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

R

{
S A
— {4%20‘2‘
T

20

X

No - keep the existing consent provision
No - keep the existing requirement

50 meters
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Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules 4
changes?

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5 @; %%
Q21 V ?\
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQQ &Q‘

for Part 101 drone pilots?
Q22 QQ
What impact would a basic pilot qualifica er n

None, as all our pilots have basis 101 q ns thro @e ited CAA provider

Q20 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

What format should thls t 9 written theory test (at a provider)

Q24 Q Yes, 16 years
Should ther inimwf age fer basic pilot
quallﬁcatlo %

Q25 Yes

Do you agree wnth the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6
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Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system?

Q28 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Q29 Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? @ &
Q30 Yes, with 250 grams @ight t®2
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q

registering a drone? % 6

Q31 Yes, d wn in s designated areas (e.g.

M
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply) @ &Q‘
Page 7 4 Q
Q32 %\/ Q
Should we introduce remote ID? A 4
Q33 & & 3

What impact would remo ID@ hav@?

None O E \é

Page 8 Q 2 @ g

Q34 Yes

Should we cons@n ducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9
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Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#31

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 11:16:55 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 1:05:58 PM
Time Spent: 01:49:02

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q
Page 2 c§/ %Q
Q2 Q/?" %
PO
Q3 4% &

mail address A 04
9 A &Q‘

e If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify
2
Who are you submitting on b@f. % who you represent.

\e %\ P Bk L1
e QQ"O @

. Q)A

Briefly tell u ur interest ippdrones

| use drones extensi @r and a little bit in my personal life. | am a certified drone pilot and have been creating maps,
photos, videos, a&vU information for the past 3 years for my forestry work. From what i have seen we will (and have been)

using UAVs more and more as time goes on.

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I really like the proposed measures! We will be using UAVs more and more in our business and want to be able to innovate and
use the benefits more and more. These measures will (hopefully) help to promote innovation and uptake of this technology that we
are already seeing help us with efficiency and more accurate data capture.

Q8 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes % &
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q~
address the problems and opportunities identified? @

e ; 0 S
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of?

nded. Currently we are restricted
with these rules when attempting to monitor production forest are: i rees. Beihg able to monitor airspace using another

UAV or another mechanism would help us use UAVs more.

We also have issues around keeping to the 400ft AGL rules \Qﬁing high jable terrain. In forestry we deal with steep
hillsides - when you take off from the ridge to 400ft and thén fly Rerizontally across a gully you are technically in breach of the
rules - this makes the rules in this context impractical. :

Q11 % 4 Yes,
Do you agree with the proposed or lem Please comment:

Y 9 prop For the most-part - i think transponders (or something that
of the measures? &

C) does a similar job) would help solve a lot of the issues

% around unmanned and manned aircraft interaction.

Page 4 \
Q12 2 I don't know
Should drones have %@tandalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes

Within the rules updates i would like to see the Beyond Visual Line of % S) rul

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
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Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 !
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? @
t

Height above ground level in certain contexts. In forestry (as mentioned previously) this heig riction ca @ difficulties
when not flying with ‘terrain-following' enabled as the UAV flies over a steep gully or sidlin

And (also as mentioned previously) the BVLOS rules whereby you have to have Part 1 thou v e of site should be
ammended for certain situations. We already have technology for autocounting our ees h r deploy it because

there is no way we can fly forest stands whilst maintaining line of site at all tlme§

Qa8 I don't
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would V E
make them easier for you to understand? 2 &

Q19 ent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor R N

changes?

Q20 x &Q‘ Respondent skipped this question
s

Are there any other changes Wwe

\
Page 5 @\%

Should we in duce th osed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pllot

Yes,
Please comment:
Fully support this.

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Not a lot as myself and my colleagues are all trained drone pilots (after a 5day course run by Interpine and Massey University).

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?
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Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 | don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training

organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question !
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Q27 Yes,

L
R

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

A ?‘
Q28 QQ/ &
What impact would drone registration likely have ongyou*
It would help to hold those who use UAVs account@ntly own a drone and does not need to register. This
keeps operators anonymous. | would support it béc i would help maintain a level of accountability among drone operators.
Q29 \A % Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the prop &tem de&e. .

digital platform) and requirem@.g. ide

authentication)? ?\ \
Q30 O \E I don't know
Should therquinimu we hreshold for

registering a

ne?
Q31 & Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7
Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

It would give me peace of mind when flying that any other aircraft within, or coming into or out of, the airspace that i am in is aware
of me and what i am doing. Currently we monitor aircraft radio channels and submit airshare requests but i am uncertain how many
manned aircraft operators pay attention to the airshare requests.

Page 8

Q34 Yes
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? 4

Q35 Q~

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @ O

It would help to simplify the understandign from all drone operators as to where you can Qwever there needs to be
e curge

provisions for thos who need to operate UAVs within controlled airspace. For ex ate UAVs within/near both

Rotorua and Tauranga airspace as our forests are covered by these areas. y i can aJr traffic control tower and
notify them of my beginning and ending work but there needs to be a proce ate whilst making sure they are
aware of what i am doing. A blanket ban on all UAVs in this area wo and therefore prevent me from doing
my job. There needs to be provisions for those who operate prof i X where they meet the rules for doing so.
Page 9

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on abling Drone Integration discussion document?

Excited and enthused about the pro ges sipport anything that will encourage UAV use and innovation in the
UAV industry within NZ. Happy t k knowledge and thoughts on simple UAV use in the forest sector and
how these changes may |nf|uenc our rest

Q37 \s Respondent skipped this question

If you do not wz i ifying information to
be included gleas ote reasens why below. This will
be taken into dccount w respond to any Official
Information Act reques cover your submission.

A
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#32

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 11:32:10 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 1:17:50 PM
Time Spent: 01:45:40

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

QO
Page 2 %@ 6Q
Q2 Q/?“ %
A
& A

- &\\OQ

Q4 &\A &Q‘ Other,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? 6
\ who you represent.:
?\ < F Port Blakely Forestry NZ

Q5 Q* @
Briefly tell ustr inter@ones

Professional use CK eys in Forestry

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

No, fully support this rule implementation in general but would like to get 400ft rule adjusted for forestry.
I explain further down in the survey.

Q8 Yes,

Please comment::

| suggest a rule adjustment for drone operations in hill
coutry: the 400 ft (above ground) drone flight maximum
causes difficulties for drone operators in forestry. When
we are starting from a ridge and fl ﬁp&meters d then
flying towards an adjacent 100 40 deep val

quickly break the maximum flight ‘o

ht ground. If
the rule would apply to t positio e and
the drone stays on t 1 imit th would be
solved easily. % Q
Q9 Yes, E %
Please% t:

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? W ?\

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q10
Are there any other problems and opportunities yﬂu&n think

The issue of NOTAMSs for P101 pilots is a greatgoluti fly abov above grounds. Unfortunately,
that process hadn't been implemented up to r tiptes | had multiple phone calls and emails with
t:g&lin N

Ben McMillan until it worked. The proces, (@) s needs to be transparent, easy to follow and available on Airshare to
improve safety.

Q11 C) % No,
. \ . Please comment:
Do you agree with th ed or ementation .
| suggest to push drone registration and remote

of the measures? ;

o &\2{0

identification earlier than later to improve comliance.

Q12 Yes
Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?
Q13 No

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fl L . .
g q 9 y Consent provision is not a problem in the professional

above property? o ) .
space providing survey services. Normally the service
requester gives that consent.

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly The safe distance should be sufficient!

above people?

Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the %

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider &
appropriate? @Q O

Q17 % %Q
Yes, as discussed above. 400 ft above ground is a problem in the hill cou § Issuing NOTAMs

by using a transparent and established process or accepting 400ft Qwstan Ez t%survey.

Yes,

Ple mment:

! says more than 1000 words ! little graphs or
)

es make things easier to understand.

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?
r%orest

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that WA
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19

What do you think of the prop@or Rule&n:es?

ok ‘

Q20 QO \E

Are there anq changes uld consider?
no at the mome %Q

Page 5

Q21 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?
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Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

| am P101 certified!

Q23 Other (please specify):

What format should this test take? electronic theory & practical examination

Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? @ >
Q25 Yes &

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training %

organisations? ?\ %2
Q26 Re%% E
Is there any other special authorisations you would like @

to see? Q~
Page 6 K

Q27 ! Yes
Should we introduce the proposed d Aistrati
system? &'\ &

Q28 C) \%

What impact would d@iistrauh\t@have on you?
As long as the co@ e eﬁo@m 0 high - fine with me
Q29 2 Q/

What do you thinkfof proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

digital platform and identity authentification

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?
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Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) Keep it simple - otherwise the process is not followed
Page 7
Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 ~\

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? @ 2&
costs @ QO
Page 8

- . %?‘ %G,;

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? e%(
educQ~ s when geo-awareness is
Q_ K

J,

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely hate

costs and request for exemptions A

Page 9

@) S
@{

no

Q36
Do you have an ? back§®g else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37

If you do not wa ur hame or identifying information to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into accoun when we respond to any Official Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#33

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 11:40:12 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 2:35:17 PM
Time Spent: 02:55:05

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

o Q)A

. v
A
&K

- &\\OQ

. A

Who are you submitting on behalf 6f? 6
who you represent.:

OE %\ Bay of Plenty Regional Council
Q5 Q~ @
<4

& 2 Local government,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones

Drones help us surv collect information for lots of different uses like river repairs, gravel extraction, construction, flood
defense purpose ponse, maintenance, upgrades, mitigation and for jobs involving biosecurity, maritime, communications and
compliance related activities. We are heavy users of drones as a tool to support some of our organizations services.

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Bay of Plenty Regional Council has a drone user policy which aligns with the CAA RPAS guidelines. The proposed measures wont
have impact on our current drone services.

Q8 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would &
address the problems and opportunities identified? Q Q~

Q10 Respondent ski i€ que

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can

think of? 0 P%
Q11 @\/ Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio &

of the measures? Q
0,*! O
Q12 A Yes,

Should drones have their own staiidal Rul&& » Please comment:

Make it clearer for drone users
m

Q13 ; r \:: Yes,
. L . Please comment:
Should we review thé @ o imum flight . . . . L
o o We service the entire region and can include activities

distance from a : o o - -
within the current minimum flight distance. We do follow
the current procedures for applying for NOTAM. However

these can take a long time to acquire. | think with safe

& operations and clear communication with Airport

authorities should be enough to keep risks low.

Q14 I don't know,

Please comment:

Would like to see some change to this but maybe just for
government services? If we want to carry out surveys on
rivers sometimes the best or only access is to fly above a
property to get there. But | also understand property
owners wanting privacy. Maybe not in residential areas
without consent?

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?
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Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

Maybe just require clear signage or communication that
drones are operating in the area?

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Other (please specify):
Perhaps leave it open? Use safe distances as a safe

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the .
practices approach rather than a rule?

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this questio{

Are there any other major Rules changes we should % &
consider?

Q18 Respondent ski %uest' O

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? 0 E %

Q19 spendent ski e%question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q Q‘
changes? Q~

Q20 N OQ
Are there any other changes we should c@ !
e

Would like some clarity around the curre drone clared and undeclared state of emergency. For example we manage
flood events which can result in breachies ofyiiver fk& nses but not fall under a state of emergency. Some special provisions

or exemptions to the rules for ﬂocb&e, sear rescue and emergency management should be explored or made clearer.

Page 5 OQ %
Q21 Q~ $ Yes,

Pl t:
Should we i@uce the@ose basic pilot qualification case commen

As long as you can make it an online platform that is free

for Part 101 drowe pilots® ) )
to all. Its more about improving awareness that there are
rules for drone use.

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

None.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?
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Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No,

Please comment:

I think you will get better participation with a simple online
test. The questions in the test is consistent for all
participants as is any supporting information. As for the
cost, | would imagine its far less cost than the cost for

shutting down a major airport for any ioum of time due

to a drone user unaware they are : rules.
Q26 Respondent skipped lﬁ@ition
Is there any other special authorisations you would like @ O

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

to see?

Page 6 @E
Q27 @\/ Q
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q~ &

system?

o X
What impact would drone registration lik veron you?

None &\ &2

Q29

What do you think of V&ed S \esign (e.qg. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? \
- Q

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Should there be inmum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Page 7
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Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

We would need to implement across our drones so some cost there?

Page 8

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? Q Q§
Q35 %Q O

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

oo Q/?‘
N oX
R

Q36 Respghdent skipped this question
Enabling Drone Integration discussion doc

Q37 \A q‘ ' Respondent skipped this question
If you do not want your name or identifying inf& to

be included, please note the réasons why is will

be taken into account wh nd fficial
Information Act requests %&ver ® ission.

Do you have any other feedback on anything @
ent?
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#34

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 4:37:50 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 5:31:05 PM
Time Spent: 00:53:14

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

o Q)A

. v
A
&K

S &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Non-government organisation/advocacy group,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? %
\ who you represent.:
O?~ l F Kea Aerospace Ltd
es Q&
Briefly tell ustr inter@ones

We are developing t 0s, a solar-powered, remotely-piloted aircraft that will fly continuously in the stratosphere for
months at a time. ill callect data at around 20km altitude to acquire aerial intelligence to fill data gaps in areas, such as:
environmental monitoring, forestry management, precision agriculture, disaster management and maritime surveillance.

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Overall, the suggested changes seem to be very reasonable. Active 'rule breaker' however would likely not be captured by
changes (aka promoting this aspect is a little bit questionable).
Proposing new standards for drone tracking is quite ambitious and interestingly enough not even required for all manned aircraft.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
We recommend a basic rating of priorities and feasibility

of the proposed approaches on top of se already

suggested timeline. &

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes, with changes ,
. . Pl t:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would ease commer
. . Generally there s bette! to educate
address the problems and opportunities identified?
and support dro t rally keen to follow
the rules. Maki

a
. thirflgs mor% X to primarily
capture pilots that violate th nt system could be

counte e as, thewdon' follow rules in the first
P a%!!ed to actually capture this

Q10 E ResQent skipped this question
Are there any other problems and opportunities you c O

think of? %
Q11 % " Yes
Do you agree with the propos@&of im pl@a n

of the measures?

e SR\ S

Q12

Should drones'ave thei tandalone Rule Part? Please ?Ommem: . .
Separating drones from other unmanned aircraft is not a

% good idea. However splitting all unmanned aircraft for
& example from gyrogliders or parasails could be

advantageous.

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Special added use cases where a shorter operation

distance would be possible are an interesting idea.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 Other (please specify):

. . , . Potentially a combination of altitude distance
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate? E

S 0
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? % Q
1.  The term Unmanned Aircraft is actually not properly defined in CAR10 ?\ : E )

From CAROO01:
Unmanned aircraft means an aircraft designed to operate with no pilot d inc anned balloons, control line
model aircraft, free flight model aircraft and remotely piloted aircra V
This is especially problematic since the CAR101 title includes lgéns in ned aircraft, while the definition in CAR001
includes all unmanned balloons. Q~

d.

With respect to rules 101.7 to 101.15 this needs to be w

2. Visual Line of Sight is not properly defined. IWmently n e with respect to night flying operations! The
requirement for (manual) controllability and ide ionOf the attitudesef a drone is not defined.

necessarily require a direct visual id icatign of attitude. It should be considered unrealistic that an observer can
give instruction to a pilot to “blindly*fly a‘drone.

3. Rule 101.209(d) has been used as %&wd for @&ch operations would however suggest that a pilot does not
rcrait's

4.  Direct Communication .209(2)(i s to be defined.

Q18 O \

Are there a norchanges to the Rules that would
make them easier f(% upderstand?
Q19 &

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Please comment:
Included in list above (point 6.)

Respondent skipped this question

Q20 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5
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Q21 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

As a 102 operator none.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test !
What format should this test take? @ &

Q24 Yes, other age (please @ 2
. L 14 Years. However yupger Kids wil @m have the
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot . mor ey

. . ssibility to le environments
qualification? po ty o .
under supervjsion, e.gr, with

Q25 Yes @ V i
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations V
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training 2 &

organisations?

Q26 > nt skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations Mke

to see? A

Page 6 C)& %&

Q27 \

Should we introduce ose k registration
system? Q~

Q28

What impact wo@egisuaﬁon likely have on you?
We

None as proposed. uggest to adapt any online registration to also cover fast acceptances of new 102 drones.

Yes

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Could for example be linked directly to drone pilot licenses and CAA numbers.
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Q30

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

4

Q33

What impact would remote ID li
soluti

None in the proposed form. \If regui

Page 8 Q~O §\
2 &

Should we consider@ g geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

As a 102 operator none in the proposed form.

Page 9

Si v ore
% o foll
atory&
Q‘@ ron

\ve on )& E
:%remote ID between all airspace users.

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold,
Please comment:
As long as these drones still require a drone pilot license.

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

Certain types of experimental dr (e.§ university
research, certain R&D designs) 2

S

Please t:

The ide mote ID rones is probably premature
ol rspace users are not yet

ncept (e.g., ADS-B is not
anned aircraft). An ID system only
tween d is also questionable - under VLOS mostly
othegdairer ground users need to be aware of the drone

yhite drone pilot is required to be aware of the
@ N anyway.

Yes
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Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

No, we might raise additional points (e.g., relating to balloons) in a separate submission.

Q37 Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#35

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 6:23:35 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 7:10:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:46:33

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

Page 2 6
" S
| N oX™
:;holas \\ Q& &Q~

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on bebalf 6f? \6
os )
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
Weekend fIyerﬁsmaﬂ%@s and foam planes.

“ R

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3

179 /233



Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

I think the registration/Remote ID of small/medium drones and models is not conducive of a thriving model aviation community. In
my opinion, the number of actual accidents/incidents involving a risk to human wellbeing is very very small, and collisions that
have happened with manned aircraft overseas have never resulted in injury. As far as | am aware, injury has only occurred when a
drone has directly hit a person, and this seems to occur when people are asked/paid to film events (races, festivals, sporting
events etc.), and thus disregard the 30m spacing rule. Thus the actual risk of injury to people seems to be miss represented and
missunderstood. | believe a more indepth independent review of actual risk is needed before any sweeping changes are enacted. If
each and every drone had to be registered, along with their owner, then drones would be more regulated than firearms. Which is
more dangerous, drones or firearms? | believe the danger of drones is almost solely concentrated with inexperienced pilots who
buy off the shelf drones and don't know the risks, so they break the rules and do stupid things. That is %your problem lies.

People who build their own drones and planes like | do know better, and how we fly reflects the actu vol ith flying, so
please don't punish us for having fun with our friends. Building and flying little aircraft is a great e expe and the
negativity from government and the press only succeeds in fear-mongering and turming peopleseff this\great The people who
buy a drone from the shop are the ones that need to be more educated, so if you really h e

light unmanned aviation, possibly implement education strategies instead of tuming us

ck d actual risks of

Qs ?. %
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ %

help achieve the desired objectives?

. & /\@

Do you think the proposed series of measures woul
address the problems and opportunities |dent|ﬁe

Are there any other problems
think of? /{ &

Q11 Y \ No
Do you agree with th % lementation

of the measures’>2 s
Page 4 \2\@

@ AN
Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Respondent skipped this question

Q10 % spondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Respondent skipped this question
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Respondent skipped this question

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the 4
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipp Qstion

Are there any other major Rules changes we should

X

RS

Q18 Re%%kippv uestion
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Q~ &Q

Q19 4 R Qent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor R N 6
changes? !

Q20 & &Q Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes @ou d co%w?

Page 5 O E \i

Q21 Q @ Respondent skipped this question
Should we intraduce t @ed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pijlot

Q22 &

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have
on you?

Respondent skipped this question

Q23 Respondent skipped this question

What format should this test take?
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Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28
What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu

>\

Q29

What do you think of the proposed syste
digital platform) and requirements (e\

ity
authentication)? & &
registering a drone?

eightt\@ for
o K2
Should certain dron% d to be registered (select

n (e.

Q30

Should there be a mi

all that apply)

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this questi

=

N oYX
%@“d(&%ﬂ\is question

X

dent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question
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Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9 !
Q36 @ &
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integratission doQEn?

Slightly off topic, but a very clear, maximum 6 points poster should be developed of th@ maQ ar what the rules

are, and have it freely available. %
Q37 Respo Eipped testion

If you do not want your name or identifying information to V ?\
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Q~ &

Information Act requests that cover your submission.

17
A
Q&

O 9

X ™
S

&
&
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#36

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, June 03, 2021 9:35:53 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, June 03, 2021 10:21:35 PM
Time Spent: 00:45:42

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q2 Q/?“ %%

PR
) Q‘ &Q~

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o%\alf 2 \6

os O
Briefly tell us stin @
éa comm

I own and oper cial’ drone services company. | am also a pilot for Air New Zealand operating the Boeing 787. | have a
strong interest in drone int ion in New Zealand

N

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

A rules update is required. There should be prescribed rules for Part 102, seperate to Part 101, but so that all Part 102 operators
are operating within the same framework. Some Part 101 rules should stay (Shielded operations), but some should be changed
(Part 101 height restriction reduced). Part 102 operators could operate to 400 feet but subject to stricter licensing. Drone
registration is reasonable but only for larger aircraft (>15Kg) or for speeds >100Kph or BVLOS etc. Remote ID will not work, it will
not show who is at the controls, it will increase time and cost burden to operators already operating within the current rules. Similar
outcomes with geo-awareness. Responsible operators will bare the cost while rogue operators will find a way around or simply not
comply. Licensing should be introduced in a tiered fashion (Part 101 - height restrictions, drone restrictions(speed/weight), shielded
operations. Part 102 Annual competency, maintenance schedules allow flight over property, up to 400 feet (higher by NOTAM).
Part 103(?) BVLOS, fully autonomous, above 25(50?) Kg)

Q8 Yes, with changes , % &
i i Pl t::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would A case (t:.ome"(;earl) tQ .
help achieve the desired objectives? S TN OV‘% men @ €'a group
10

s? These people
pefators will be paying
enalties (drone

idence of a licence or
ins% S ?\
Q9 @ &Q

Do you think the proposed series of measures wou

address the problems and opportunities identifie

=&

Q10
Are there any other problems and o ﬂties y@h k of?
There is opportunity around educati Qure if &mi al classes/seminars were held, attendance would be high from
recreational users who are where%f safety%m lie.
Q11 O E % No,
. \ . . Please comment:
Do you agree roposed o of implementation . .
Some proposed measures are overbearing or simply won't
of the meas ? . .
@ achieve the desired resuilt.
Page 4 &\2\

Q12 Yes,
Please comment:
Part 101 - Recreational, Part 102 - Commercial (with its
own set of operation rules), Part 103 - Higher risk (Above
50Kg, High speed or BVLOS)

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?
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Q13 No ,

Please comment:

This should stay. It increases awareness of manned
aircraft operations. Part 101 operations should obtain
permission from the aerodrome operator, Part 102 can
operate as any other aircraft with a maximum height
subject to holding the required licence.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly Again, Part 101 operators, fly over theif own property or
de

above property?
property ‘Shielded". Part 102 no permission d.

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Q15 Yes - relax the require i an:ther
Please comment:
irefme for P, erators, Part

Keep the current re

102 operates at hts
Q16 Other ( ease Zea fy):
. . , . drone operator licence. Part 102
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the bi al ‘ )
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider u J annual competency assessmen
aller margins.

appropriate? Q~
Q17 4

Are there any other major Rules changes s u consnd
0

&

Part 102 should have its own prescribed rules ratlng to the same regulations. Currently 5 different Part 102

operators can have 5 different requi erati property. This would help with education of both operators and the
public. Licensing should also be set& le p C This would assist operators in their expectations and give training
providers some consistency.

Q18 Q?\ Yes,

Please comment:
Are there any m es to t s that would . .
As mentioned in above comments.

make them e u to nd?
% Respondent skipped this question
What do you thi proposed minor Rules
changes?
Q20 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5
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Q21 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

Part 61 licensed pilots should still qualify under this with
the additional requirement of a competency assessment
for operations under Part 102.

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Nil

written theory test (at a provid

Q23 A practical examination of sk@a Baper&l

What format should this test take?

Q
ot K0

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? 0

Q25 s\/ ?‘
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Q~ &Q

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 @y ndent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorlsatlons

to see?

Page 6

system? Registration will in no way achieve any safety
’ enhancement. Non compliant operators will simply ignore

Q27 Q No,
Pl t:
Should we intro th rop@ e registration e"’_‘se c9mm§n.

the requirement. On a small Mavic style drone the
registration will not be visible enough to provide any
& enforcement advantage.

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Cost for no benefit.
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Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Q30

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

What impact would remote ID li &
Huge cost, privacy and security ncerns.
Page 8

Should we cher @

®\®

geo-awareness?

&Q*

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:

Larger drones (>25-50Kg) or capable of high speed or
BVLOS drones should be registered.

Yes, others (please specify belovﬁ{

Please comment:

Yes, only register large, f rones bei ted ata
higher risk threshold @

mente Id be a nightmare, non-compliant

ors Id ply ignore this or if enforced it would
hacked. There are issues around the security of the

data e is a massive cost burden to operators already
within the regulations.

No,

Please comment:

Cost to the regulator and operators for an un-necessary
chart or electronic database for information that is already
available from certified sources. Monet should be spent
on education. Geo fences don't keep out non-compliant
operators now and they will only make operations more
difficult for compliant operators in the future. The cost
involved in implementation would be huge and passed on
to the industry. We don't need it. We already have
common data available and this would introduce the risk
of having conflicting data. Drone operators and manned
aircraft using information from the same source is the
safest most efficient option.
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Cost, operational inefficiencies, administrative time and cost.

Page 9
Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Everything is in the comments. Thank you to the ministry for inviting feedback. | look forward to the nm%p if the collaborative
approach is continued.

&K
QP

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @Q
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#37

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, June 02, 2021 8:33:50 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 1:08:51 AM
Time Spent: Over a day

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q2 Q/?“ %%

- PR
AN

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o%:ﬂf % \%

s O
Briefly tell us stin @
Quilt and

I have designe model aircraft since childhood. Currently | design, 3D print and fly model aircraft, primarily gliders
and small (nano to micro) qual pters, as a hobby.

o N

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

In a free society, regulations restricting long-held freedoms should be commensurate with the risk of the activity.
Model aircraft have been built and flown since before manned aviation began, and it is sad to see the freedom
to enjoy this activity put in jeopardy by the proliferation of multi-rotor drones.

That said, the fact that recreational multi-rotor drones have caused zero fatalities in the world during their entire existence
indicates that, despite perceptions, they are generally flown in a responsible manner and are remarkably safe compared to other
outdoor pursuits.

Proximity flying
The reason for this safety record is that most drones are flown recreationally either for racing around,a cotfrse or for filming scenic
videos while flying in close proximity to e.g. trees, cliffs, rock faces, or gorges. In other words, pl ere it e suicidal

for manned aircraft to fly. Flying a drone above 120 m is illegal but also results in relatively bariag footage.
Additionally, manned aircraft (apart from gliders, which don’t spend much time below 12 e heart ms away,
especially helicopters, allowing plenty of time to reduce altitude or land. Q
I think there should be exemptions from registration, remote id, and on-board ge —a eness, fo |onal shielded operations
(within 100 m of the shield and up to 20 m above the shield),
and more than 50 m away from people and property, for multi-rotors up to se to ere could be
tighter restrictions.
The potential damage from a UAV collision is not purely a functi ity and hardness of the materials are
the most important criteria. E.g. density determines the tennl &

arene:

So in addition, | think an exemption from registration, rem@te-i d geo- for low-density (foam, balsa or 3D printed),
gliders weighing up to 1 kg, flown below 120 m in uncm% alrspaceq'?o reasonable. If the glider has an electric power
hould

system (motor and battery, i.e. the "hard bits"), thisV igh | 00 g.

The current FPV observer requirement is ove as clearly dreamed up by manned aviation pilots,

which is a little ironic given the restnct m (esp Iy inthigh wing light aircraft) and frequency of

mid-air collisions between, light alrc s impossible to hear any external sounds, especially other aircraft,
whereas on the ground one can h a I| plane icopter well before anyone can see it.

I think there should be a reI e F r requirement, especially for shielded operations of sub-250 g

quad-rotors, which can |ver giving a 360 view as quickly as turning your head can, and are unlikely to
cause damage or inju n the \ e scenarios.

Q8 Yes, with changes

Do you think the propo ies of measures would

help achieve th(%& d objectives?

Q9 Yes, with changes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?
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Q11 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation
of the measures?

Page 4

Q12 I don't know

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes,

. . - . Please comment:
Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight

distance from aerodromes? I suggest keeping the existing @l\ 2
) to 4 km, shielded operati uld be mo ow a
maximum height lim % ove

Q14 Yes —use’ ces' rnative,
. . Please c
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly . < ::

uld
ropeny

ight to fly at near the safe
/occupiers complain, but is
ining consent is impractical.

2 Yes - &dlstances' as an alternative,

Q15
Should we change the requirement to gain consent t Pl omment:

’ K ? Y Obvio s , this would not be a right to fly at near the safe
above people?

e to people if they complain, but is for situations

A@ where obtaining consent is impractical.
&\ E 50 meters

above property? (?bwo
IS

Q16

If we use ‘safe distances’ as rnatiye

consent provision, what d S)w I& consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question
Are there ath r maj I changes we should

consider?

Q18 & No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?
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Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5

Q21

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have
on you?

Q23

What format should this test take?

Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

4

Q25

Do you agree with the proposed special
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202

organisations? & &
Q26 C) %

Is there any other sp ;thorisat' \would like
to see? ;\

Page 6 @

Q27 Q\

Should we introduc
system?

e proposed drone registration

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

Passing the (free) online test would result in the pilot
being issued with a unique, life-long id number they would

use to label their > 250g drones. ]

Q &
QP

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with changes,

Please comment:

Surely it is the pilot that should be registered, not their
drones individually. | can see a reason for keeping a
register of all the firearms in the country in addition
registering their owners, but firearms are designed for
killing and are relatively hard to make. It would be simpler,
cheaper and much more practical for pilots who complete
the online exam successfully to receive a unique id
number which they display on all their drones.
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Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I design and 3D print gliders and small quad-copters as a hobby. Each design goes through many iterations so | generate a large
number of aircraft and parts of aircraft, transferring parts where possible, commonly creating more than one new combination for a
single day of flying.

Under the proposed registration system | would have to register each aircraft and variation of same, because they are not suitable
for flying at the flat MFNZ field nearby and the gliders typically weigh between 250 g and 1 kg.

Registering all of these individually seems pointless and impractical!

Why does each aircraft need to be individually registered?

Surely attaching an id number identifying the registered owner would achieve the same goals?

Q29 @ &
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requir@s (e0. id@‘

3
)

nt'weight as the threshold ,

authentication)?
I think issuing pilots who pass a (free) online test with a unique, life-long id number %@

their drones with would be a workable system.

Q30 Yes, but'With’a diff

.. . P, ;

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for v Tfen | ed 1o 1 ka for |
registering a drone? gjormu es- .ncreas. 01kg 'or ?W

density fo b or 3D printed gliders/electric gliders

Q MOse ower syistems (motor and battery, i.e. the "hard
4 bits"@h less than 200 g.
Q31 %V ! Ye;, drones flown solely indoors,
istered (&QL

Should certain drones not need to b Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) & Model Flying New Zealand sites)
C) % Yes, others (please specify below),
?\ \ Please comment:
O \ The potential damage from a drone collision is not purely
a function of total mass. The density and hardness of the
materials are the most important criteria. E.g. density
Q determines the terminal velocity. | am in favour of a
registration exemption for sub 250g micro-quads (flying
% below 120 m), but | also think that weight limit should be
& increased to 1kg for R/C gliders constructed primarily from
foam, balsa/film or which are mostly 3D printed. These
need to be much bigger than a mini-quad to fly effectively
but are safer in a collision because of their low density
and soft materials. It is generally not practical to fly pure
gliders, especially slope soarers, at MFNZ flat field sites.
I am also in favour of an exemption for shielded operation
of drones up to 700 g. Of course, neither model gliders nor

drones should be flown if manned aircraft, especially
hang-gliders or para-gliders, are operating in the vicinity.
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Page 7

Q32 No,
Please comment:
It is impractical on small drones and gliders because the
weight and power requirements and | know how unreliable
GPS can be in the electrically noisy environment of, say,
a quad-rotor. It is no substitute for spatial separation of
drones from manned aircraft in my opinion. Therefore,
there should be exemptions for sub-250 g drones, and

light low density R/C gliders flown either shielded or below

120 m. There should also be exem% multi-rotors

below 700 g flown under shielde ratiens. | cafi see

the point of remote id for heavy%ercial drones, but |
flights

think that the majority of de will &

Should we introduce remote ID?

icles would do that
weather. One
might be in agriculture
y want the equivalent of
s full-sized aircraft flying

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? QQ
with juring anyone or damaging property.

I have designed, built and flown model aircraft er 50 years| wi juri i
Having to install remote devices in many of m both expensive and time consuming for me.

An exemption for MFNZ fields would be se for ause the local field is not suitable for the
types of flying I enjoy (I also don't e in cI imity to high powered model aircraft and model helicopters).
Page 8 \2
Q34 Yes,
. Pl t:
Should we ¢ introducin awareness? ease commen

A mobile phone app could be useful. However, this risks
giving pilots a false sense of security if it gives a green
light to fly. There is no substitute for common sense when
deciding whether or not it is safe to fly. E.g. not flying if
there is any possibility a para or hang glider might be in,
or come into, the vicinity. Regarding on-board GPS control
systems, there should be exemptions for sub-250 g
drones, and light low density R/C gliders flown either
shielded or below 120 m. There should also be
exemptions for multi-rotors below 700 g flown under
shielded operations.
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Having to integrate a commercial GPS control system into the models
and quads | have built would be expensive and extremely annoying.
GPS systems can be unreliable and slow to achieve a fix, especially on small quad-rotors.

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the 4
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

S A
O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @Q
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#38

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 12:15:27 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 12:47:40 PM
Time Spent: 00:32:13

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

. Q)A

dez ?\ %
A
&K
S LK
&

Q4 &\ & 2 Non-government organisation/advocacy group,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? %
\ who you represent.:
?\ ? Redzone Drone Racing Incorporated
es Qp
S

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones

drone racing. We d we lease in the Christchurch Redzone for our activities and meet 1-2 times a week depending on the

Redzone Drone Raci orporated is the only incorporated society for drone racing in New Zealand and the Christchurch club for
& [
season.

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

The proposed series of measures will not significantly decrease the lack of compliance and ineffective enforcement problems.
Most people know there are rules out there, but are not bothered to look into them or abide by them - the body of people who are
currently causing issues, won't adhere to the new measures.

Targeting a different group from above, the proposed rules aside from Remote Identification could however be useful hen trying to
integrate commercial activities.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would
See above.

help achieve the desired objectives? % &
Q9 Yes, with changes , Q Q
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Please comment: @ O

address the problems and opportunities identified? See above. %

Q10 Respoyfe, sEipped léstion

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can V

think of? @ Q_
Q11 ! 2 Yes &

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation O

of the measures? A%\/ 4
Page 4 &\ &Q‘

- @ g

Should drones have their % ndal GX art?

- % \ Yes,

Should we r@ fourgkilomegre minimum flight Please comment:

distance fromMaerodro The height stTouId be incrementally i-ncreased from the
base of the airport out. If you are flying on the boundary of
the 4km distance, it makes no sense to be able to go
& from shielded, to the 400ft (or airspace) height boundary.

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipp%Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

RS

Q18 No !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @ &

uestion

Q20 Re% kipp
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~

A
o &Q@Q

Should we introduce the proposed b alific

for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~

Q22

What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ &y have on you?
None, we hold MFN v@ \

W IR §
What format should thi ake?

Q24 No

Electronic/online theory test

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

No RemotelD for MFNZ members at approved fields.

Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? !
Q28 Respondent skipped this que% 2&

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q O

Q29 Respondent sk squ Q
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity @ %

authentication)?

Q30 Q&iﬂ\ grams as the weight threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 ! Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain drones not need to be\ﬁred (s,@t~ Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) & & Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Page 7 ?\ s
Q32 O g\ I don't know,
. Q‘ Please comment:
Shouldwe IQ ren@_ More detail on what the Remote ID would involve needs to

be given. An exemption for MFNZ sites should also be

given.
Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Q34

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will

be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.

A
S
S
&

4

I don't know,

Please comment:

Geo-awareness with a creation of a digital map is a good
idea, however enforcing this on certain drones makes
things difficult and restrictive even when they may be
completely legal.

Respondent skipped this question
Respondent skipped thiQsti; Q~
ed this

Respo%mvﬁ

ion

4
&
N &Q~

X
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#39

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 1:36:11 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 1:46:06 PM
Time Spent: 00:09:55

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

. v
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

0 QD

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

as OE
Briefly tell us f:Q!iest in @

To me they aret0ys that | €njoy flying and capturing some amazing footage

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Agree with most of it.

Q8 Yes, with changes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No,
Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would If vou means problems as stu Ie fivin
address the problems and opportunities identified? y P ying
ese

around airports and at time; hey uIdn
measure wouldn't stop VQ
Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? ?\
s around getting approvals is a

I think we need to also be more flexible around where we can fly e. g d th

nightmare so if we have rules in place and know who is flying what ould eX|bIe around areas where people can
fly within the rules.

Q11 Yes Q

Do you agree with the proposed order of im Wﬂon
of the measures?

Page 4

Q12 Yes

Should drones have t@y?land@le Part?

Q13 Yes

Should we r%w the fo! metre minimum flight

distance from rod@

Q14 Yes — remove the consent provision completely

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 30 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent skipp Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

RS

Q18 No !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would %

Q20 Re%%kippv uestion
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

Page 5 4

Q21 \/
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alificah&
for Part 101 drone pilots? &\

R
What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?
e li

well 1 would expect ion fo x ke myself just playing with his drone to be less complex that a commercial drone
pilot but again th stop A@r m ruining it for all of us. The most important piece is know who is flying what so that if

something haQ can get the! e them or ban them from flying drones again.

A

Q23 Electronic/online theory test
What format shc@is test take?
Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

4

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? &

Q28 %
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @E

N/A Q}’ ?\
Q29 Q~ &
What do you think of the proposed system desigh‘& digital pl m) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? V

For someone like myself who always flies K@Ies no is!ues.

Q30 &\ &2 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimum v@thresh
registering a drone? ?\ \
Q31 O \E Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certaij gs not nee registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that appl @ Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Q32 I don't know

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the k
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %

Q37 Respondent skippe@Qstion O

If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission. @?\
»
4K
v, O
SO
NS
O O
X
S
& <<§
P
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#40

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 1:41:10 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 2:20:07 PM
Time Spent: 00:38:57

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

. v
A
&K

S &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

os O
Briefly tell us i: stin @

Have implemented a UAV al, training and induction process within a Forestry company | work for. Fly recreational use

occasionally. %

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Overall it is a practical and sensisble proposal for improving the drone aviation system.

Q8 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Yes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would % ) 3

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 @
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? %

Insurance companies state cover is conditional on following the 12 rules' %ﬂy as les are technically exceeded
because they are not practical, and therefore insurance is possibly in ]eop@ les can%nded that would allow small
scale drone flights in rural areas especially to continue and be fuIIy in

Must not make the system so prescriptive or difficult to obtain es Q% staff utilising the technology as part of
the improving productivity in their day to day operations. M spem@vo Id remove innovation from the sector and
force reliance on a small group of advanced, costly opera Is.

Opportunity to review the 400ft above ground lev for flying ov‘p errain to remove issue of being non-compliant.

The proposed changes over a scale of years makes it

Q11 Yes,
Pl t:
Do you agree with the proposed ro mpl ntation ease commer
of the measures? . .
6 practical to implement.

Page 4
Qa Yes,
Please comment:
Should drones have t tandalone Rule Part? . . .
Makes it easier for drone users of all levels to interpret
and follow. When implementing rules within an

organisation it was hard to match rules to exact legislation
to justify to management. one standalone rule set would
have clarified this easier.
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Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Not always reasonable especially around unmanned
aerodromes. For example flying over cutover for imagery
capture in a forest estate over private land, far from
others, in the hills far away from any other activity, but
technically falls just within the 4km boundary of an
unmanned aerodrome. Operation is non compliant legally,
and technically could be argued is uninsured, but hard to
justify why.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

Q14 No - keep the existing consent n%n,
Please comment:
should be

above property? The presumptive right to fly ove prop:
exist. Drone operators d ow the ris ay
exist over other pro ple trees
may be being fe f . rone that has
flown over. A dr lnt ould cause a fire on
that propert

Q15 fe dls% an alternative,

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fIy

t of view maintaining safe distances is

above people?
re prac ic applicable in all circumstances.

Rem es the misunderstanding that this is a privacy
is also ambiguous when you have employees
@ on your own private property but cannot fly a

above to monitor safety or environmental
A performance without being in breach of this rule.

Q16 Other (please specify):

10m horizontal distance is appropriate but should extend
If we use ‘safe distances’ nat . rically all th | ; i
consent provision, what di (s) WO consider ~'Macone Ye 'C_ y € way above person fo avol
appropriate? drones falling directly on people.

Q& K
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Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Rule 101.207 (a) (3) — must not operate above 400 feet above ground level.

This rule is understandable in flat areas however when flying over steep hill country to take aerial imagery, if the drone does not
have the ability to follow terrain it can quickly exceed this ‘above ground level’ requirement as it flies out over the terrain that drops
away. A user could only be flying 40m above ground on the hillside launching place, but quickly be 200m above the ground as the
gully drops away steeply. Yet the drone clearly in sight on the same plane as the operator. It becomes impossible for aerial
surveys to be conducted across hill country without breaking this rule.

Issuing a NOTAM

The operation of the drone above 400ft can be conducted if following section 101.207 (c) of the rule whichirequires a NOTAM to be
issued for notification of other aviation users. However most operators have no ability or knowledge, o contagt or how to
get a NOTAM advisory issued so this is not utilised. The NOTAM system is not fit for purpose fo operat&ﬁn the 101
rules. There should be a system whereby users can notify through the Airshare platform the appropnai€ aut f their intention
to exceed the 400ft above ground level in hilly terrain in rural areas. The Airshare platform €@ k via t into the NOTAM
system for advising other aviation users if that is deemed acceptable.

Q18 Responden thi q%n
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @

make them easier for you to understand? V
Q19 Q&nd@%d this question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules ! Q

changes?

Q20 :@ 4 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other changes we K& side&’.Q~

Page 5 C) \%

m OTS e
Please comment:

Should we intro propﬁ;&\c pilot qualification . . .
for Part 101 @Ioﬁ? Support an online theory test for Part 101, to certify basic

users to operate. An online test, rather than an in person

@ course, is easily accessible to most and requires little
& committment in time and money so more likely to get

wide scale buy in. Costs associated with qualification
would have to be minimal in order to achieve widespread
compliance Age limit should at least match the drivers
licence age limit to truly understand the safety
implications.
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Q22

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Personally | have been through a drone training course offered by Massey Aviation so should not need to take a further test.
Within our in house training programme within the company having an online test for users to take would complement the current
drone induction process and give some legal weight to it.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

A
qualfication? Q OQ.

Q25 Yes %@ Q
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations %
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training

organisations?

Q26 T %%V“&Q!X: question

Q24 Yes, 16 years E A

Is there any other special authorisations you wo
to see?

Page 6 A%\/ ]
Q27 \ Q~ Yes,

Pl t:
Should we introduce the prop &we registration case commen
system?

Costs associated with registration would have to be
Q28 O \E

minimal in order to achieve widespread compliance

What impact drone regi n likely have on you?
Already have a istrati% edin Airshare. Something similar with little to no cost would be best to get full compliance.
Q29 &

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Digital platform is essential in this age for ease of use.
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Q30 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:

Should allow ‘toy* drones for little kids to continue
unregistered. These pose a smaller threat to the aviation
system and allow kids to learn about drones at a younger
age.

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 Yes, others (please specify below),

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:
all that apply) Toy drones and indoor drones should bi excempt.

> A
QX

Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? . . B @ .

Remote |dent|f|c$ nolos Qd be beneficial in
i warengs one operators and

i only be implemented
ifitisi ed into t manufacture. It is

u fw make t uirement if operators have to
u add @
. 4 3_ &

logy in order to comply.
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? \ QQ
Happy to share that information as long as th @st of complianCe as it would be a barrier to fair and even application
across the entire drone users.
A

Q34

I don't know,

. E Sj D Please comment:
Should we consid cmg 0 eness? .
Geo awareness to date is not a]ways accurate.

Awareness is OK but restriction doesn't work. Currently
Q drones with geo-fencing to not allow for operators who
have been given verbal or written approval to operate

& within that area to override the restriction.

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Q35

Happy to be made aware and comply with restrictions, but system must not prevent flight if approval has been granted from the
appropriate authority.

Page 9
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Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Innovation and benefits from drone technology also come from small scale users within rural industries such as forestry and
agriculture, utilising drones in their day to day work to improve operations such as monitoring environmental performance,
improving safety and small scale imagery capture. These operations are conducted in rural areas, far from public privacy issues,
air corridors, airports and urban areas, and are in most cases within the 101 rules framework. Issues around illegal incursion in the
controlled airspace of urban areas, should not restrict the legal use of drone in rural airspace far from any other activity.

While compliance and safety are of the utmost importance, proposed changes to rules should not make it so difficult for these
industries to achieve compliance that it becomes impossible to utilise drones in their day to day operations, and makes them
reliant on certified external providers. The use of drones under the current 101 rules allows for many benefits that improve
productivity and efficiency. If the system requires greater level of compliance and restrictions that mean industpy cannot make
use of drone technology, these productivity gains will be lost and only lead to increased costs to a%peciali one

services. :

Q37 Respondent ski %uesQO
If you do not want your name or identifying information to

be included, please note the reasons why below. This will ?\

be taken into account when we respond to any Official @

Information Act requests that cover your submission.

<
@A°
Lo
O
S
R
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#41

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 1:43:02 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 2:50:57 PM
Time Spent: 01:07:55

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

Page 2

. Vo0
S
o 4

mail address A 04
” A &Q‘

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? % _
\ who you represent.:
O?~ - ? Private company
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones
Our company USGK primarily for capturing aerial photography as part of forest management and landuse consulting.
Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7 Respondent skipped this question

What is your view on the proposed series of measures?
Are there any other alternatives you suggest we
consider?

Q8 Respondent skipped this question

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 Respondent skipped this question
Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Q,c O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
There are opportunities for fully autonomous and beyond—visual-Iine-of—sigl%r%alions.s

Q11 S| nt ski is question
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio &

of the measures? Q
Page 4 Q}/ O
Q12 A 4 Respondent skipped this question

Q13 C) \% Yes,
Please comment:
Should we review thesfol Eometr miium flight .
; % \ Suggested changes sound sensible.

distance from aeradr §

Q14 Q @ Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
. Please comment:

Should we change the ment to gain consent to fly . .

above prop erty’.& !n general, r'equmng consent to fly above private p.)r'operty
is a good thing. It should only be relaxed for specific
situations which protect privacy and/or there should be a
requirement for operators to apply for exemptions to the
current rules.

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

Operators should apply for exemptions and be able to
demonstrate they can do so safely and in a way that
protects privacy and does not cause nuisance.

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?
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Q16 50 meters

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should

consider?

Q18 Respondent skipped this question !

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? 2
Q19 Respondent skipp%Qstion O
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules % Q
changes? ?\ %

Q20 Re ogé §

kippv uestion
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘
Page 5 4 ! Q
AN
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alificah&
for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~

Rt
What impact would a basi qualifi \ ly have
on you? O \

Q23 Q @ Electronic/online theory test
What format uld we?

Q24 & No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Respondent skipped this question

Q25 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?
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Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28 Respondent skipped this que% 3 &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

Q29 Respondent ski %uest' O
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. ‘ % %

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? @
Q30 @( i{@he weight threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for

registering a drone? ! Q

Q31 \/ dent skipped this question
Should certain drones not need to be regist (seleel{

all that apply) &\ Q~

Page 7 C) %

Q32 Q; %\ Yes

Should we intro@r~ te ID? §\

Q33 2 @ Respondent skipped this question
iQOEb

What impact WOK ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?
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Page 9

Q36 Respondent skipped this question

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the
Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Q37

If you do not want your name or identifying information to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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HA42

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 2:49:54 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 3:02:32 PM
Time Spent: 00:12:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

Q1 Yes &
By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms @ Q~

Page 2
Q2 @?N P%
Name ?\

Vicki whittington @V&Q‘

Q3 4
Email address V

Q4 'Q

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

They have a us€ful place i rgencies and recreation

Q6 &\2\

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Rules are already being ignored by tourists.

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

of the measures?

Do you agree with the proposed order of im pIementatioQ~

Page 4

Q12

4

Should drones have their own st e Rule
R
Should we review thedowug-Kilometre i Xﬂ flight
distance from aerod @. : \

Should we change
above property?

N/
N\

Q14

t@&rent to gain consent to fly

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
Enough staff at CAA to enforce rules

Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:
Basic pilot qualifications good

- treated like driving licence.or @@dw "
Respondent ski &s- O
S0,
S
al
A

No ,
Please comment:
Leave that for safety

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

I'm extremely concerned about privacy - our back yards
are the last place for us to expect privacy. Maybe
exceptions could be made in a civil defence emergency or
for police chas8ng an offender

No - keep the existing requirement,
Please comment:
As above
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Q16 Other (please specify):

It won't work... easy to break a rule like this then ask for
forgiveness. The distance would only be an estimate at
the t8me and difficult to prove a breach....

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would N
make them easier for you to understand? E

Q19 @o O
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? % Q

As abovf %?\ P%

Q20 S| nt ski is question

Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &

Page 5 \/K
Q21 % Yes, with changes ,
. . \ Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed b h&t qual on ?a.lse C(?mme.n -
«\ & A ‘simple’ test is not enough to demonstrate situational

for Part 101 drone pilots? . o
awareness. Needs to be in depth training.

Q22
What impact would ilot tion likely have on you?
None QQ~ é

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based
X itten th test (at id

What format sh«hl test take? written theory test (at a provider)

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):

- 18
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification?
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Q25 I don't know

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?

Page 6 ~\
Q27 Yes, with changes, @ 2&

. . . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Redister ALL drones
system? 9 O

Q28 % %2
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @E %
None @V Q v

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system desigh‘& digital IQm) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? é

N4

Ok. Some terrain and cellphone coverage Q ut ou%ﬁ the cities means it may not work as plann3d

o ’&\ & No,

Pl t:

Should there be a minimum weighgthresh ease commen

isteri Register them all
registering a drone?

Q31 O \E No
Should cen@ S not nee registered (select

all that appl

Ry

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None
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Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

None

& <

QK
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integratién 'sch%ment?

I have not seen this information on any public platform at all! Were it not for m %uldn’ hay about it at all. It
makes me wonder how serious you really are about getting submissions fm@%rﬂ pub? @ 't think you've advised the

general public openly enough
Q37 E%’ndx is question

If you do not want your name or identifying information

be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any

Information Act requests that cover yKW{ O
Q&
OO
X &
"N

A
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#43

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 3:25:59 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 4:50:42 PM
Time Spent: 01:24:43

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

Q
Page 2 c§/ %Q
Q2 Q/?" %
PO
Q3 4% &

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

s O
Briefly tell us Qsest in @

I am really interésted in air@ colliding with or having to take last second avoiding action and limiting numbers of drones
being well regulated and nogafrée for all that may cause disruption to airports and operations as we have seen .

Penalties would have tosbe severe for rule breakers as a drone operators are in a zero physical harm position and of limited
consequences Wh&ol des with a passenger laden aircraft

. Q)A

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Drones need to be well regulated with well trained operators as drones could cause major disruption around airports especially

international airports.

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? ?\

This opportunity to set a standard needs to be done once and done rimtV

<

kind to everyone.

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implem ion
of the measures?

Q
page 4 NS (&
Q12 C)& &

Should drones have their %andalo?\ Part?

e 550 §
Should we review %' metre minimum flight
es”

distance from aer:

Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

&

No,

Please comment::

Any licencing cannot be simple or it will be abused by
people that do not care about consequences.

No,
Please comment:
As above

es no s by trying to be kind being to be

o, &
le mment:
! ification is not enough. Would E scooter be

ptable on a motorway?

No ,

Please comment:

101 with a more restrictions and harsher penalties
required.

Yes,

Please comment:

Traffic patterns change aroun aerodromes and helicopter
bases due winn

No - keep the existing consent provision,
Please comment:
Privacy

No - keep the existing requirement,
Please comment:
Small drones could hurt people.
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Q16 50 meters

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

N/A

Q18 1 don't know 4

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @ &
make them easier for you to understand? Q Q~
Q19 @ QO

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? %

Need to have consequencies ?\
Q20 @& Q.?\
LA

Are there any other changes we should consider?

X\

Page 5 A
Q21 &\ xz Yes, with changes ,
Should we introduce the prop@sedibasic p%ﬁli cation Please comment:

for Part 101 drone pilots? \ Needs to be greater than basic.
Q2 O \E

2
What impacQA a basic pilo lification likely have on you?
No worry to me &

What format should this test take?

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

written theory test (at a provider)

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 18

qualification?
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Q25 Yes

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

”

Page 6 @ &
Q27 Yes Q~
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration &

system? %
Q28 ?\
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

Minimal drones in the area %V &Q‘;
Q29 ! 3
What do you think of the proposed system dew. . digit ) and requirements (e.qg. identity

authentication)?
Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold,

- (A if
Should there be a minimu thr % B - .
registering a drone? v \ Any drones with TCAs or similar must be registered.

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certhones n@ to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) % Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Page 7

Q32 No,
Please comment:
Not going to work in remote areas where drones might be
used.

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

may caused disruption to flight paths

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?
S

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? Q§
Would keep drones out of hi traffic density areas. @Q O

Page 9

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the E 'Mne Q@ n discussion document?

Keep it well regulated Q~ &
Q37 v

Nﬁion tolbe in;uded, please note the reasons why below. This will
ffici rmation Act requests that cover your submission.

If you do not want your name or identifyi
be taken into account when we respond tg al

Please use &\
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#44

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, June 04, 2021 4:28:01 PM
Last Modified: Friday, June 04, 2021 4:59:36 PM
Time Spent: 00:31:34

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms
outlined above.

- e
S
Alster Girvan Q‘ &

o A
Who are you submitting o§ ki)gu)f? \6

os O
Briefly tell us terestin @

I am a flying m er of lying New Zealand, flying at MFNZ sites and occasionally in local parks. My children also fly
multirotors and model air

Q6

What is the postcode of where you live (or the organisation you represent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

Page 3
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Q7

What is your view on the proposed series of measures?
Are there any other alternatives you suggest we
consider?

Qs

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of measures would
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can
think of?

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

N
ulzq~
NS

imum flight

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own stand

C)&

Q13

Should we review th

distance from a

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q14

Q15

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly
above people?

f@\f
9

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with changes

I don't know

Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

T e%

mel

Yes,

Please comment:

There are obvious differences between UAVs and other
manned Part 101 aircraft such as paragliders

No ,

Please comment:

More complicated zones around airfields will be confusing
without adding anything. It should be enough to require
airfield permission to fly within the 4km perimeter but out
of the flight paths on the day.

Yes — use 'safe distances' as an alternative

Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative
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Q16 10 metres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would N
make them easier for you to understand? 2

S0
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? % Q
It is always a good idea to make rules easier to understand for everyone. % s : )

Q20 S| nt ski is question
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &

Page 5 4
A

Q21 % ! Yes,
. . Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed b T&&t qual on Eeasg CO;‘TGT: tsh t least a basic level of
for Part 101 drone pilots? x nsurnng that priots av.ea cast a basic leve f’
knowledge of the rules involved before they fly is a good
< ’ % idea.

c pilot ation likely have on you?

What impact w i
None. MFNZ s qualifi ilot. Children will be also.

Q23 % Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 Yes
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

I'd like to see MFNZ exemptions be included as special authorisations to cement them.

Page 6 %
Q27 Yes, with changes, Q~

. . . Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? Inguwdual pllf)t_ regis an %ratch and kit

ercial multirotors.
Q28 @E
What impact would drone registration likely have on you?
This could restrict my ability to fly in local parks if | have to r@% m«& el aircraft | own.

Q29 4 Q
What do you think of the proposed syste @W .g. dlgltorm) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)?

This is OK as long as there is a way for to be @t&access ID without age restriction or cost.

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimu ht thre or

registering a drone’>

Q @ Yes, others (please specify below),
Should certaindron

es to be registered (select Please comment:
all that apply) % MFNZ pilot flown aircraft already flying safely all over New

Zealand

Page 7

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
For any drone intended to fly above 400ft. Allow for
transferable unit registered to pilot to be moved between
aircraft in collection

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Restrict park flying

Page 8

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
99 Exempt MFNZ or at least allow it to trxsfer between

aircraft

Q35 b Q~
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @Q O
Restrict flying ability % Q

Page 9 %E %
Q36 @Mnt @ d this question
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in IHQ~ &

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? ]

Q37 ;V dent skipped this question

If you do not want your name or identifying i atio
be included, please note the reason elow. T,

be taken into account when we r to any
Information Act requests that coveryour sub ion.
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