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outlined above.

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

:::gez ?\ 6
- A
&K
S A
LR
" QD &Q‘

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

os O
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
I fly remote coﬁol plas@ers

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.
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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?

First off there are already rules in place to be able to prosecute an individual who is flying carelessly. Registration is not going to
stop idiots All that does is penalize The true enthusiast.from experience of flying for over 5Syears at a local park we have had no
property damage or accidents where a person has been injured. The main problem is with The likes of noel lemming etc selling
drones to the public..where as a model shop can and do give customer the important information of safety and responsibility for
handling a remote control plane drone and provide options like flying club or put them in touch with a trainer to help them

Q8 No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would As above

help achieve the desired objectives? % K &
Q9 No, Q Q =
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Please comment: %{ yQ

address the problems and opportunities identified? First off problems?ts tos are even
talking now like id Jnodel ould be sold by model

shop. Then a ssary i @n is given and follow
up @

2

Are there any other problems and opportunities you ca ? &

Q11 l@\/ 4 Ne,
_ ) Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed or e\ Itx@ As above

of the measures?
Page 4 ?g) s\%
Q12 O \ Yes,
. Pl t:
Should drone QMW own alone Rule Part? ease commen .
@ We already have them in place now
Q13 \2\ No ,
& Please comment:
ew t

Should we revi four-kilometre minimum flight

distance from aerodromes? It's fine | know about that so do my mate's that | fly with

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

Easy minimum height of 100metres no hover or circle
flight directly from above

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

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

' i Pl t:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly ease commen

above people? As above
Q16 Other (please specify):
100

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 nst the

Yes if our planes get shot at or damaged by dogs as mine has or anything else we should be (o] a clai i
individual responsible @ O

Q18 No

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would ?\ 6
make them easier for you to understand? @
Q@’ &

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules change
i »io)

Q20 QQ/ ~\
Are there any other changes we w& sider’.Q~
) ?Q S
Page 5 O \é
Q21 Q~ @ No,

@ Please comment:

Should we intrigduce thegroposed basic pilot qualification o . .
for Part 101 drohe pilo E@ This is a hard One as DJI drone is really self flying..plane

Vs

glider most can't fly so 101 is pointless no kid buying DJI

& drone from Noel lemming etc will care about that..as |
have said I've been flying 5 years taught by other pilots at
The feild for me that's the best way

Q22

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

None I'd pass no worries | already checked it out on line passed.my point is it's not The drone or most pilots its the accountability
from seller's of drones to provide safety and teach to create a good safe pilot
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q23 Electronicl/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 No,

. . L Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Why are vou auvs trving to aet monevlis we work hard Al
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training y are yougrystying to g 4

organisations? week just so we can fly our plan t alecal par
safely.why punish The Good b%:ome youngyself
absorbed person shits on theules'When vy, ve already
in place a means to pr @ O

Q !

26 %
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see? ?“ s%
No & v

Page 6

Q27 4 0
. \ ioft @ comment:
Should we introduce the proposed drone r@ ! This"is the American crap why are we bringing it here as |

system? ) o ] s
have said no incidents flying over 5 years this is all
&\ Q~ geared to get money why

2 O @,
What impact would drone ation i ave on you?
Shit loads weight fO%QU(iin@ del dangerous as cg out and why bicycles are not registered and heaps of accidents

have happened th er me

Q29 Q Q/

What do you thio‘@ proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Crap money spinner

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

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 5kg

registering a drone?
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q31 Yes, others (please specify below),
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) Local parks not in flight zones
Page 7

Q32 No,

Please comment:

i ?
Should we introduce remote ID Why? Push bikes aren't are they any safer

)

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? Q~
| would sell my gear @Q O

Page 8

Q34 No

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? g\ e
V2 UIK in place

Q35 4 Q
What impact would geo-awareness likely ha Wu? O

It's an freedom taken away from me at the m just enj flight a my park in the weekend and catch up with my mate's
flying too and go home | don't need buls)—'\ 'S, trying t her'¢ash out of my hard earned money to give it to lazy b@#$tards
S

who doesn't even fly a model thems& &
Page 9 ?\ \%
Q36 O \s

Do you have e feedba@nything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?
I

Not happy aboutithis cra|
America 14 million in Qne .

ife and leave us alone you already have rules in place to prosecute.we are a tiny country not

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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Enabling Drone Integration

#H2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, May 15, 2021 11:35:27 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, May 15, 2021 12:51:46 PM
Time Spent: 01:16:19

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v
A
&K

S &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us f: stin @

I fly multirotors*and fixed creationally.

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?

| agree with the spirit of the document.

With registration | think owners of recreational aircraft should be registered and use their number on

their aircraft because usually they will have multiple aircraft flying one at a time.

Commercial aircraft should have individual registration numbers. Companies may have many aircraft and pilots.

Q8 No,

. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would

help achieve the desired objectives? Yes as regards education. People canlearn the rules.
’ However there will always be peopl choose to be

i inue to o te

X

non compliant. These people
outside the law because they can:

Q9 Yes, with chang@@

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 % &Q‘

Humans being human there will always be non complianc:

Do you agree with the proposed order entati

of the measures? &\ Q
Page 4 C) \%
Q12 QE % Yes,
Please comment:
Should drones t wn St \ne Rule Part? _ . o
Multi rotors should be separate from fixed wing aircraft.
While both classes fly they do so in completely different
ways. They also may have completely different control
% methods. Multi rotors are inherently unstable and require

Qu Q%}/ @Q

flight controllers while fixed wing are inherently stable and

& do not require a flight controller.

Q13 No

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

77413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,

Please comment:

An altitude of 30 meters (100 feet) should be suitable in
most cases.

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

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

An altitude of 30 meters (100 feet) should be suitable in
most cases.

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? Q

Q1 Q/ Q

’ &,
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? ?\ 6
Beyond visual line of sight for part 101. With recent improvements in equi@etter ﬁan%ps,

reliable flight controllers etc, the ruling on this might be relaxed. %V

Q18 spondent Skipped this question

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that WQA Q

make them easier for you to understand? V
Q19 A@ 4Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the propose NRuleS Q‘
changes? C) &
Q20
e

Are there any othe: s w
Page 5 Q\@

Q21 «h
Should we introduce'the proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots?

\E Respondent skipped this question
\ onsider?

Yes,

Please comment:

This is education rather than qualification. The more
knowledge a pilot has the less likely they are to be a
problem.

Q22

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

It might add to the one | already have.

8/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

What format should this test take? written theory test (at a provider)

Q24 Yes, 16 years
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Yes

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skmped@'tmn OQ

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations ]

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

Page 6 @E i ;
Q27 @ @‘
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration QEB ec

mmercial drepes as per document. A company ma
system? P pany may
y drones and pilots. Recreational drones,
e owner and use their registration number on all

@V aurcraft An owner can only fly one at a time.

Q28 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would drone registratioh, likely ha&

Q29

What do you think _of opos Xﬁm design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?,

It should Wor pt |mpI Some of us are old and feeble)

Please remem ot all access to computers. Perhaps keep paper registration as an

option. &

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

Please comment:

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 300 to 500gramms.

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)
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Enabling Drone Integration

Page 7

Q32 No,
Please comment:
Remote ID will not enhance the situational awareness of
drone operators by itself. This is learned through
appropriate training and education.

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? ]

&
Q&
o G 20

. . . Please ment: 6
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? g n@

| don't know. It might enable me to do a lot more or it could stop me flying altogether. It depends o
what is implemented and how. %

Geo fe been inplace with DJI since 2015. The

t W s in plac t of machines. Perhaps the
e fine@‘ software?
Q35 E Res ent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you® 2

Page 9 \ Q~
Q36 & & Respondent skipped this question
Do you have any other fe db@v any@e in the

Enabling Drone Integratio ssion ? t?

Q37 : \

If you do no@t ur name or identifying information to
p

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

Respondent skipped this question
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Enabling Drone Integration

#3

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, May 16, 2021 7:17:55 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, May 16, 2021 7:56:50 PM
Time Spent: 00:38:54

IP Address: _

Page 1

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

QO
Page 2 %@ %Q
. S
Chris Jackson @V ?\

&R

(I:r::ail address é
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o%\alf f? \6

os O
Briefly tell us stin @

. Q)A

Flying UAV comimercially f years, model aircraft for 35. NZ Representative team member at Drone Worlds 2016. Flown for UN
disaster relief team, and OS trials. Ex X-Craft Chief pilot, ex Aeronavics Operations Manager and Chief engineer.
CAR101.202 appr& son/organisation. UAVNZ executive. MFNZ President. Ex Air NZ senior aircraft engineer.

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?

The rules do require updating, there have been many known faults with them for previous years.

Basic pilot qualification is a good idea, provided it is done with effective education program.

Drone registration achieves nothing for safety, it might provide some data and income however.

Without enforcement personal nothing will be enforced, tech to do it is irrelevant. Remote ID tech is fairly poorly understood within
the document and overlooks many technical issues.

Geo-Awareness is better described as an updated and corrected airspace map, ideally available to third parties via API.

Fix the known issues with the rules, resource CAA to effectively educate and enforce.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

The problems are not wi
and whilst in the ext
wont be good, th

low (once in 400 e nts have all been
proven to be i d \%quence. The solution
is education a g engaged with the

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

sectog C V\
Q9 ith ng ,
ease comment:

Do you think the proposed series of measures woul ) o ) o .
Y prop The Wasie qualification has merit, provided its done with

address the problems and opportunities identifie _ } )
a tion program that works. Airshare is a mess, an
@ ive that has correct information and provides

@V access to the CTR will solve many issues. It needs to
A E feature all airspace, at least that below 400ft.

- C

Are there any other probl pp iti ou can think of?

Training standards for nd 1 extremely variable, with numerous examples being made to CAA.

Without a standardi us and mini course length, an incident is going to occur.

CASA has num ments aining standards, eg https://www.casa.gov.au/sites/default/files/advisory-circulars-101-
0l-remotely- raft-syStems-licensing-operations-annex-a.pdf and New Zealand CAA has nothing. This lack of guidance
material is causing a very,l rift between the good and bad CAR101.202 and Part 141 organisations standards.

Q11 & No,

. . . Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation Order is irrelevant
of the measures? '

Page 4
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q12 I don't know,
Please comment:
If it remains CAR101, and the various manned aspects
within CAR101 move elsewhere, it may have merit.

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 No ,
Please comment:

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight o .
4km works well, making it more complex will cause

distance from aerodromes?

confusion.
Q14 Yes - remove the consent provism%mpletely,
. . Please comment:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly ’

above property? Its unenforceable and does not I @ e risk way. it

was intended. Q
Q15 Yes - use ‘safe@%(as : @ rn;lve

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

Q16 ®v€ ;
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the Q~ &

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

Q17 Q/ O
Are there any other major Rules changes Wwe Shoul &er?
101.3 - Updated Definitions, includin@}erodr e ndaries (water aerodrome boundaries)

101.202 - Documentation around the process of .2023application, conditions on its approval, responsibilities, privileges, the
requirement of a Fit and Proper primary pers
Further expansion and documentatio t c

h as training syllabus or aircraft standards, could be covered under a future
Advisory Circular or ot
101.202(3) should

ation of th
ent e %ARNL
>\ ser should be able to request a NOTAM, this would help improve effectiveness of
the NOTAM syste

Essentially thi uldvresult it a Party149 “lite” existing internally to CAR101, aligning with ICAO Model Regulation.
101.205 - Requires clarification” and simplification

101.209 - Removal of ment for an observer flying FPV when shielded
101.211 - Remova ors" as its irrelevant if shielded.. and turn the lights on.

Q18 Yes,

Please comment:

Many numerous tweaks the fixes require implementation,
including the ACs.

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 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5

Q21 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

24.99 kg with an online test is absurd and will result in
people getting hurt! The current limit of 15kg is a high limit

for someone with a very low level qual'!ication.

oz Q) A
What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you? Q‘

Nil ;@ QO
Q23 Other (pl s%{y): 6
Practic%:? ation a est, backed with online
co

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

What format should this test take?

thew : ?\
Q24 Q& &2
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 & 4Yes,

. Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed s N@a h ; ial authorisati
given to Part 141 and Part 101.2 p €y are not special authonisations...

organisations? C)
o o)

Is there any othe, uthori

=
RS

Q27

oris
ved in

5

Respondent skipped this question

27

you would like

No,

Please comment:

Perhaps annual reporting of sales from retailers is a better
option, will provide better statistical value.

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

14/413



Enabling Drone Integration

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, but with a different weight as the threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand si

Yes, others (please eQIow), O 3
Please commen%
All RPAS th$ than
Page 7 & ?‘
&

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors !
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific @a d areas (e.g.
t

ease comment:
Its feasible and poorly considered.

Qndent skipped this question

Should we introduce remote ID?

o
What impact would remote ID likely @ ou? Q

Page 8

Q34 ; $\ I don't know,
Should we consi '@cing N reness? Please comment:

An updated digital airspace map would be great, removing

IQ
the commercial aspirations by introducing something with
@ government control would be useful to the industry.
Q35 ,Qz\

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Very little

Page 9
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Enabling Drone Integration

Q36

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

Greater community/stakeholder engagement, and technical knowledge, is required by MOT and CAA before considering large
changes to the the regulatory system.

The document talks about improving the social license of RPAS, but then references Gatwick and "drone operators dont know the
rules" etc, which reads very hypocritically.

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 Q k

be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#H4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 17, 2021 8:20:46 AM
Last Modified: Monday, May 17, 2021 11:35:25 AM
Time Spent: 03:14:39

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %
S

VX
Evan Wrig Q& &Q~

&\\OQ

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

Briefly tell us stin @
Recreational p busi&@e drone for the local District Council

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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Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

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

Support the recommended changes.

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? &
& X
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q

system. This would "prewarn” the agency of either a new platform or oper:

CAA/ e sale of an aircraft or
ing the It also lets the new
owner/operator know that there are ongoing obligations with respect to%A/ A e.g. ing,’licensing etc.

Q11 ; 3

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation Pleasgfcommert:
Y 9 prop P Som the measures could possibly be implemented

of the measures? c T T
@V tly e.g. qualification and registration

| think that there is opportunity to mandate that retailers of UAVs are requireghto

Page 4
Yes,

o (2
Should drones have their Please comment:

aRul ?

dalo @ art Have a single source of information without the
O \ requirement to refer to multiple CARs

2 %3 A\

Should we re the

.. . Please comment:
ligmetre minimum flight The layered airspace arrangement is supported but gettin
distance from aerodro ; Yy p 9 upp utg g

the required level of knowledge into part time recreational
users may prove difficult. Would areas be asymmetric
around an airfield to take into account circuit direction.
Could this prove difficult to administer.

18/413
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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 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?

4

o

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes W

consider? A !

Q18 /Q ,SQ
Sy

Are there any minor changes@ Rules
make them easier for yov stan \

A\
QQ\Q’

What do you think ofithe proposed minor Rules changes?

Q19

Good

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

No

Page 5

Yes — remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

Under Part 101 it can take considerable time to "door
knock™ all properties under an intended flight path to get
the occupiers approval. This can be seen as a negative
by an operator so they ignore the requirement to obtain
consent.

Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

Different events involving people havedifferent contexts.
For example, the risk of flying over. le in a Christmas
Parade has different safety requirement to flyi ver
sparsely populated park areas. A

h the ratog has
to make a subjective cal the risk an@bility to
operate safely. How thiS i ved i to legislate
for. Placing the on %oper@ ems to be the

i TP
2

@%ent skipped this question

Yes,

Please comment:

Generally the language being used must acknowledge that
the reader may not have a deep understanding of aviation
so any terms must be in plain language. An example is
flying within 4km of an aerodrome. Does this include
topdressing strips or private airfields not listed in the AIP.
Define an an aerodrome.
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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?

| would need to formally qualify but | don't see that as a major obstacle to flying

Q23 Electroniclonline theory test

What format should this test take? @ > &
Q24 Yes, 16 years Q 02
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot %@ Q

qualification? %
Q25 | don't%E %

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations V ?“

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training

organisations? Q~ &

Q26 4 Q

Is there any other special authorisations y@ke t se@

Para 154 - Who would be infringement offi;Q\ ow @be trained and qualified to issue infringement?
Page 6 6&

Q27 ?‘ $\ Yes
Should we introd @opos registration
system? Q‘

Q28
What impact would drepe registration likely have on you?

It would be an additional step and cost of operating but as it would only have to be done once its not a problem

Q29

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

A digital platform is the way to go. It could tie in with the record of sale from a retailer therefore ensuring that the aircraft is actually
registered. Consideration needs to be given to operators who fly the aircraft but don't own it i.e. fly as a role in their occupation.
Who is the registered owner?

20/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q30 Yes, with 250 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 registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Page 7

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
Some areas of the coun
coverage therefore t

to be able to ope% e

Q33 Q
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? V ?\
Its an additional cost in buy/retrofit but its a one off cost so no bi . &Q‘

Should we introduce remote ID?

Page 8

Should we consider introducing geo-a@ ? 4

Q35 C&
What impact would geo-aﬁf likel nyou?
tter in th

Would be able to com 1@ this is a developing areas which | dont have a great deal of knowledge in at the
moment 2 s\

Page 9 2 Q\@

Q36 &

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

No further comments

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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#5

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 17, 2021 6:22:02 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 17, 2021 8:06:30 PM
Time Spent: 01:44:28

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
— QQ/ 24
Q4 &\ & Local government
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us stin @
Q/ Operat

We undertake i “ Flood Protection, asset management / inspections, environmental & construction monitoring,
Aerial Photography, Photo etry & Volumetric analysis

AN

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, All drones should be registered with CAA & have transponders so manned & unmanned Aircraft have situational
awareness of Aerial operations. This would also be a good feature to be able to identify who owns the drone. One step better,
would be if ATC could deactivate a drone (if flown illegally in an airport for instance)

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
DJI drones already incorporate geozones. In controlled

airspace, they are locked & require thepilot to obtain
authorization to fly. This is a good feature. JThe

missing link is Situational awar A trans er &
drone registration is well ovifdue. Q~
Q9 Yes, with chang @ O
. . Please comment;
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % . .
ce dr ? is it possible to
t

address the problems and opportunities identified? The hObbyiSVg

enforce that AKL drones_ha ponders & registered
especiallythose che ehouse /supercheap variety ?

Q10 %ﬂd&this question
youcan 2

Are there any other problems and opportunities
think of? Q

Q11 @\/ ] Ye;
Do you agree with the proposed ord implementation

of the measures? & &

Page 4 ?g) \%

Q12 O \i No ,

Please comment:
Should drones ir ow one Rule Part? . - .
The Part 101 & 102 is sufficient, a quicker turnaround for

UAOQC applications (from CAA) would be appreciated

. ¥

Please comment:
It is sufficient

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

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

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

i do not agree with Flying drones over properties without
prior permission

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?

consider?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question !
Are there any other major Rules changes we should @ &
Q18 I don't know @:

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would %

make them easier for you to understand? ?\ 6
&
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? V&Q‘

Fine
Qent skipped this question

Q20 \/
Are there any other changes we should

&

Q21

. \ Please comment:
Should we mtroduce osed qualification Basic th test derstandi ¢ CAR Part 101
fOl" Part 101 drone asic eory test 1or unaerstanding o al

Yes,

Q22

What impact Would b ot qualification likely have on you?

No impact. | have Part 101 & 102 certificates

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this 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

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

no

Q27 Yes Q~
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q O
system? %

Q28 ?‘
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @
none.. @V Qv
<& %’\
What do you think of the proposed system desi % digit ) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? %
fine A@ 4

3 &
Q30 & &
Should there be a minimu g)thr %
registering a drone?

o &

Q31 No,
Should cert@ones not'need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) % All drones should register

Page 7

No

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? ) ) )
As long as it does not impact the operation
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None, if anything it would make the operation feel safer

Page 8

Q34 | don't know,
Please comment:

the DJI drone shave this built in - GEOiONES

Q35 % &
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? Q Q~
It could likely complicate our DJI operations within Geozones ? @

Page 9 & < F%
Q36 w t ski e%uestion
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Q &é‘

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? Q~

Q37 \
If you do not want your name or identifyin Mn tm

be included, please note the reasons why,b . Thi
be taken into account when we resp ny Offi
Information Act requests that cov Ns mi

R
T

& Q/@
&

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

@gent skipped this question
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#6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 17, 2021 9:02:56 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 17, 2021 9:12:14 PM
Time Spent: 00:09:17

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? \%
os )
Briefly tell us f;Q!iest in @

L
X
)

Pilot

NS

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 proposed measures are a great start.

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 stx

tre mihj ight

@

Q13

Should we review the four
distance from aerodr

Q14
Should we CQQ
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?

ulzﬁ~

e ent to gain consent to fly

Yes,
Please comment::
Every size drone to be registered.

Yes !
Respondent sklpp%;estlon O

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 I don't know

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?

Not worth the effort @

Q20 @
Are there any other changes we should consider? %

No @v

Page 5 @V Q~E

Q21
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot quaﬁ‘%on Pleaﬁjmme”t_:
for Part 101 drone pilots? V 0 m age is needed
Q22 & 4
What impact would a basic pilot lification Ii&@&n you?
None O %

RN

Q23 O % A practical examination of skill and a paper based
What format sh @Wi 2t & \ written theory test (at a provider)
4 2

Yes, 16 years

Q2
Should there be jq um 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

Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,

. . . PI t:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration ease commen

system? All drones registered regardless of weight
Q;l L
What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

»
D0

Q29 %
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital nd requi nts (e.g. identity

platfo v
authentication)? V Q~

Q30 4 : &

Should there be a minimum weight thresh fw E‘t)mmem:
registering a drone? ! weights
Q31 &

Should certain drones not need to be register

O
g QQ_

Q32

@ Yes
Should we introdu&% D7

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

If it was like ADSB we maybe able to spot them on ADSB IN

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

None

Page 9
Q36 \ &
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion do@.

| had a near miss with a drone on takeoff from an aerodrome. Never even knew it was ¢ have @ in a downed
plane.

Q37 Respongént leped this ;ﬁ%n
If you do not want your name or identifying information to
be included, please note the reasons why below. This will V

be taken into account when we respond to any Official Q~

Information Act requests that cover your submission. Q~
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#i

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 7:02:01 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 7:22:45 AM
Time Spent: 00:20:44

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

:ge 2 ?\ %
- (<>f</ QY‘%
& A

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

N\
o OV
Briefly tell USQ%EQ in @\

Fishing. Work

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?

Min age for pilot

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 im pIem@l&)n

of the measures?
Page 4

Q12
e Part?

Should drones have their nQ&ialon\
Q13 O E

Should we r four minimum flight
distance fro erod%

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?

2

Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
Training may not help, as flight problems seem to be gps

and flight input won't help.

Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:

License for pilot to ensure min a an
people need to underst ules and ri ve
been an rc pilot for and |t t stamp out

the idiots.

Respo%%ed é@
&Q~

Yes,
Please comment:
Max height ie 30m

Yes,
Please comment:
Height ceiling less and no flying in flight path

Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
Please comment:
No fly over personal property, but crown land allowed

Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative
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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 sklpp Qstlon O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 Re o&klpp guestlon
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

Page 5 4 Q
Q21 V |th changes,

Please comment:

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

Should we introduce the proposed baS|c allflc
for Part 101 drone pilots? Reduce the weight. 16years the are not responsible
o &2

What impact would a bas |ﬁ \ ly have on you?
I would take the test O

Q2 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

3
What format Shou|d%&ke’) written theory test (at a provider)

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 18

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?

Fishing only license, used for work only

Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

9

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Q29 ?*%%%Q

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platfo d requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? v

7R

Q30 4 Y& -
> ¢ t:
Should there be a minimum weight thresh@ th?en

registering a drone? A
Q31 &\ 2 Yes, drones flown solely indoors

Should certain drones not ne@e registered,(select
all that apply) ?\ E \
Page 7 Q~: @

Q32

@ Yes
Should we introdu&@ D?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Would comply

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
I do use current app to log flight

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Would use

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que% &

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %Q
Q37 Responden kk%his q®2

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

q y QQ\/&Q‘V
4" K
@AC
Qv A
NS
O &
X &
Q@ D
\2{0
&
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#8

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 9:21:38 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 9:36:29 AM
Time Spent: 00:14:50

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %

RS
N A

. &

Email address V

o QD

Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
Qs O \s
Briefly tell us Qmest in @
maintaining aviafion safe @

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?

Measure look okay, but drone registration and identification needs to happen sooner rather than later.

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?

& e

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

this is a fast moving industry and the law and regulations need to keep pa%?\ 5 %

Q11 )

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio
of the measures?
S00

Page 4 %\/ O
Q12 \A Yes
Should drones have their own standalone Ru :

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

S'hOUId > from aaf thl o imum fiight but drone identification is required
distance from a@ gs?
Q14 2

No - keep the existing consent provision,
. . Please comment:
Should we chang equirement to gain consent to fly

above property? privacy is paramount

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly still need to think about drone reliability

above people?

38/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q16 Other (please specify):

. . 20 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 No

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?

definitely require drone pilot qualifications @?\ s : >

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&&t qualifi $
for Part 101 drone pilots? «\ &
C) % Respondent skipped this question

Q22

What impact would ic pilot qu e\\ikely have
on you? E §&

Yes

Q23 Other (please specify):

What format should thi fke? elec.troniclonline theory t_est (ina <?ont_rolled/sef:ure
& environment and a practical examination of skill)

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?
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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% &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) @rem
authentication)? §~

great idea - sooner rather than later &

Q30 Q&iﬂ\ &%s 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 b ﬁred (s t Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) &G\ & Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Q32 O \E Yes
Should we |QQ %ID.

Q33

rem
What impact wo@

mote ID likely have on you?

. identity

Page 7

Respondent skipped this question

Page 8

Q34 Yes

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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#9

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 9:26:43 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 10:09:56 AM
Time Spent: 00:43:13

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %

F
N oX

Scott Qg &Q~

::1ail address é

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

Q5 v %\
L,SQQ,%@

¥

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?

Design the drone system from the start with a view to be compatible with, or at the very least complimentary to, traditional ATM
and aircraft systems.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

I suggest the Basic Pilot Qualification is assessed and
administered by the CAA's examination partner ASPEQ.
In this way, drone pilot databases are i the same format

as and can be easily cross-referen ith traditignal pilot
databases. In due course, addi uahficat&ll be
P

needed that sit in the gap b e ic ilot and
PPL/CPL/ATPL. :
Q9 Yes, with chan @ Q
to NZ, bot a)mically and

Please com

om droneuse IS loss of life caused by
i ision. Therefore drone
ermed Remote ID in the

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

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

aircraft. In due course, lower range/other formats of
electronic conspicuity can then be adopted to aid drone v
drone deconfliction and aircraft awareness of smaller

& drones (although the fundamental of drones giving way to
aircraft should remain extant).

Q10 Q?\ é\

Are there any o ms rtunities you can think of?

Licensing ren for es that are effectively traditional aircraft but without a pilot on board. The flight dynamics and
aerodynamic forées on adi RPAS that takes off and lands like a traditional aircraft are vastly different than those of a
multi-rotor drone with ity (which are virtually impossible to fly without the aid of said auto stability). The Royal Air Force
RPAS Branch (Re ing system, and British Army Watchkeeper training might be a good place to start in terms of a
syllabus.

r) trai

Q11 No,

Please comment:

Geo-Awareness is integrally linked to electronic
conspicuity (remote ID), so the two need to run in parallel.

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

Page 4
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Q12 Yes

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Review, but not reduce. 4km distance from aerodrome
should be considered an absolute minimum and not
reduced. The exclusion zone needs to take into account
both the size of the traditional aircraft circuit and the size
of the aerodrome. In some instances, such as NZAA and
NZCH the distance needs to be much ;reater. Approach

to NZQN Rwy 05 is also a partic ern. Noj
aerodrome locations should al:%der this&ory
such as certain glaciers, hes, Op: tions; river
beds that are regularly @traditio S.
GeoFencing should ili extens ensure
compliance. % Q

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

Q14 I don't ,E

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property? y theyfence abo 7 | understand that enforcement
' % t, b @ Afsee that as a valid reason to remove
arule. Iti iculg to police low flying, yet we still have

! rules for it. | think the UK drone code, which has been in

oper: in various forms since at least 2017 is a good
DIace tart. https://register-drones.caa.co.uk/drone-
%V \® ihere-you-can-fly.

Q15 \ No - keep the existing requirement,
i i Pl t:
Should we change the reqwrecn)t ain consent to’fly ease commen

above people? % See above.

Q16 Q E \,% 50 meters
If we use ‘safe S’ as ive to the
consent provi ‘what di@ would you consider

appropriate®
Q1 Q\

7
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Part 102. Obligation for operators to ‘Notify’ other users of activities. This effectively shuts out traditional users of high density
areas in the Southern Alps. Wording should be changed to ‘Engage’ with a view to coming to an agreed set of activities for 102
drone operators and traditional users. A significant organisation that needs to be kept in the loop is the Southern Alps MBZ User
Group. This also extends to other high density and high demand areas of NZ.
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Q18 No

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?

Fine

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider? @ > &
v Q&
Page 5 %@ Q
Q21 Yes, ?‘ %

Please% t:

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification assd d administered by ASPEQ.

for Part 101 drone pilots? w

Q22
What impact would a basic pilot qualification likel e on you?Q

More confidence that drone pilots can operate SQV

Q23 \ Q~ Electronic/online theory test
What format should this test tt?)& &

m
Should there be a @1 age \i pilot
qualification? Q~

Q24

Q25 @ Yes
Do you agree with'the‘proposed special authorisations

given to Part 14 Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26

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

Nil.

Page 6
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Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Confident that drone operators will receive important rule/operating updates and that enforcement can take place if necessary.

Q29 !
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and reqmrement ntlty
authentication)?

While current drone applications do not warrant inclusion on the aircraft register, much like tln Ilcebgtlme will come

where certain drones will need to be registered by the CAA.

Q30 Yes, W|th 2 %t threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 Q&@ r&%euy indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select mment:

all that apply) ouId still require registration (in the interests of

Page 7 ,&\ &
Q32 Yes,
Please comment:

See earlier comment. Should begin with ADS-B IN

\i capability with a view to automatic avoidance of ADS-B

Should we introduce rem

OUT transmissions, i.e. automatic/Al application of CAA
rule Part 101.213 Right of Way. Larger aircraft-sized
drones should also transmit ADS-B OUT and be fully

% compliant with existing ATM.

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Q33

Confident that the likely hood of drone v aircraft mid-air collision is reduced.

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

Drone specific maps should simplify but not remove
significant aeronautical information. i.e. the types of
airspace don't matter, simply that all airspace that is
prohibited is labelled as such (MOAs, Danger Areas,
Restricted Areas etc). Geo Fencing should be extensively
used to ensure compliance around aerodromes, hospitals,
military, prisons, sensitive nature areas, certain public
conservation land etc. See also previous comment about
non-aerodrome landing sites for traditional aircraft.

S A
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? O Q~

Confident that drones cannot go where they will constitute a hazard or cause nuisance. @

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Page 9

\io %

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the E dlscussmn document?

Please keep me in the loop with developments, particularly OQB!ue of pilot lleensing in the gaps that | have identified.

If you do not want your name or identifyi yﬁlon to\be |nc;uded please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we respond td, any’ Offici mation Act requests that cover your submission.

Q37
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#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 14, 2021 10:07:16 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 11:04:51 AM
Time Spent: Over a day

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v O
R Q}/Q/QY‘%
Q3 4Q~ &

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

. o?;@%\
&

Recreational R&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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Q7

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

1- Please register the pilot, rather than the aircraft.

2- Please consider that fixed wing aircraft models are different to multi rotors. They are not generally used for photography and
hence are not often flown in restricted/built up areas. They could be made exempt or have different rules. Why are all "drones”
being treated with the same rules? when they all have different flying characteristics.

3- Why when all the proposed rules are in place will maned aircraft have less restrictions than drones? This is a severe double
standard. A para glider pilot will still be able to fly off a hill without any form of remote ID.

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q8 Yes, with changes !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &
Q9 Yes, with changes @Q

Do you think the proposed series of measures would %

address the problems and opportunities identified? ‘ %2
Q10 Re%% §
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can @

think of? Q~
Q11 4 Ye
Do you agree with the proposed order of im eWtion O

of the measures?

Page 4 &\A &Q‘

Q12 C) \% Yes
Should drones have @En stan@ le Part?

Q13 Q Yes

Should we review the foti-Kilopmetre minimum flight
distance from aerodro 7

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 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?

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

make them easier for you to understand?
Q19 @o O 3
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? % Q

| agree with removing the spotter requirement for fpv flying. The job descriptien tter is @ spotter will not be able to
prevent an incident from happening. Modern flight computers on fpv aircr. i return h function are a much better
option for regaining control when the video feed breaks down. V

Q20 Q&nd@pﬁd this question

Are there any other changes we should consider? !

Page 5 A%\/ !
Q21 \
Should we introduce the prop &

ic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilots? é
Q22 O E \i}

What impact W(Qﬂasic pi@caﬁon likely have on you?
As an experie@ pilot it @ worry me.

Q23 zQz\

What format should this test take?

Electronic/online theory test

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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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 on you?

Q29

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

authentication)?

Q30 %V !
Should there be a minimum weight t Ad for
registering a drone? & &

Q31 Q~ @
Should cenQones not'need to be registered (select
all that apply) %

Page 7

Yes

Respondent skipped this question

4
QO A
O X
cesponder
(3‘

Yes, with changes

is qliesti

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

Its not the weight, but weight combined with velocity that
effects collision energy. Unless the maximum velocity of
the aircraft is in the equation why is this rule being
considered? Also the materials the drones are made from
has a huge effect on the collision damage.

Yes, others (please specify below),

Please comment:

Please register the pilots, not the drones. Its impossible
to be able to fly more than one drone at a time.
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Q32 No,
Please comment:
It's better to prevent than cure, | believe the resources
spent on remote ID would be better spent on educating
drone operators with the rules. Remote 1D will not stop
people who want to break the rules. If you want better
safety a self policing culture needs to be in place. This
will not happen with big brother type policy's.

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? !
Added expenses and complications to the enjoyment of my hobby. % &

Q'
. 0L

L . Please c : %
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? . . .
I believé this isyrequire how can you blame
ors

bre irspace rules when there is

operat Wﬂ
kaasy Q efined map currently.
Q35 Q &
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on.yk? OQ

I would always check it before flying in a new I%N !
Page 9 /&\ &Q
Q36 C) % Respondent skipped this question
Do you have any othe % on x else in the
Enabling Drone Integ @ scusa'\ ocument?
Q37 2' 2 g Respondent skipped this question
If you do not want you %r identifying information to
t

be included, pleas reasons why below. This will
be taken into acvﬁ§ en we respond to any Official

Information Act requests that cover your submission.
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#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 10:57:57 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 11:31:15 AM
Time Spent: 00:33:17

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

:ge 2 ?\ %
- (<>f</ QY‘%
& A

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

os o &
Briefly tell us stin @
Collision risk. a privat@

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?
A drone heavier than about 250g is heavy enough to damage or destroy a small aircraft. The pilot of such a drone must be either

a legally-responsible adult, or a child under direct supervision of an adult. The pilot (or their supervisor) must take responsibility,
they must be capable of being criminally liable in the event of an accident.

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 youcan
think of?

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed ord impleme n
of the measures? & &

Page 4

Q12 Q‘ @

Should dronQave the)@tandalone Rule Part?
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?

No,
Please comment::
As stated above, these measures relax restrictions on

drone operators but do not ensure resﬂnsibilty is taken

for safe operations. &
No, Q‘
Please comment:
ir drone collides with

Pilot qualification
tRe aircraft is at

is imbalance the drone
r their actions.

Q%nd& this question

Please comment:

We should not allow children to fly heavy drones when
those children cannot be held criminally liable for their
actions. Qualifications are no solution.

I don't know

No

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Drones represent a risk both of invasion of privacy and of
personal hazard
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Q15 No - keep the existing requirement,

Please comment:

Flying a heavy drone overhead a person puts that person
at risk of bodily harm, while the drone operator is not
faced with the same personal risk. People do not take the
same kind of care when their own person is not at risk.
Qualification will not fix this.

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

Q16 Other (please specify):

i X Consent is required
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the q

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

Q17 Respondent skipped II'@Stion Q~
Are there any other major Rules changes we should O
consider? %

ot o Q/?* %%Q

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? @V Q

Q19 espo d$pped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q

changes?

Q20 & Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes we@ona Q

C’\%

Q21 No,
Please comment:
A minimum age is necessary

Page 5

Should we | e propo asic p||0t qualification
for Part 101 e pllots

Q22 &b
What impact would a'basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

| fly a small aeroplane, allowing children to fly heavy drones puts me at direct personal risk

Q23 Other (please specify):

What format should this test take? The nature of the test does not address the problem
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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

None

What do you think of the propos(%&ys desi

authentication)? :

Likely to raise costs for dron

Q30 O
Should there Qinimu w hreshold for
ne?

registering a

Q31

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

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu.

Q )@

. digit

with(@ng effective responsibility

Yes, other age (please specify):
The age when someone is regarded by the law as an
adult, fully responsible for their actions

No

Respondent skipped this question !

al platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

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

No,
Please comment:
Only if the identification was via standard ADS-B
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

If identification was via ADS-B (e.g. for large drones) it would provide a safety benefit to aircraft operators

Page 8

Q34 No,
Please comment:

Drone operators must themselves identify safe areas to
operate their drones. A digital map would diminish

responsibility. Inevitably the digi ap tain
mistakes, or would be off-line drone oOperator

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 %; %E

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? V ?\

Diminish safety Q@ &Q

Page 9 K

Q36 %V ! Respondent skipped this question
szh i the

Do you have any other feedback on g
Enabling Drone Integration discu oNcume

C) \q , Respondent skipped this question
If you do not want yo ame or identifying,information to
be included, pleas e rea \i below. This will
be taken into ac t whHen we r to any Official
Information Q ests that your submission.

A

Q37
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#12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 12:31:56 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 12:49:07 PM
Time Spent: 00:17:10

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %

&K
N AN

::heehan 4 Q& &Q~

Emall address Q}/ \\
Qs &\A &Q‘ other,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

. -
Who are you submitting on behalf 9f~ \% who you represent.:
: ?\ ? My Company
Q5 2Q~
s

Briefly tell u ur interegt iprdrones
Business activity &
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?

Heading in the right direction

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would remain flexabile

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 I don't know,

. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would trial and error - retain ability to track
address the problems and opportunities identified? v

Q10 @O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
Full ADSB - support ground station funding and implimentation @?\

Q11 s\/ Q )
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementatioQ~ &2

of the measures? Q
o O
4 No ,

Q12 A
1 Pl t:
Should drones have their own st;@ RUI& _ease commen
airspace management
Q13 Y \% Yes,
Pl t:
Should we review th om inimum flight ease commen

distance from aQ& ? 1 KM with full ADSB
Q14 2 @ Yes — use 'safe distances' as an alternative

Should we chang equirement 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 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?

Try these first

Qis No 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? ?@ %

possative @ %

o &Y Qj

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

X\
v/
Page 5 \A@ 4

Q21 & ,Sq Yes
Should we introduce the prop@d))asic pilot lification

for Part 101 drone pilots? ?\ \

Q22 O \E

What impac a basic pilo lification likely have on you?
Law / Navigation% Airs Q

S

What format should this test take?

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

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?

Page 6 4 &

Q27 Yes, @

. . . Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration d e?ts,eff(;m;‘]e" " Q~
system? on't inflate the 005@ O

Q28 % %

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

provide freedom to fly without filing flight Plans @ ?“
AN

What do you think of the proposed system desigh‘& digital IQm) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? é

obvious method A@V !
Q30 &\ &2 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

.. X Please comment:
Should there be a minimum v@thresh@ include available flight time say 5 min

registering a drone? ?\ \
O \E Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Q31
Should cer[wgs not nee registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that appl @ Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Public acceptance
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Page 8
Q34 Yes,
. . . Please comment:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
manditory

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

risk management !
Page 9 @ Q&
Q36 Respondent skippe @stion O

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

Q37 Respo@(ipp tthquestion
If you do not want your name or identifying information to V

be included, please note the reasons why below. This wil

be taken into account when we respond to any Official &

Information Act requests that cover your submls,ﬂ Q
A
NS
O ©
F &

N\

& <<§
&
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#13

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 1:55:24 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 2:18:17 PM
Time Spent: 00:22:52

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v O
N Q}/Q/QY‘%
Q3 4% &

Email address V
Q4 &\ & E Non-government organisation/advocacy group,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

- n
Who are you submitting on behalf 9f~ \% who you represent.:
?\ s Auckland Gliding Club
s E

Briefly tell u ur interegt iprdrones
Nearby subdivisioK' many drones operating
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?

Do not allow drone operations near airports without notification.

Make drones identifiable by distinctive colour

Most drone applications | get are commercial, none from recreational operators.
Minimum training and licensing is justified

Not outside visual range

Q8 I don't know

Do you think the proposed series of measures would 4

help achieve the desired objectives? % &
Q9 I don't know Q Q

Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ O
address the problems and opportunities identified? % Q

Q10 Respo% ipped %stion
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can V
think of? @ Q_

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 QQ \ No

Should we r fourgkilometre minimum flight

distance from‘aerodro

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 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 I don't know !
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?

Confidence about St? ;
23

Q Q @ Electronic/online theory test
What format should thi ake?
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?
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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 6\ &

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Tracing and tracking @O
Q29 Respondentgski this q%z

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

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

authentication)? @V 2
Q30 Q’!s, anhArams as the weight threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 4
registering a drone?

Q31 & 4Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

Model Flying New Zealand sites
Should certain drones not need t& istere C ying )

all that apply) C) %
Page 7 \
X &

Q32 Yes

3
Should we iQuc remgte ID?
% Respondent skipped this question

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

66 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

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 discussion document?

No

Q37 Respondent skipped this que% >

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 @Q

Information Act requests that cover your submission. %
v o9
S
& A
4K
v, O
SO
NS
O O
X
N
& <<§
R
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#14

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:00:08 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:25:04 PM
Time Spent: 00:24:56

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

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

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
Qs O \s

Briefly tell us Qmest in @

I currently hav dron&

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?

The way the measures are going, you'll only be able to fly within your own property. What's going to happen when you want to
photograph/video a sporting event or us for a training purposes(sports, IE= Open water swimming running cycling )

Q8 No

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

Q9 Yes, with changes

Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &
address the problems and opportunities identified? Q Q~

Q10 %@ Q

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

A newer drone has a camera and you can see where you're going, as a ol eaper dron ’'t. It's the older/cheaper drones
that need looking into. V ?\

Q11 & 2

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? Q
Page 4 %\/ O
Q12 &\A 4

Should drones have their own\standalone @aﬂ’?

S S\

Should we revi ur-kil inimum flight Please comment:
9 Some drones will not take off within the 4km, unless you

distance fro rodrome
unlock them.

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

Yes - relax the consent provision in another way

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way

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

69/413



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 sklpp Qstlon O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 Re O&Mpp guestlon
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

Page 5 ! Q

Q21 V |th changes

Should we introduce the proposed baS|c il allflc

for Part 101 drone pilots? Q~

Q22 < ,
What impact would a ba&?& alifi \ ly have on you?
Time to do the quallilremen \

Q23 Q @ Electronic/online theory test
What format should% ake?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

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

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 Yes, with changes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

QA
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
Very little &

Q29 % %2
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ@g:zquiés (e.g. identity

authentication)? ?\

- XL

Q30 Yes, ith a different weight as the threshold ,
omment:

Should there be a minimum weight threshold MV .
drones are heavier

registering a drone? %
\A Q‘ Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
b lect

Q31
Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Should certain drones not nee &egisteré&
all that apply) !
\ Yes, others (please specify below),
O % Please comment:
Q g\ When used for spotting events
Page 7 2 &
Q32 & Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

None

Page 9 !
e, 'S
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integrati 6 nd

Q37 ?\ 2
If you do not want your name or identifying information to be mclud%g se not%asons why below. This will
ue

be taken into account when we respond to any Official Inform q over your submission.

Nope

o
@
Q&Q\
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#15

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:15:33 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:26:15 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:42

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

O
Page 2 %@ %Q
Q2 Q/?\ %
B 4 QY‘
Q3 4Q~ &

Email address

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

o O
Briefly tell USQQBest in @

just a hobby, nofi commer used to call them unpowered gliders in my day

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.

L
&
)

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?

private planes have a worse safety record , the current rules have pretty much killed the hobby already, more rules on top will be
the end

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? Q Q~

Q10 %Q/

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

flying a quad copter in your yard or at a park a a suitable distance from ot
4km around them exsp when the heli pad is on top of a high building V

Q11 Q-ng/ & 2
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? V O

Page 4 A@ 4

Q12 /&\ &2 I don't know

Should drones have their own\standalone @aﬂ’?

Q13 O \i Yes
Should we revi ur-kil inimum flight
distance frer om%

Q14 % Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative

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

, and Heli ports should not have

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

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? @ E&
Q19 Respondent skipp Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

RS

Q20 Re o&kippv uestion

Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘
Page 5 4 ! Q
AN

Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed basic& aliﬁca"-& ease commen

for Part 101 drone pilots? the licence should not incur an ongoing charge or have a
) Q~ requirement to join a club

Q22 C) %
What impact would aQ’chlot quali ikely have on you?

i have flown for 30, no bad \in the presence of others with one or at home , the qual could have me flying again , i
just gave up d e liability an d gave away most of my gliders, it sucked the fun of a peaceful flight right out of my
life.

Q23 x\e\ Electroniclonline 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 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 4
Q27 I don't know @ 2

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration O

system? &

Q28 Responden this q Z
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @ %

Q29 @ ent * is question
What do you think of the proposed system design (e. gQ~

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

Q30 Q/ !
Should there be a minimum welghtt

registering a drone? &

Q31 C) \% Yes, others (please specify below),

Should certain drone ed to ed (select Please comment:
all that apply) no registration

Q/\Q\ .

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold

Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? .
too expensive

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

id likely stop flying completely , making a glider and flying off the side of a cliff top with the gulls would just get too hard and no
longer be fun
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Page 8
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 Respondent skipped this que% &

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? @ O
Q37 Responden kip%mis q@Z

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 V
Information Act requests that cover your submission. @ Q~
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#16

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:28:28 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:35:38 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:09

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™
- &

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \%
os o)
Briefly tell us f:Q!iest in @

| fly the for recréational pu

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?

No

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

Q13

Should we review the four etre mihi %ight
distance from aerodr@. \

Q14 Q @
Should we cg; %n

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

Yes !

& <
Respondent skipp Qstion Q~
2070

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

I think consent required for flying over dense residential
properties but not more rural or public land

Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

I think consent required for flying over dense residential
properties but not more rural or public land

10 metres
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Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

I think consent required for flying over dense residential properties but not more rural or public land

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 @O
Are there any other changes we should consider? % Q
I think consent required for flying over dense residential properties but not w public %

Page 5 @\/ Q~§

Q21 QV; &

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot quaﬂ%on Q

for Part 101 drone pilots? V O

Q22 & 4 Respondent skipped this question
What impact would a basic pilot lification lik Qe'
on you? C)

Q23 ?‘ . é\’

What format shoug@t tak \

Electronic/online theory test

Q24 Q Yes, other age (please specify):
- .. 18

Should there be a mini ge 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?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

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

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 questch

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

Q30 Yes, with 250 g Qhreshold
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for %
registering a drone? @ %

Q31 | | @(&r@g y indoors

Should certain drones not need to be registered (selecQ~

all that apply) ! Q
Page 7 % Q

Q32 \A Q~ Yes
Should we introduce remote ID& &

Q33 Respondent skipped this question
What impact would r. lik e on you?
Page 8 @

% Yes

Should we consideriptroducing 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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#17

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:31:36 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 3:53:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:21:32

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 6
- <

N AN
::n Duff 4 Q& &Q~

Email address V
N A
Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \6

s O
Briefly tell us i; stin @

As part of my Job photographing real estate in the Coromandel | also use drones to photograph properties

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?

It should be mandatory to use a receiver to listen in to the intent of aircraft in the area, they are inexpensive to buy & being a
receiver no license is required to use them, and provide an invaluable overall picture of what that passing plane is doing or intends
to do.

Q8 Yes,
Please comment::
Hopefully, misinformation by the general public is

commonplace, | have learnt not to arglle with them when
they are wrong, hang your head, s r sorry alk off
even & avoid conflict, you can with a si ind.

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?

v o9
Q10 @ ?§

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can thi

As | mentioned above - receivers need to be mandatory, suc me 0 d® and pilots need to sharpen up & make the
required radio calls at the appropriate times, unfonunately: co

on pr@n in theé Coromandel...
Q11 \/ @

. . Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed order of enta Good luck
of the measures? He

Page 4 C)

N\
. QY& \%Qule Part?

Should drones Q‘ @

Q13 @
Should we review @kilometre minimum flight
distance from a romes?

Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

I don't know

No ,
Please comment:
That is more than adequate

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

its a tricky one as | have explained to property owners |
can fly right up to their boundary without their permission
while photographing their neighbours but if my drone is
200" above its very hard to tell if it is or not from the
neighbours point of view, so maybe more public notices
need to be out there to educate them
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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?

4

Q20

Page 5 &\

Q21

for Part 101 drone pil

Q22 Q @
What impact weuld a ic/pil

none as | sat my K expensive @ $2600)

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@

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

50 meters

Respondent skipped this question

0

s

Rffoent skipped this question

< ’ %& Yes
Should we introduce the p?&ed b@ alification

qualification likely have on you?

Electronic/online theory test

Respondent skipped this question

85/413



Enabling Drone Integration

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?

Page 6 4

Q27 Yes %

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q‘

system? @ O
%thls 2

Q28 Responden
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

Q29 @ ent is question
What do you think of the proposed system design (e. gQ~
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity ! Q

authentication)?

Q30 ! Yes, W|th 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimum weight t EAI] for

registering a drone? & &

Q31 C) % Yes, drones flown solely indoors

Should certain drone ed to ed (select
all that apply) ;
Page 7 Q
@ 1 don't know
Should we introduce¥emote ID?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

If I lost it | could find it easier

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
07
NS
O O
X
S
& <<§
P
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#18

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 4:30:26 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 4:55:30 PM
Time Spent: 00:25:03

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

- PR
AN

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \%

s O
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in @

| fly drones

MR

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 good and take the industry in the direction wanted, however, the remote ID and geo-awareness take away from overall
flight time. They will add weight and take on board power.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Most recreational drone pilots just want to enjoy flying the
drone. Most professionals need air time. Remote-ID's and
Geo-awareness devices will add weight and consume

onboard power resulting in shorter !ﬁ&mes Ifi

becomes too much, the drone come ur&

purpose. Q~
Q9 Yes, with chang @ O

Please commen

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

Q10 t ski %questlon
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can Q‘

think of?

Q11 4 Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of |’®Mﬁlon comment:

of the measures? With the caveat that you will also have to include the

2 persons/busmesses who sale drones.

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

See above.

Page 4
Q12 Yes,
XI Please comment:
Should drones h Wn St il There are huge differences between a model aeroplane or
model and a drone. One is just for recreation while the

other is also a scientific and technical tool.

Q13 Q\ No,

Please comment:
In some cases it is extreme, especially around the
seldom used though still controlled aerodromes.

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 It will be difficult to comply with a consent distance.

above property?
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Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

See above comment, although | have used a sign that
states: 'drone with camera operating in area, going beyond
this point will be assumed to confer consent to be
incidentally filmed.

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 % Q&
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? &

Drones should be registered and have a registration number displayed on them. %

Qa8 No Q )
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand? @V

Q19 Respopdent skipped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules 4

changes? V O

Q20 & k Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes we y@onsi&i

Page 5 ?\ S\%

Q21 O \ Yes

Should we in Q the propo asic pilot qualification

for Part 101 e pllots@

Q22 &b
What impact would a'basic pilot qualification likely have on you?

Little

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

None.

What do you think of the propos(%&ys desi

authentication)? C)

Q30 QO \E

Should there inimum w hreshold for
ne?

No issues

registering a
Q31

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

Page 7

What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu.

Q )@

. digit

Yes, 14 years

Respondent skipped this question !

al platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

No,
Please comment:

Register them all. What would stop that 'solely indoors’
drone from being taken outside. Why should Model Flying
NZ be special?
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Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
It will require on-board systems that will require power
usage. It will also add weight and reduce overall flight

Should we introduce remote ID?

time.
Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?
Shorter flights, more use of my extra batteries.
Page 8
Q34 Yes, 2
S . Pl t:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? ease commer
It will make the | dron ier however, again

will add weig h! reducing flight
tlmes E

Q35

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

Reduced flight times. ! Q
Page 9 %\/ O

Q36

Do you have any other feedba n\yhln &1 ae Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?
It is a move in the right dlrecf

Q37
If you do not our name tlfylng information to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken int ou tw pond to any Official Information Act requests that cover your submission.

g
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#19

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 2:41:02 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 5:49:46 PM
Time Spent: 03:08:43

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 ?\

Bob Girvan @V&Q‘

Q3 4 !
Email address V

o A

Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \6

os o)
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
Aerial photogQ anw

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

93/413



Q7

Enabling Drone Integration

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

Over kill. It's a similar situation to gun laws. It's not the law abiding gun/drone owner that is the problem. It is the ones who do not
follow the rules, regardless of what the rules are there will the rouge operator who will not be interested in any rules let alone

comply with them.

The majority of drone operators follow the rules and we do need another level of bureaucratic to solve a problem that can be

acheived through simple education.

Q8

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of

address the problems and oppor& identifi

Q10

Are there any other p

Q11 Q

Do you agree with the

of the measures?&

Page 4

Q12

think of? Sd)o@?syou -
Q.

No,

Please comment::

I am all for education but the cost d!'%ic qualification”
must be at a lower enough rate%one ope&v,\ill
readily participate. Drone Registr: isn answer.
All of the identified beneistrati D

by Basic Qualiﬁcati gistratic @

e achieved
p=elready comply

e would do
is provide more nts"on th
with the rules. N and 3t need an ineffective
bureaucratic to th % ’rolem. Registration
would o] pr% enue stream for whoever

Iyials
adminis sch s no secret Airways NZ would
Ii rovide a ory drone flight authorisation
i or e identification has not worked
ovefseas Q t work here. Waste of time until all
drone pranufacturers agree on a standard technology and

4 eve home built drones will bypass identification.

%V No’
Please comment:
92@5 for the reasons given above.

Respondent skipped this question

Please comment:

ed order of implementation

Yes

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?
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Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Review yes, but change if there is a real problem (as
aposed to preceived problem) to be solved.

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?

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an altetnative
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above people? %

Q16 30 metres @Q

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

appropriate? @?‘ P%
Q17 &Wnt ski e%question
Are there any other major Rules changes we should 2@ &Q‘

consider?

Q18 N @Q
Are there any minor changes to the Rule M

make them easier for you to understaﬂ

Q19 &\ & 3 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the p op@ninor
changes? s
0 %: \ Respondent skipped this question
er‘changés w

Q2
Are there arQ| %e ould consider?
Page 5 &\b

Q21 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment:

Yes, provided that the test can be completed at no or very
little cost. The purpose of the qualification like all
qualifications is education. Education should be the
primary goal. It should NOT be a revenue generating
exercise.

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?

None, | have already learnt the rules and abide by them.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 4

qualification? &
N
D ith th d ial authorisati Please comment: Q

0 you agree w e proposed special authorisations Not for part 101. - O S

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training - .
organisations? primary goal. It should’'NOT nue generating
exercise.

Q26 S| nt sk'Qe%question

Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see?
Page 6 \/ O
Q27 A@ 4 No,
Should we introduce the propose ro\re istrati Please comment:
system? prop & 9 Waste of time. Would only be seen up close in which
) case you would probably be able to see the operator. The
% other situation where the registration could and would
?N \ need to be read would be if the drone crashed while flying
illegally and was not distroyed. In which case registration
2 ;\ would not have prevented the illegal flight
Q28 Q
What impact woul&ﬂ% gistration likely have on you?

Potential cost

Q29

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

Not needed. Huge potential cost of implentation with little gains. Basic qualification will acheive the same result.
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Q30 Respondent skipped this question

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 Respondent skipped this question

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

Page 7
Q32 No, \ &
. Pl t:
Should we introduce remote ID? ease (.:Ommen . .
Cost of implentation and ance woul large
and the benefits woul ith basi
qualification. The F g ation is very
restrictive and ir% e nternet coverage.
There are v eassOf NZ esthere is no such
covera@ ?
Q33 @\/ Q
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? Q~ &
Cost, restrictive with ne benefits !
Page 8 A%\/ !
Q34 Q Q~ Yes,
. . . Pl t:
Should we consider introduci eo-awareness” ease commen .
IC) Awareness yes. Fencing only for safety sake. If an area
\ is fenced and an operator seeks permission to fly in that
?\ area it may mean a major effect is required to enable the
O \ drone to fly. Education is key here. Provide maps in easy
Q~ S to use formats.
Q35 Q Q/
What impact wo@areness likely have on you?

Potentially helpful. Poténtially restrictive.

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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#20

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 8:24:05 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 8:41:50 PM
Time Spent: 00:17:45

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6
PR

; Q‘ &Q~
"
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \%

s O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

Private Pilot PPL / Aircraft@wpé€r operator

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?

Remote identification publishing to the ADSB system for > 500" drones / within 5nm of airfields for aviation integration would be
sensible / good. Could be done by base stations.

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~
o0 Q/ %

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

Information of location / drones to in the air aviation users - eg ADSB @E %

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio
of the measures? s

Page 4 A%\/

Q12 \ Q~

Should drones have their own &me @'f

Q13 No ,
Pl t:

Should we review. @(llom imum flight 4kease commen f its whilst about

distance from aé ' omes? m is a minimum - flying circuits whilst worrying abou
identify / avoiding drones should not be the airborne

Q @ parties focus. Primary safety matter.

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 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~

R

What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?
None Q~C @

@ &
What format should thi ake?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

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?

Consideration for exisiting private owners and/or other CAA Aviation document holders. Eg flying near airfields with a radio license
/ comms.

Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28 Q : Q~
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @ O

Require registration %Q
Q29 @E %
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digi@h) a@?ements (e.g. identity

authentication)?

RealMe or CAA client id, digital platform, one time simple geng &

How do you deal with onsold / second hand drones? Multiple pilots

Q30 A@ 4 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimum weig Nho d for, Q~

registering a drone? &

Q31 ? \% Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

B2

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Increased safety as an aviation user

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

GEO awareness with other non-drone systems (eg airport, aircraft etc)

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Q a Q~

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? O

Q37 Respondent sk squ Q
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. @V ?\
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#21

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 11:15:38 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 12:27:54 AM
Time Spent: 01:12:15

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? \%
os )
Briefly tell us i;Q!iest in @

L
X
)

Recreational u

TR

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?

As a diy recreational park flyer the 2015 rule changes had a very chilling effect on my enjoyment of a hobby I loved. | am glad to
see consideration given to clarifying some of the ambiguity, the lifting of the consent requirements, and the recognition that FPV
and BVLOS flight is and will continue to be a big part of the industry moving forward.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Compliance will continue to be a challenge if unreasonable
barriers are put up. High compliance c@sts would be one

such barrier. Another barrier would ote ID
transmitters if they were either ive or a&nuch
weight, especially for lighter mod

S

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

Q9 I don't know,
. . Pl i
Do you think the proposed series of measures would eése commen .
. . While the co! made fit for
address the problems and opportunities identified? o
purpose, e, will find that those

ri i ss'the rules are seen as
ambiguous to be of any use. You are
Qgﬁ 0 haye trouble getting to the oblivious, and willfully
19

oranQuse o currently don't know any better.
OO

Are there any other problems and opport sou cwk of?

Keep costs to a minimum, make allow; xk ecre: t%odel flyers who arent flying the likes of DJI drones etc, but equally
do not fit into the confines of MFNZ.&m eth istration and marking of models etc too prescriptive or onerous.

Q11 ?\ \%

Do you agree with thosed rK implementation
of the measuresQ~

Page 4 2 \2\@

Q12 & Yes,

Please comment:

But only if it means that for example hobby model aircraft
flying outside the confines of MFNZ is freed up a bit. Also
if the Drone part allowed better for flight monitored through
live video feed or FPV

Yes

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Yes - remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

As mentioned, other legislation accounts for the privacy
concerns of using drones to spy or other nefarious
purposes. The consent provisions of the 2015 rules
change had a very chilling effect on legitimate recreational
hobby use and caused a lot of confusion, especially when
it came to public land.

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

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

. . Please comment:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly . .
Same as above, but keeping a saf ance from
above people?
g

strangers as a courtesy is prob, compgromise.
This should not be too prescripti ugh e ahbility of
the public to judge dista@ot always est

Q16 10 metres %@ Q

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the %

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider @ %

appropriate?

@

Are there any other major Rules changes we shoulj consider?

Better allowing for FPV and use of video monitoring for the Yikes of drones etc in Part 101.

Q18 $ 4I don't know

Are there any minor changes to t F%? at Q~

make them easier for you to understand? &

Q19 \% Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of@o 0S \ Rules

changes? Q~

Q20 Respondent skipped this question
@s we should consider?

Are there any oﬂ&

Page 5

Q21 I don't know,

Please comment:

If we do it should be set up in such a way that it is not a
significant barrier in either cost, convenience of obtaining,
or maintaining

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?

None really, as long as it is not cost prohibitive | would get it. As an airshare app user | find those sorts of things convenient.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? % N &
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations @ O

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training %

organisations? ?\ %

Q26 Re%%kippvsuestion

Is there any other special authorisations you would like @ Q~

to see? Q‘ &

Q27 I don't know,
. . . \ Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed d'i%lstrmq~ ease commen

system? I'm not sure how effective it would be, particularly at such
’ & & a light base weight.
Q28 ?\ \%

What impact would egistr \iely have on you?
@i?

Q25 Yes

Depends how g expen
What do you thi&h proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Any system would have to be both digital, and secure, with positive identification of users.

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

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 250q seems 100 light,

registering a drone?
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Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, others (please specify below),

all that apply) Please comment:
Park flyer class foam and balsa model aircraft should be
exempt

Page 7

Q32 No,

specific and | would think woul re relev Part

. Please comment:
Should we introduce remote ID? . .
Its use case for implementation QEI d to bespretty

102 flight. Relying on cellulai, WiFi¥or BIu h
transmission is also hig @ actical would rely on
the drone to be tethefedgo avmobile at is within

: ) at

sufficient cellul a. Equally, an

ADS-B transpon sys ould be quite cost
prohibitiv y to y recreational type
drones note that the ability to receive ADS-

B signals eir ne g models, they do not
%"”22.

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on youA

Unclear at this stage as I'm not sure what aircr% eed ity | o@e a DJI Mavic Air at the moment from a drone

perspective. | also have various foam aich e not used in a while.
Page 8 C)& %&
Q34 Y \ I don't know,

. . Pl t:
Should we consider n eness? ease commen

9 & The airshare app is a good start, particularly for pre-flight
Q~ planning. Integrating the spacial data into, for instance,
the DJI mapping data could be a good thing. But, not all
@ drones or model aircraft would have even the base
capability to make use of this in flight.

&

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Q35

On my DJI not alot as it already has some geo aware boundaries. | already use airshare, so if that was improved it might be good.

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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#22

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 9:13:25 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 9:43:39 AM
Time Spent: 00:30:14

IP Address: -

Page 1

outlined above.

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

:zge 2 ?\ %
- (<>f</ QY‘%
& A

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on b@f? \%
Qs O \s
Briefly tell us Qmest in @

Lifetime of photdgraphy. ZO@n RNZAF. Caught the Aerial view of photography

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?

Totally sensible.

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?

No ... so long as there is a sense of personal responsibility

Q11

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

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own n

Q13 \6
Should we review thl om imum flight
distance from a@ £s? é

Q14 @

Should we chang @irement to gain consent to fly
above property?

Q15

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

Yes,

Please comment::

This is the only way to go to maintain safety yet let the
drone operator achieve.

4
&%OQ/‘\
R

T

Yes,
Please comment:
As long as the drone operator is qualified.

Yes — remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:
Aircraft do it all the time ... 2?2?

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

Must fly outside of personal recognition and safety and
must have a genuine purpose for being there.
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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?

License the operator of a drone ( with a camera) that can exceed 100m from operator.

Q18 1 don't know, 4

. Please comment:
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Need more time to think %h' Q~
Q19 Respondent ski %uesQO

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes? @?\ E

Q20 \/ Q Q '
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q~ &

Need more time to consider ! Q
Page 5 %\/ ! :
A Yes
ion

Q21

Should we introduce the propo &ic pilot @c;:
for Part 101 drone pilots? %

Q22 O %
What impact wr@,ﬂ@sic pilet qualification likely have on you?

nil

written theory test (at a provider)

Q23 @ A practical examination of skill and a paper based

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 Yes,

Please comment:

Needs to be sufficient access to appropriate courses
where a 102 qualification can be given at the end of it

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

organisations?
provided the individual passes. | have had difficulty
finding one of these .

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

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

4
Page 6 &
Q27 Yes, Q%QQ‘

Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Without questio ter t @ Zgainst the
system?
operator. %
Q28 @ V s
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @ Q~
Nil Q~ &
Q29 > Q
What do you think of the proposed syste i ltal tform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?
perfect &Q‘
Q30 No,

Should there be a m'@i::elgh @for Please CO.lTlment:

registering a dron ; once qualified (102 or equivalent ) an operator should able

to fly and drone up to 20kg
Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain dr %eed 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,

Please comment:

i 2
Should we introduce remote 1D If all is legitimate ... where is the problem ....
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Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
Q34 Yes,

. . . Please comment:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? Logical

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Nil

Page 9

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabli
Thankyou for reassessing this important area as it needs to be.

able to put a camera where | need on. The general public n
appropriate reason. Drones are going to be use more and xore to their cost effectiveness , immediate response(for Police,
h

Fire , search and rescue etc) They now can carry som t equipmentite’help all those services .... Yet there needs to be proper
training around this. Getting a system in place to achieve this is pe @ ell done.

Q37 A@

If you do not want your name or jdentifying infoghation to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we=respond to icial Information Act requests that cover your submission.
%w

I am happy to be public as ngn fa K i
O N
& Q/@
PR

cell number 021779719
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#23

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 10:12:56 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 10:43:14 AM
Time Spent: 00:30:17

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™
:r;daBqu \\ Q& &Q~

Email address V

0 A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
as ()E
Briefly tell us f:Q!iest in @

As the director'dand GM of Aerghavics, | have been active in the drone industry for a long time (since 2008) - | felt compelled to
also respond as a person% e director of flight ops represents the company's point of view.

AN

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 my opinion the proposed series of measures address the main issues required to ensure safe drone operation by both
commercial and recreational operators and present a good foundation to progress towards full drone integration into NZ airspace.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
Generally Yes. Some changes proposed further in this

survey.

Q9 Yes, with changes , % \ &
. . Please comment:

Do you think the proposed series of measures would Generally Yes. Some ch roposed fQ‘VMhis

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

address the problems and opportunities identified?
survey.

L

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

NZ and be included in new regulations
S ificant development work is still required to

Q11 4 Y, Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of i tion! O

of the measures? A
Page 4 '&\ & E
Q12 C) %

sta

Please comment:

Y \ Yes,
Should drones have r\\& ule Part? Yes. There is a considerable difference between operating
conventional aircraft and drones.

QQ"Q,

. - - . Please comment:
Should we revie ur-kilometre minimum flight Not vet - mavbe after some of th |
distance from aérotironies? Ol yel - maybe atter some of these rules are

implemented. For now it's safe - those who need to
operate within the 4km can with the appropriate
certification.

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Personally, | think people’s privacy should be secured -
again those who need to operate over other people’s
property have a way (Part 102) to get around this.

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

116/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

Assuming this is in public places and not in their
backyard, | believe 'safe distance should suffice - the
heavier the aircraft the further this distance should be.

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?

S A
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? g‘
V). With

The Rule changes are generally focused on drones operated by a pilot within LOS contrgl o erson
advances in technology, automated drone operations are expected to become a majorfactor ifi the ofsthe industry. This
raises the issue of what an “automated” drone is? How much automation compared 1ot inter. '%’o becomes a factor. The
Rules should consider a definition of “automation” and ideally identify various le suc @as been developed by
Exyn Technologies, a USA based drone manufacturer. % é

& Q-
. € Co ent:
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
not understand the rules as they are

make them easier for you to understand? ] a drope pilo

bei ented here then they probably should not be
Q19 & 4
What do you think of the proposa&N les 7

drone at all.
They are well thought through and present’a so@d e progression of drone rules in NZ.

Q20 Q; %

Are there any o?,h~ es we consider?
This is someQAe nav@an ge with MBIE for in the AITP.
Page 5 &\2\

Q21 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification Totally!

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22

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

Safer skies?
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Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Yes,
. . L Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Provided the content in the Basic Qualification training is
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training o o 9
organisations? all covered within Part 141 and Past 1019202 training,
holders of such qualifications s@ot be re&no
hold the Basic Qualificatiops=loweVér, a li system

should be integrated to,eng A consigte Egroach to
record keeping of quélifigations and iID style
F ¥
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see? ?\

As the drone industry evolves, particularly for commercial appli , itoring of multiple drones on a “fleet

ining and licensing arrangements.
Page 6 \/
Q27 A@ 4
Should we introduce the propose m&registr Q~
system? &
Q28 ?\ \%
What impact would egistr \ ely have on you?

Only positive a ugh we wil ave to register our aircraft - ultimately this will be the only way to establish a unified

platform.

Q29 Q\

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

Looks good.

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 No,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) It would probably make sense to exempt only indoors
drones and MFNZ drones, but wouldnt it be grand to have
a full inventory. Purely from a safety perspective those
though could be exempted.

Page 7

Q32 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? Q k

Totally &
O X
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? %

e R
Simple to include. ?\ %
Page 8 & Q??

Q34 Qﬁa :

S . asgfcomment:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? . .
es - help form the basis of a smarter drone industry

re and provide more safety in the skies over
V t is important to consider this now and move toward
4a framework that enables devices to respond to their
environment, especially when it comes to restricted
\ & airspace and no fly zones such as CTA.
Q35 C) \/%
What impact would g@zi?enesx%a
It will further supp r pan@ es for further automation and increased adoption of drones.

R

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

Q36

Appreciate the work that has gone into this document and the consultation process.

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.

All good...
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#24

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 11:57:15 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 12:04:49 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:33

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
— QQ/ 4\
o A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
as o)
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
Safety Hazaréll airc%f@

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?

Do not change any restrictions for drones.

Qs No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would Why risk human lives so a drone can be flown?

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No,
Please comment: 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &

address the problems and opportunities identified? as above

Q10 @O

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
No @?\ E%
Q11 \/ Q Q '

Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementatioQ~ &

of the measures?

& O
Q12 A 4No
Should drones have their own st;@ Rule

Q13 \
Should we review thesfou gometr @\m flight
distance from aergr - §\

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

above property?&

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

C
§

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

Q16 Other (please specify):

i . No distance is ropriate without consent
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the approp

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
appropriate?
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Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

No

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?

Q20 Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

Are there any other changes we should consider?

0.)
Q,?” D
- o Q_@’/&v

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualifica

for Part 101 drone pilots? !

Q22 \/ O
What impact would a basic pilot quali Q you')
Drone pilots thinking that they know&\ r am&and making their own decisions is not a good idea

Q23 Other (please specify)
What format should he 9 Drone .pl|0IS already act like they know everything this will
make it worse

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):

Should there be a mini e for basic pilot Shouldnt br a basic pilot qual for drone

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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Page 6

Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Knowing which muppet causes problems when they do something wrong !

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

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

authentication)? %
Q30 No ?\
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for @

registering a drone? \/ ?“
KL

Q31

Should certain drones not need to be registered (. ct Q
all that apply)

"
\4‘0 K\

Q32
Should we introduce rem IQ) \%

Q33 O \E Respondent skipped this question
What impact remote ID@ave on you?

BRIES

Q29 Respondent skipped this que@ 2&

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

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9
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Q36

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

Reducing items in place so that more drones can fly especially without consent is a direct safety issue and also a privacy issue.
Lives will be lost if this goes through and for what?

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, May 19, 2021 12:21:39 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 12:37:00 PM
Time Spent: 00:15:20

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Q2 Q/?“ %%

PR
y Q‘ &Q~

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o%\alf 2 \6

s O
Briefly tell us i; stin @

As a commercial helicopteripilet, | encounter drones. They can be a danger to part 135 operation and | have had incidents with

drones. %

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?

Working in the Westland national park and as a part of the local user group and DOC we require drone operators to be part 102
certified to operate in the area due to the high traffic area. We have found this to be very good and safe.

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? Q Q~
Q10 Respondent ski %ues@ :

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 4Yes
Should drones have their own st@ Rul&& ’

C) \% No

Q13
Should we review the % gometr %Jm flight
distance from aer?}i mes’- §\

a4

Q1 Q No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we change the ment 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 50 meters

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

126/413



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 'W\ve in
Make me fell safer will operating as K Q~

¢ N
What format should this te?ke? \
Q24 : \

inimwf age fer basic pilot

Should ther
qualification? %

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

Q25

Q26

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

Page 6

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

\
QO A
L

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQQ &Q‘
y@

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

Yes, 16 years

Yes

Respondent skipped this question
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Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Nothing
Q29 Respondent skipped this question !
digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

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

authentication)? Q Q~
Q30 Yes, with 250 g%%a we r;

old
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for %
registering a drone? @ ?

Q31 @Wes fl Sely indoors
Should certain drones not need to be registered (selecQ~ &

all that apply) Q
> O
Q32 A 4Yes
Should we introduce remote ID?&\ &Q

Q33 v \% Respondent skipped this question
What impact would r@ Iikel)@n

Page 8 Qa @
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
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Drone operators knowing who t

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

#26

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:10:45 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:21:01 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:16

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v 9
s A
Q3 4% &

Email address

Q4 &
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
os )
Briefly tell us i;Q!uest in @

I am a drone sufveyor and {an deller

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?

more red tape for those already inclined to follow rules

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?

the public need to be educated on the actual risks, and drones ne

WOv@e breaking existing rules
Q No &

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of implem i0
of the measures?

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their vg?dalo art?

Q13
e fo% minimum flight

Should we r

distance fro rodromg§?

&

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?

No,

Please comment::

Enforcement is not consistent... for example the recent
ocurrence in Dunedin with the youngster flying the drone
near the hospital... with no apparent publicity on what

penalties were put in place... i.e. remo!al of the drone?

. S
X
V2

No ,

Please comment:

this is effective, and DJI already uses "no fly" override
requirements in these areas

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:

ownership of the column of airspace over a property
needs to be more clearly understood by all

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative
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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?

Q19 Respondent skipp%Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules %

changes? ?\ %2
Q20 Re%% §
Are there any other changes we should consider? @

o &_&é

. . A Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil

for Part 101 drone pilots? \ 2 provided it is online only - similar to the USA process
What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?

none at all Q~O @

W IR

What format should thi ake?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

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 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 @ &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
none & O

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

all based upon already compliant operators... not the bad actors that thie system needs,to'catch

Q30 ! 3 Yes, ith 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimum weight threshold MV O

registering a drone? %
Q31 \A Q‘ Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain drones not nee &egisteré&le t  Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) % Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7 O \s
Q32 g 2 s: No,
Should we introtluce r @? Please comment: .
costly, and targets already compliant operators

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

cost / compliance

Page 8

1337413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? o . .
as long as it is integrated into airshare

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

none

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que% &

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? %Q
Q37 Responden kk%his q®2

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

q y QQ\/&Q‘V
4" K
@AC
Qv A
NS
O &
X &
Q@ D
\2{0
&
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H27

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:17:28 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:27:52 PM
Time Spent: 00:10:23

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

mail address A 04
" 2\ &Q‘

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? 6 _
\ who you represent.:
Ov X b: Overview 2015 Ltd
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones

We are a CAAlOZD& ompany based in Queenstown

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 support these proposed 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?

& QQQ~

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

Our secondary concern would be regarding the remote identification techn

business. V
Q11 & 2
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? Q
Page 4 0/ O
Q12 &\A 4

Should drones have their own\standalone @aﬂ’?

Q13 O E \i : No
Should we revi ur-kil inimum flight
distance frer om%

Q14 % Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative

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

Our primary concern would be how are the rules to be enforced with tourists2 %
ralt out, an that it is not disruptive to our

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

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?

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 v/
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alificah&
for Part 101 drone pilots? &\

RS2
What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?
None, we are a 102 n. \

A

Q23 @ Electroniclonline theory test
What format should thi ake?
Q24 Yes, 16 years

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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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% &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

Q29
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) qi@rem . identity

authentication)?
| believe that it will take several generations of drones for this to achieved@

&

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for !

registering a drone?
Q31 %\/ ! No
Should certain drones not need to b@red (SQI~

all that apply) &
SR

Page 7 ?\ E
Q32 O \ I don't know,

Should . e Please comment:
ouldwe 1n N nos We would want to see more evidence of how this will
@ operate in real world usage.
& Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Q33

Page 8

Q34 I don't know

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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#28

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:25:47 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:35:06 PM
Time Spent: 00:09:18

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

QO
Page 2 ?@@ 6Q
(l\ime @ %
A
:riail address é
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o%:lf ? \%

s O
Briefly tell USQQ!uest in @

| fly as business§.to shoot I@de 360 panoramics in virtual tours and low altitude video for real estate etc.

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

140/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

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

Registration and possible licensing is a great move forward. penalties for flight non compliance and dangerous flight is a definite
requirement

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? Q Q~
Q10 Respondent ski %ues@ :

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 4Yes
Should drones have their own st@ Rul&& ’

Q13 C) \% | don't know
Should we review :%
distance from aerodromes” §

4 E

37
3

o

3

g

=

Q1 No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we change the ment 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 30 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 | 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 4
changes?

Are there any other changes we should consider?

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

Q20 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

for Part 101 drone pilots?

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

Q2

3
What format should this teEtt \%
Should there um al SIC pilot
qualification

& 1 don't know
Do you agree with t

proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Other (please specify):
practical plus electronic test ( like driving test??)

Yes, other age (please specify):
18

Q26

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

Registration and possible licensing is a great move forward. penalties for flight non compliance and dangerous flight is a definite
requirement
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Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,
Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration . . . ]
lower the weight registration requirement

system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

non - do it !
Q29 @ &

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requ'r s (e.g. }
authentication)? @

good

Q30 t as the threshold ,

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 es flown solely indoors

Should certain drones not need to be register

all that apply) %

page 7 &\
v 9

I don't know

Should we introduce remo

Q33 ?‘ $\ Respondent skipped this question
What impacQJl em@k have on you?
Page 8 &\b

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
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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.

1447413



Enabling Drone Integration

#29

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:30:46 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:38:16 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:30

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

s O
Briefly tell us i: stin @

Professional ographer €fly/drones daily

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?

No, | think all the above would be great!

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?

Q10 @O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
I think having more accessible access to DOC land, and public spaces wo%%

Q11 s\/ Q )
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementatioQ~ &2

of the measures?

> O
Q12 A 4Yes
Should drones have their own st;@ Rule

Q13 \
Should we review thesfou gometr @\m flight
distance from aergr - §\

Q14 @ Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we change the ment to gain consent to fly

above property?&

Q15 Yes - remove the requirement completely

C
§

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?
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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?

What impact would a basic pilot qualifica 'W\ve 3n y@
Beneficial in that it proves | am a ca@ Q~

What format should this te?ke? S\

Q24 Yes, 16 years
Should ther inimwf age fer basic pilot
qualification? %

Q25 &

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

QO A
L

Q22

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

Yes

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

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Good, more accountable for actions

authentication)?

Good to both @Q O !
Q30 No % %Q

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q

registering a drone?

Q31 2@£e ely indoors

Should certain drones not need to be registered (sel§ct

Q29 !
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requiremem@ identity,

all that apply)

Page 7 A%\/ ! :

Q32 \

Should we introduce remote IC)& E&

Q33 Q ‘ ?\ Respondent skipped this question
@ ID lik \ on you?

What impact wouq &
Page 8 &

Yes

Q34 Yes
Should we consider introducing 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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#30

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 8:38:12 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:39:20 PM
Time Spent: 05:01:08

IP Address: _

Page 1

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

. Q)A

. v
A
Q3 4% &

mail address A 04
9 2\ &Q‘

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf 6f? 6
\ who you represent.:
?\ F Navigatus Consulting Ltd / Navigatus.aero

Q5 Q* @
Briefly tell ustr inter@ones

As an aviation risk ¢ y company that lead the development of the NZ aviation safety criteria for the NSS project and,
developed an UA\&ig model and BVLOS Safety Case model for the CAA, we have built up specialist insights into the key
risk factors and risk mitigation strategies for UAV operations. We consider that given an evidence based approach and use of
best practice structured safety case methodologies, New Zealand has the opportunity to lead the safe introduction and integration
of UAV technologies and, by being leaders, so reap significant economic benefits.

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.
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Page 3

Q7

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

The proposal appears to be founded on a poorly defined and therefore non-optimal basis. It its core the issue is that the term
"Drone” is not tightly or suitably defined. The consultation documents defines a drone as "Drones are

aircraft that can be remotely piloted or flown autonomously” and with reference to the Rules as " an aircraft

‘designed to operate with no pilot onboard'. The point that a drone can vary widely is made. Indeed as described in the document,
it is clear a drone can be taken to be any type of aircraft (fixed wing, rotary, lighter than air etc), of any size, weight and capability
(including model aircraft) as well as passenger capable or not and able to carry hazardous goods or otherwise. This exceptionally

wide definition appears to have led to a situation where the existing rules and proposal cannot reallstl e effective. The
problem of the all encompassing definition is usefully illustrated with phases like “are finding intere; nnov

ways of using this technology" and yet repeated reference to " safe transport system”. This range tive a d under
one regulatory framework will be challenging. The figure at Appendix 1 usefully illustrates th (al hough enng terms

to that used elsewhere in the document.

Solution Part 1: %
Start with a properly structured assessment of the risk factors and profiles of the f typesQAV to first enable classes
to be defined by the features that drive the risk and hence need to regulate.

Solution Part 2: ?
Based upon 1 above, develop a regulatory / rules framework that is based eature denved ‘classes' or UAV would
W|th

enable properly structured rules that best mitigate and control the ris

Example 1:

Given the current non-UAV rules have developed over an exte| 0 mitigate the nsk of aircraft, it makes sense to use
these as the basis of rules for large aircraft sized UAV, but vw%created by ‘'unmanned’ feature being managed under a
risk-based rule set (at least risk based until technologies anh solutions beg€ome mature).

Example 2: Small toy micro-drones - maybe defined by power, mas ttery capacity (dependent on the findings of the
baseline risk assessment) - would be, if regulate cover existing consumer protection laws and local By Laws.

Q8
g PI t::
Do you think the proposed serie$ o sures& ease commen

help achieve the desired obje ives? As the proposed measures start with such a wide
definition of a ‘drone’ the proposed regime cannot be a
best-match to the actual risk profiles of all the different
% types of UAV. While the 5 proposed series of regulatory
\ measures may appear to be a solution to some ‘problem’
or range of ‘problems’ (not fully stated in the document)
and will clearly have some impact on overall risk, there is
no evidence presented that suggest that these have been
derived from a properly structured and complete risk
assessment that considered the risk profile of the full
range of possible UAV, as there are now or maybe in the
future. There is no indication what other proposed
solutions/mitigations were considered or why these were
selected. For example why 250g? Why not ‘exposed
rotors', or 'maximum energy' (mass and speed) as a
criteria? It is also noted that the 4 later steps seem to
preempt the outcome of the work to be done in step 1.
Further, as noted before, for large aircraft sized UAV - if
treated as aircraft - some of what is proposed would

duplicate what is already required (such as registration,
use of a standardised map (existing aviation charts) etc.
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Q9

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

No,

Please comment:

Given the proposal is based upon: An overly wide scope
Does not appear to be properly based on the risk profile
that maps the many differing features/types of UAV Does
not appear to recognise the value of the rules applicable
to 'manned' aircraft. it is unlikely that the proposal will be
as effective or efficient as a regime based on a complete
and properly structured understanding the the drivers of
risk and hence the optimum mitigations thereof. Despite
reference to integration of drones into the CA system, the

proposal does not mention ICAO in thé\body of the
proposal. ICAQ is the foundation o h any'i&wation‘

%
O

dJ
IV, followi " Given the small regulatory
d implementation of technologies.

has to be founded.

Q10

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

Clause 35 discusses consistency with overseas approaches and in particular U
Maintaining consistency in effect means at best, 'not leading' and almost j

Waiting of ICAO or JARUS condemns NZ to be followers".

community and ease of doing business here, NZ could be the leaders in UA\VLd eIoprr%

v/
&

Q11

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

A
&
QGE

OS
&
N\
D
5

Page 4

Q13

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

Q.

1
le mment:
iveqn ayproperly undertaken and structure risk profiling

e outcome of Step 1 is unlikely to be optimal. Until
the optimum practical mitigations are identified (again
dependent on a full understanding of risk across the UAV
sector (current and future), the order of implementation
(and what to implement) can not be planned with
confidence that the outcome will be as intended.

P

Yes,

Please comment:

Yes - but only for a sub-set of UAV (type / features) based
upon a proper understanding of the ‘safety risk’ . No - for a
sub-set of UAV that by there features/capability/type
represent 'low risk’ Existing rules plus - for UAV that are
essentially normal aircraft but without onboard pilots.

Yes,

Please comment:

The principle is absolutely sound. Risk assessment and
review to confirm refine the distance. Seek ATC and
aerodrome managers views as key stakeholders. Safety
of aerodromes must not be compromised.
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Q14 Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fl .
g q 9 y Use other means (eg not CARS) unless where safety risk

above property? . . .. .
is the driver. In short, similar to normal aircraft
constraints.

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fl . .. .
9 q 9 y Similar to existing rules for aircraft

above people?

Q16 Other (please specify): *
. . The answer to this should be ri d. Carl
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the ry
g . . proper risk assessment. Height mor n
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider
loss of lift - so maybe ca ,@ tuitive if s

appropriate?
safety perspective. @ O

UAV developments are tied closely with the development of electric ents for large UAV and that for
electric flight should be carried out with full consideration of the in & hnologies.

Q18 3 ndent skipped this question

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

Q19 S\A AQ~ Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the prop
changes? z ’

Q20 Respondent skipped this question

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Are there any ot ha ges conS|der’>

\2{0

Q21 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:

Should we mtroduce the proposed basic pilot qualification Size classes (eg as per CASA).

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q22 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have
on you?
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Q23 Respondent skipped this question

What format should this test take?

Q24 Respondent skipped this question
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 I don't know

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations !

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

0.)
Q,?” D

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

k b ed ia (cntena not just based on mass but on
system? ! nsk a

Q28

ondent skipped this question
What impact would drone registratio Qha e 0

Q29 Respondent skipped this question

What do you think of the Sysk n (e.g.

digital platform) and r ents (

authentlcatlon)’>

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

registering a dron

Pl t:
Should there be a mini %lght threshold for ease commee , S
Instead use a 'risk class'. Weight is not the only factor.

Also consider more refined mass classes anyhow (eg
CASA)
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Q31

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

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34

4

Should we consider introducing geo-awan%% .

cf\\Aé\Q‘
O

re

Q3

5
What im pacQA

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

eo-a likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36

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.

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:

Low safety risk areas (remote / at sea etc)

4

Yes, &
Please comment: @

But based upon risk clas ot upIica@iming
aircraft requirements @e Sys ragiven
aircraft)

&,

Respon nt%ed this %n

Yes,%
% mment:
DI}

S der it - but start by undertaking a full structured and
ISO compliant risk profiling assessment. Then consider
where geo-awareness would be a useful and practical
mitigation (eg is it needed for small UAV in VLOS ops) .
Separately large aircraft sized UAV and BVLOS ops will
have to be geo-aware anyhow - illustrates that this
question can only be answered if couched in terms of risk.

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question
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#31

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 12:15:54 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:43:44 PM
Time Spent: 01:27:49

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

. v
- A
Q3 4% &

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

O

Q5
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
I've flown moércraﬁ@@neen a member of MFNZ for numerous years

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 believe the measures are not going to achieve what is wanted as the drones are already out there and the same as cars guns or
any other invention those that are going to do the illegal activities will do no matter what laws are in place.

With these proposals you are just adding undue expense and complication on those that will and are following the regulations as
they stand.

I think the biggest issue here is the misreporting of drone sightings - the document references The Gatwick airport closure as
reasoning for the measures but lets be clear that was a very bad and public incident with great financial costs but it has never
actually been proven that there was a drone at all and in fact most respected authorities in the field are certain there was never a
drone involved (https://drdavidclarke.co.uk/2021/05/15/attack-of-the-drones/)

there have also been studies and experiments involving drones and full sized aviation with the drone operator informing the pilot of
exactly where the drone is to avoid a collision as both the drone and aircraft having GPS and the pilot,knowing exacily where to
look and getting within 200m still not being able to spot the drone highlighting the difficulty in dron to be and alluding
further to their danger but more importantly spelling out that all of the sightings being receive losel ted 10 UFO
sightings and are no indication that there is a drone in the area.

I believe there are suitable and sufficient rules currently in place and they just need to
followed safe for everybody.

The thing that needs to happen is policing - more rules isn't going to stop anythi

Qs V
&

X

s stated above the current rules provide a simple clear
proc that will keep everything and everybody safe if
llowed - the allowance for 102 registration is a

V amework for mitigating risk outside of the safe
@ ! basics. What we need and are missing is the policing of
A the rules as the only danger is coming from those not
\ Q~ following the rules and more rules/ registration is not going
& & to stop that as they are already proving they do not follow
< ’ % rules!

Please comment:
Do you think th d series \asures would . . .
address the :@!san d opp ities identified? There is a perfectly workable framework in place with the

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

basic (safe/ low risk operations) being clearly spelled out

by the current Part 101 rules - the only issue is that these

rules are not being followed - that being the case given
& those that are currently acting unsafely are clearly not

following the current rules having more rules and

measures for them not to follow (as that is how they
obviously operate to cause any issues) is not going to
help - as they won't follow the new rules or the existing
rules so all you are doing is punishing those that are
already operating safely and following the rules. The
current rules are not broken and if followed lead to exact
outcomes you are trying to achieve - there is no need for
more rules.
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Q10

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

education needs to be more of a focus to make everyone aware of the responsibilities of drone operation.

MFNZ is a good organisation that has been around a very long time and focuses on the safe operation of drones so has the
facilities and training designed to encourage and promote safe operation. This has been the case prior to any rules being created
around drones and continues to do so - it seems pointless to interfere with a working model. Yes there are issues but they are not
in any way related to those operating within the MFNZ framework. Safety is one of the big focus items in MFNZ training and
operations

Q11 No,

D ith th d order of impl tati Please comment:
0 you agree w e proposed order of implementation s above | do not believe the o -ﬁ o>
of the measures? '

will
have the desired effect so |_belie re to
more of an education and.p g focu ure
everyone is aware 0 s’and th e
implications in n awing the ifyet decide not to
obide by the rule%mll f é@quences
Page 4 & vs
Q12 '
. ec nt:
Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part? . . . .
I do ngt believe'it is necessary although if we are wanting
4 to br%‘\ings down then there needs to be more specific
@ i0ns from operating from MFNZ fields - the location
V ofall0f them which needs to be kept up to date on the
A 4 maps and a hazard control zone around them of at least

2km as we do not want drone flights straying into those
&\ & safe areas unannounced.

Q13 \:E ) No ,
Should we review thesfou gometr @m flight Please comment:
distance from aer % - \

I believe there needs to be an easily identifiable for the lay
man restriction around airfields. | recognise there are parts
of the airfield where 4km is too much as there is no flying

Q activity that low or close in (the sides of the active runway
for example) but this could lead to some confusion and

% end up someone inadvertently flying a drone too close to
& an active area - at 4km away full size aircraft are easily
able to attain a safe altitude to ensure we have a good
separation.
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Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

I believe we should try and be responsible and let those
we are flying above know that is what we are doing - this
helps avoid lots of reports as the people are aware what is
happening so can be more at ease with the operation - |
believe if a drone suddenly appears over you with no fore
warning a person is likely to be shocked and agitated
rather than the expectant if they are forewamned.

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement,
. . Please comment:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly . . e Merat

above people? I believe as part of being a res (0]
common courtesy we should m ery a pt t&let
people know we are pla '% operate -1
know a lot of people gmfortah @ nderneath
something in cas ge.wong or
something falls % Q

Q16 30 mel@E %

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

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate? Q~ &

Q17 A Q

Are there any other major Rules changes Q consi
no i
Q18 & E No
i Pl t:
Are there any minor chan Q e\%ould ease commen

make them easier for % erstan T.he current r.ules (parts 101 & 102) are Yery clear and
simple and give the best chance of getting a lay man to
understand what is required and are easy enough to
comply with that they would feel more compelled to
comply. As rules get more and more explicit and more and
more regulation it starts looking like a hassle and too

difficult to comply with so people start thinking they'll give
it a miss.

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

Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

I'm not a fan - | think as a responsible user and general courtesy effort should be made to get permissions and | believe that is
part of the operating safely as you get an idea of where you are flying as you've checked it prior to flying to get permissions.
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Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

no

Page 5

Q21 Yes,

Please comment:

As a MFNZ member there are those expectations of
getting qualification and on turning their sites safety
is spelled out with hazards identifieg andhthat culttre is
reinforced throughout the trainin -’@u ices so%a basic

qualification is a good ste]

Q22 %Q/

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

None as | have a Qualification through MFNZ @E
Q23 2%tmic/l@ﬂ!ory test

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

What format should this test take?

Q24 \/

Should there be a minimum age for basi !

qualification? \ 2
Q25 C& & Yes,
. . . Please comment:
Do you agree with the pro?s Ci X ations
I

given to Part 141 and 1902 training I believe vs./e. need to recc?gnlse and give authorisations to
organisations? proven training organisations

Q26 2 g
Is there any other sr%%risations you would like to see?

no

Page 6
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Q27 No,

Please comment:

I believe the horse has already bolted - there are
thousands of drones out there and those that are going to
cause issues are not going to register their drones - all
this is doing is putting an undue cost and hassle on those
who are already following the rules - those that do not
follow the rules now will not follow them in the future and
all this is going to do is to add hassle which some who do
follow the current rules will find too much and not follow

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28 4 &

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? %

a lot of implementation - currently as proposed not much as | fly at a MFNZ site exclusivel his wert Q@ drones at
those sites there would be 50 + applications required which would be a hassle @

M)

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

again it's a nice thought but it is not going to result in the desired @M th not follow the rules will not follow the
correct procedures here either so will not adhere and with the@ dron@% out there and the ease of import this is not

going to actually work.

Q30 V @t with a different weight as the threshold ,
% ! Please comment:

rset;;(i):tlgrit::grae (tj)r(i)r? er’r?llmmum weight th'ﬁ 250g seems Foc? light | beli.e.ve this ShOl:I|.d b(.e only applied
\ < 3_ to the same limits as requiring 102 certification or at least

& & 2kg. | understand the reasoning as a 2kg craft at speed

could cause significant damage but so can a .303 bullet

% and that is a lot less than 250g. It seems that a better

v \ threshold would be related to a momentum rating as in the
weight x the maximum velocity as it is those factors that
determine how much damage an item can do (there are

Q~ @ also things like the material at the front etc as a 2KG
block of foam hitting an object at 50 km/h does a lot less
% damage than a 2kg brick hitting an object at 50km/h)
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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)

b

Please comment:

drones flown indoors are contained and therefore less
likely to cause damage and certainly not likely to damage
anything outside the building they are being flown in.
Similarly with the safety culture and area setup of a MFNZ
site drones flown at those facilities are less likely to
cause issues - the flying site is shownfon maps so full
size are aware of the activity - MF mbers have
specifically selected the site a <@ clear of Q's
people and anything that could be operation
e that no ome

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID? , is %’g o be followed by those currently
ating & ithin the rules - those that do not
adher he current rules are not going to adhere to the
4 dron%-:les and there are many thousands of drones
there there the horse has bolted so it's too late

\& N

- x
What impact would remote 1D ve 0

%«0

a large impact - 50+ ID's to t urce uld be difficulty in installation as to find a spot not likely to be in the way of
anything - not interfere o . the radiossi affect the center of balance which in a number of models could be difficult - also
many models are scie versi I size aircraft and don't want anything to detract from the appearance.

Page 8

- &‘2\

Please comment:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? . ]
one easily accessed and clear map showing all hazards

would be great to show laymen where it is safe to fly and
where not to fly - currently there is a collection of maps
and not one is fully complete so it is very hard for drone or
full size operators to know for sure if an area is safe to fly
without a lot of effort.

162 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

It would be good so the MFNZ sites had a boundary (say 2km) around them to alert other drone users to their existence so that
drones don‘t meet in the middle somewhere

Page 9

Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussiondocument?

utd as
tly heen proven

Again some of the major reasoning behind the proposed rules needs to be looked at as the Gatwic%n

mentioned earlier was not actually caused by a drone but the reporting of a drone and this reporting ubs

to be false so that is the issue - not the drones but the false reporting of drones. %

Yes like everything there are operators who do not follow the rules (look at the roads an need e department -
if everyone followed the rules their role would be redundant but sadly there are alway t e need is policing
of the current rules as if everyone was following them we would have no issues. % Q

Q37 Respo t skipped I%Stlon
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

Information Act requests that cover your subm|SS|0n

2
4‘0 .0
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#32

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:25:16 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:53:40 PM
Time Spent: 00:28:23

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 A

Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \%
os OE NS
Briefly tell USQQaest in @\

I do provide aerial image ther aerial services, specially related to photogrammetry. | am a NZ certified drone pilot and |
expect to obtained a full 1

AN

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.

pany certification within the next year or so.

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?

| support the proposed measures. However, | think that a more clear authorisation framework (None CAA related) related to other
institutions, such as councils, NZTA, DOC, among others, who are in control of roads, parks, coastal settings needs to be
stablished. As a commercial UAV pilot | find it hard to know every single institution UAV framework/permission procedure. This is
sometimes misleading and does not help to better organise and track UAV operations. Furthermore, sometimes rules from one
institution overwrite others which is very confusing.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would L . . .
. - L Just like aircraft pilots, experience Plays an imporant role
help achieve the desired objectives? - )
while conducting an AUV opera ‘e can n t
0 ‘ ased ina

the same awareness from every

desktop course and a s @ t assessment. Flying time

should be recognise,fsi efhaps cs according
to every individual-expérigiice. Thi dbe beneficial in
the medium lon %

Q9 Yes @ §‘ >

Do you think the proposed series of measures would V ;

address the problems and opportunities identified? E &

Q10 . ! ResQent skipped this question

S

Are there any other problems and opportunit ou can

think of? !

Q11 \A Q~ Ye
&aﬂon

Do you agree with the propos rdenof im
of the measures? \

Page 4 O \s

Q12 2 Yes
Should drones have t %tandalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes

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

Q14 Yes - relax the consent provision in another way

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? % &
Q18 I don't know @ QO

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? @ E %
Q19 \/ Q
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules change &

| agreed with them in general. | however would not relax rule Qe spotter/observer requirements for First-Person View"

Q2

0
Are there any other changes we shouk@& 4
No Q

C’\‘b

Q21 I don't know

Page 5

Should we | e propo asic pllot qualification
for Part 101 e pllots

Q22

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

None. | am already qualified.

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

. itten th test (at id
What format should this test take? written theory test (at a provider)
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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?

Q26 !
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see? @

| don't know

Page 6 %@ Q
Q27 Yes ?‘
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration @

system? @V Q ?“

Q28
What impact would drone registration likely have ou? Q

@’ O

Q29

What do you think of the prop &tem de@e.:. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? i ’ %

| agreed : ?\ ?
Q30 Q~ $ Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold
Should ther@a minin@ig t threshold for

registering a dréne?

Q31 & Yes, drones flown solely indoors

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

Page 7

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?
S

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? Q§
None @Q O

Page 9 ?\
Q36 @ Y\
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the E 'Mne Q@ n discussion document?

ent skipped this question

No

Q37

If you do not want your name or identifyi
be included, please note the reasons wh
be taken into account when we res
Information Act requests that co oug,sub
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#33

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:20:15 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:55:29 PM
Time Spent: 00:35:13

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 ?\

Toby z@v&

Q3 4
Email address V

Q4 ’Q

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
e

Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
I'm interesteinng dré%

“ 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?

The current four-kilometer minimum distance to airports is too restrictive: for example the vast majority of Wellington is too close

to the airport. This requirement should be significantly relaxed.

The proposed "safe distances” requirement for flying above property or people makes sense, and | would prefer setting that at

10m/25feet (like in the US). Altemnatively this requirement could be removed entirely.

When it comes to drone identification/remote ID, I'm very concerned about the effect on low-cost/DIY drones. I'm strongly opposed

to requiring remote ID capabilities. I'm also opposed to a drone registration system: this would impose significant costs and
barriers to using drones for little benefit.
It would be very nice if FPV systems could be used as an alternative to line-of-sight. % &

Q8 Yes, with change Q O !

Please comment;
Requiring remot or dr istration would

significantly osts Wi real benefit. | hope
this wil

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

Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q~ &

address the problems and opportunities identified? ]

Q10 V dent skipped this question
I ou A

Are there any other problems and opport
think of?

Q11 & & Yes
Do you agree with the pro order 6f entation
of the measures?

N
o G

Should drones f&h ir own standalone Rule Part?

No ,
Please comment:
No need for this.

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Please significantly reduce this requirement: for example
large parts of Wellington are too close to the airport, and
requiring a four-kilometer distance is frankly ridiculous.

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

4

Q19

Relaxing the observer/spotter require&M

SO
Are there any other cb we sh@ider?

N\
s N

Should we introdﬁ proposed basic pilot qualification
for Part 101 drone pilets?

Q22

What do you think of the proposed miqv%ﬂranggi

Yes - remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

Either remove the provision entirely or use safe distances,
perhaps similar to the US (7m/25ft)

Yes - remove the requirement completely,
Please comment:
Either remove the provision entirely or use safe distances

(7m/25ft for example).

&
Respondent ski %Q O%
o % sz
RS

10 metres

ques

A

Respondent skipped this question

No,

Please comment:

This would be a significant burden on people using
drones, and it is not necessary.

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

It would be an annoying extra step to using drones.
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Q23 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

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skmped@‘tmn OQ

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations !

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

Page 6 @E %
e oY
g:;ﬂ%ve introduce the proposed drone registration % VZ concemed about the burden of registering drones,

sociated costs.
Q28 V ondent skipped this question
What impact would drone registratio Qha e o

Q29

What do you think of the Sys @n (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

| am strongly opp: Q ES@BNIW authentication should *NOT* be part of this.
Q30 2

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
i i Pl t:
Should there be a @x weight threshold for ease commen

registering a dr G& Use a higher weight threshold.

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)

Page 7
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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 elsg%e
Enabling Drone Integration discussion docum%

Q37

If you do not want your name or & g info to
be included, please note the hy below.his will

reason
be taken into account when w@?)ond to fficial
Information Act requests v r yogr\ sion.

L

No,
Please comment:
Increases costs, and is not necessary.

Respondent skipped this question

o 4
Please comment:

Creating a digital map makes s ut ther @i be
no requirements for drone; selves to

awareness.

<
O

Respondent skippedithis q%

espopd

O

Respondent skipped this question

skipped this question
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#34

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:04:41 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:23:43 PM
Time Spent: 00:19:01

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

:::gez ?\ %
&K
® 4 K
&1 ©

Q4 &\A &Q‘ Other,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? % _
\ who you represent.:
: ?\ F Auckland Live and Conventions Auckland Stadiums
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur interest ipdrones
| process the DroK ; rour venues and events
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?

Maintain Land Owners Consent for all Drone use

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?

ro int
n%’ ra

How will the Patrons at large events both free and ticketed from
How will Performers and promoters IP be protected from unautho

operating in breach of current rules with nil Police action . Q~

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of i i
of the measures? A

Q12 V\ \
Should drones have star@ule Part?

Q13 Z @
Should we revie @kilometre minimum flight
distance from aérodronies?

Q14

Page 4

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

<&

No,

Please comment::

The Rules are largely ignored or not known now how will
updates be any better

No,

Please comment: &‘

I regularly get applications to us es 0 or
has nil knowledge of the gllestand conditi\(@hnts are
engaging cheapest com

ing on e%/ment of such events .
S C ion .We have had TV and Press drones

X

No ,

Please comment:

Land owners consent is our only method to control drone
usage over our events .

No

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

How else can we as a venue provider ensure the IP and
Commercial Knowledge if unauthorised Drones are
capturing vision of such matters .
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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?

4

Q20

Page 5 &\

Q21

for Part 101 drone pil

Q.

uld a

Q22 @
What impact

Some surety of rule; comipetence.

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@

No - keep the existing requirement

50 meters

Respondent skipped this question !

Re%%kippv uestion
RffEQent skipped this question

< ’ é Yes
Should we introduce the p?&ed b@ alification
@l qualification likely have on you?

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

Yes, 16 years
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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?

Page 6

-

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

Q28 %Q/
?\

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

We can identify drones intruding into the area over patrons and forci hogised D
Reasons.660 concert at Western springs had 2 authorised and p@
sion & :

intruder drones entered same airspace .We tracked intruders or and place of launch
ent skipped this question

Q29

What do you think of the proposed systen@ .g. !

digital platform) and requirements (e.g Q

authentication)? 2

Q30 & Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold
Should there be a minimu thr \%
registering a drone? O

Q31 Q~ Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
Q Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Should cert rones n d to be registered (select

all that apply) %

Page 7 &

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

1777413
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Page 8
Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
99 Enable the airspace over events to be safely managed

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9 ~\
Q36 Respondent skipped this fue$ Q§

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

Q37 Respondem@ thi %ﬂ
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 @V Q~§

Information Act requests that cover your submission. E

PR
A
&\ &Q‘
O ©
X
N
,Q?‘
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#35

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:12:32 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:28:09 PM
Time Spent: 00:15:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

QO
bage 2 "O((/ éz
@ &

y & &Q.
"
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o&lf f? \%

os O
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in @

Recreational madeller (MF@occasional commercial drone operator with a wings badge within 101 guidelines.

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?

Online training will help but people will still whatever they like, ignoring rules if that is how they feel (like car speeding). No
increase of rules will stop the few that choose to ignore sensible guidelines.

Q8 Yes,

Please comment::

But you will never stop all idiots. The vast majority
behave now. More rules or easier-to-sit exams won'’t stop
those that do not care. 101 certified biore purchasing a

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

‘drone’. | want to see that.

Q9 Yes, with changes Q Q‘
Do you think the proposed series of measures would @ O

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respo@ ipped thi on
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can

think of? @\/ Q‘

Q11 Yes
Do you agree with the proposed order of im plem@&n Q
of the measures? O

Page 4

Yes,

- 2
. Pl t:
Should drones have their dalo, art? e_as .e commen . .
Majority of drones are recreational. Large drones/courier or
O \ man-carrying dreamers are so different that they should

have their own standalone category.
Q13 % No
Should we review ometre minimum flight

distance from aepdromes?

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 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 v/
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alificah&
for Part 101 drone pilots? &\ Q~

Q22

What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁg\i%y have on you?

Nil. 1 am MFNZ Win sholder \ helicopter/instructor + recreational microlight pilot.

|
Q23 Q @ Electroniclonline theory test
What format should@ ake?

Q24 No

A

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

to see?

Page 6

Q27 No,

Please comment:
Over the top for models below 25Kg. People simply won't
do it.

Q28 % &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q Q~

Minimal. @ Q
Q29 ?:c %
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ%\d reguirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? V
No. Again, people just won't do it, despite the rules. Expensiv ica&&

Q30 4 with a different weight as the threshold ,

Ye
3 t:
Should there be a minimum weight thresh%w 5K E;nmen

registering a drone? A
Q31 &\ &Q Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

O \s Yes, others (please specify below),
Q~ @ Please comment:
Q @ Below 25Kg
Page 7 &\2\

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

I wouldn't for the minimal flying | do.
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Page 8
Q34 No,

Please comment:

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? .
Just another rule that people would ignore.

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Nil !
Page 9 % 2&
Q36 Respondent skippe @stion O

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

Q37 Respo@(ipp tthquestion
If you do not want your name or identifying information to V

be included, please note the reasons why below. This wil

be taken into account when we respond to any Official &

Information Act requests that cover your submls,ﬂ Q
A
NS
O ©
F &

N\

& <<§
&
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#36

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 1:34:48 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:31:10 PM
Time Spent: 00:56:21

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 6

- <
N AN

. &

Email address V
Q4 &\ & Local government,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? 6 _
\ who you represent.:
O?~ < b: Masterton District Council
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur interest iprdrones

| fly drones to captu& cal and oblique aerial photography and video for a variety of internal task requests

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
of the measures?

4
%4

Page 4

Q12

Should drones have their own stand

&
O &

N\
e?:&ium flight

&

Q13

Should we reyi
distance fro

Q.

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with changes

Yes, with changes

Respondent skipp%

6\ &
Mol
<

Yes,

Please comment:

It would make it easier for those not familiar with the
Rules system to locate the rules. It would also enable
easier separation of model aircraft rules (and other
unmanned aerial craft) to those of drones

Yes,

Please comment:

Masterton urban area is completely covered by Hood
Aerodrome and Wairarapa DHB 4km zones, making every
flight (other than shielded) require written permission from
2 agencies prior to the flight. This is time consuming and
as at least 24 hours notice is required, unless there is a
settled high pressure system in place, it is very hard to
predict safe flying weather in advance. Restrictions should
be similar to the DJI Blue Zones, but more refined to
match approach fans etc.
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Q14

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15

above people?

Q16

Yes - use ‘safe distan aIteran‘
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly @ O

Enabling Drone Integration

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,

Please comment:

This is very important to the type of work councils need to
do to check on compliance with other legislation (Building
Act, District Plan rules etc.) Where we should be using a
drone, we have to use a full-sized fixed wing or helicopter
from an organisation with Part 135, which in tumn is less
flexible in terms of time, adds significant cost to
ratepayers, and adds significant risk in terms of potential
for damage/injury/loss of life if something does go wrong,
as it is unlikely consent would be given in these type of
examples, and our organisation size drs not warrant the

cost of going to Part 102 &

omengt, X~ %%Q

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the V

appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes w W

consider?

Qis

Are there any minor changes jethe Rules that w

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider @ Q Q

! ResQent skipped this question

Q~ Respondent skipped this question
Id

L.

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19
What do you thi

changes? Q

Respondent skipped this question

o%

prop

& Respondent skipped this question

7

or Rules

%

Q20
Are there any o@\anges we should consider?

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?

None, | have completed a 3 day drone qualification from Massey Aviation, and have 40 years experience in the aviation system.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? % > &
Q25 Yes Q 2
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations %Q O

Q26 \g/ ?j
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to 9@ Q~
drones%

I think there should be a different level of qualification for tho ercially. Even though the risks may be the
same, the way drones are used commercially is considerably différent t way most recreational drone pilots use them.
Something like the 3 day Massey course (including the skills @ ould be required for those using drones commercially.

ages 40/4
Q27 &\ | &Q‘ Yes, with changes,

Please comment:

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Should we introduce the prop@sedidrone r tion

system? I think the weight threshold should be slightly higher. As

an example, common mallard ducks weigh from 0.75 to
1.5kg and are arguably more of a threat to aircraft than

Q~O §\ E slower flying drones. | suggest something like under

2 0.75kg should be registration exempt.
What impact wa& registration likely have on you?

Small inconvienience

Q29

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

Need more info (such as will there be the grandfathering clause for existing drones that can not have the tech added)
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Q30

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for

registering a drone?

Q31

Enabling Drone Integration

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

I think the weight threshold should be slightly higher. As
an example, common mallard ducks weigh from 0.75 to
1.5kgand are arguably more of a threat to aircraft than
slower flying drones. | suggest something like under
0.75kg should be registration exempt.

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)

Page 7

Q32

Q33

Page 8

Q34

Q35

What impact woul %
There may need to b

Page 9

Should we cons@@mir@ eness?

Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Yes, others (please specify bt@ &
Please comment: 9 Q -
Drones that are toy ot be f@ure than say
30m away from % contr@ it.

Should we introduce remote ID? Qg &
What impact would remote ID likely have @ ! O

Would need new drone

NG
P

Yes

reness likely have on you?

ier ways of contacting owners of these sites if required and some flexibility
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Q36

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

As a local government council drone operator, the limitations of the current rules do not fit well with getting the best from the drone
tech. | would like to see an option between Part 101 and 102 for local government operations that enables flexibility to match our
required needs to enact our roles using other legislation and plans etc.

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. 2
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#37

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:33:05 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:44:26 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:20

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v 9
L A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
— QQ/ 4\
. A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
os )
Briefly tell us f;Q!uest in @

Making videos.

TR

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 do not like it, as its addictional money I'd have to spend, when | already follow the rules.

Qs No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would People are idiots, they do what they want regardiess.

help achieve the desired objectives?

address the problems and opportunities identified? As above.

Q9 No,
. . Pl t: 4
Do you think the proposed series of measures would ease commern % &

Q10 @O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
Problem is idiots. @?\

Qu1 \/ Q '
. . . com

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio

of the measures?

N4
page 4 Q}/AYO

Q12 A
. Please comment:
Should drones have their own st e% Rule . .
Allow more places to be used, with rules in place.

Q13 Y \a Yes,
Pl t:
Should we review th om inimum flight ease commen

distance from a ? o o Stops us flying alot of cool places.

Q14 @ Yes — remove the consent provision completely,
: . Please comment:
Should we chang equirement to gain consent to fly . . . .
Can look in to people'’s yards without going over them, so
above property -
this rule has never made sense to me.
Q15 Yes - remove the requirement completely,

Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly Just stupid in the first place.

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?

Line of sight, because of you were on a farm or in the country far from any planes, you could get some cool shots.

Q18 Yes, ~\

. Please comment:
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would Mak d d c th D1 |
make them easier for you to understand? € evely drone so M ©
states everything. :

o4
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes? ?\ %
Maybe? @ ?“

KL

Are there any other changes we should consider? !

Maybe? Q
AC
Page 5 A Q~

Q21 I don't know,
Please comment:

Should we introduce the D$~ aS'C\@"f'Ca"O" Maybe, depends if it will get cheaper than $700.

for Part 101 drone pilots

What mpacQAId ba @t Sallﬁcatlon likely have on you?
Cost me money and t%

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):

.. L 18, adults only makes sense without supervision.
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot y pe

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?

No.

Page 6 @ k &

Q27 No, Q~
Pl t:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration | eas'e COI;'Im.e " Q O

system? nvasion of privacy. Q

Q28 ? v %

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

It would put me off droning. %V &Q‘
Q29 ! 2
What do you think of the proposed system dew. . digit ) and requirements (e.qg. identity

authentication)?
Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

Don't like it. A E
Please comment:

- (A if
Should there be a minimu thr % S
registering a drone? v \ Maybe 1kg and under, no registration.

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors
Should certhones not' need to be registered (select
all that apply) %

Q32 No

Page 7

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Wouldnt like it.
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Page 8
Q34 I don't know,
ider i i Pl t:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? ease commen
Maybe?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Not sure.

4
& &

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone In@ iscu@v ument?

Don't screw it up. ?\ %
Q37 a&ki %E uestion
If you do not want your name or identifying information to, &Q‘

be included, please note the reasons why below. This
be taken into account when we respond to any Ofﬁg‘al

Information Act requests that cover your submissi Q
&\ &Q‘
SNG
F &
N\
& Q/@
PR
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#38

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 2:37:19 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 3:33:24 PM
Time Spent: 00:56:04

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

dez ?\ 6
A
KK
S X
&1 ©

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

os O
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in @

Using drone for'Survey Magpi

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 Respondent skipped this question

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

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? E

& e

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

Getting the message to recreational users should be the main priority. From y%ters eogple wouldn't have a clue
about the rules Q

- Q@/&QY‘

%

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio

of the measures? !
Page 4 @ !

Q12

\ Q~ Yes
Should drones have their owngﬁ)ne Ru!&’?
Q13 \’

v u: Yes
Should we review iIo \ imum flight

meie
distance from ae @ omes?
Q14 2 @ Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,

. . Please comment:
Should we change théyequirement to gain consent to fly | think an attempt should be made to qain consent from
above property? P 9

the property owner but in cases where you can not or
have tried a rule to allow for that is fine.

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 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 I don't know !
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?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?
None Q~C @

W IR

What format should thi ake?

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Electronic/online theory test

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?

1977413
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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 on you?

None

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 4

registering a drone? V
Q31 @

Should certain drones not need t \ster QP
all that apply) C)

Page 7

Q32
Should we iQuce re

O
4

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Q33

Page 8

Q34

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Respondent skipped this question

Yes

<
@v@ﬁ

Qw!s, anh 2 ams as the weight threshold

O

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

I don't know

Respondent skipped this question

| don't know
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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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#39

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 3:48:59 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 3:57:34 PM
Time Spent: 00:08:34

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

- PR
AN

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o&lf % \%

os O
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
Flying and phéaph&

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 Respondent skipped this question

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

Q8 Yes

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

Q9 Yes, with changes !
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 Ye @ s
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? Q~ &

Page 4 OQ

Q12 Yes

Should drones have their own stand ule PQ‘

Q13

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?

Q15 &

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

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

Q16 30 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

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 3
What impact would a basic pilot qualifica 'Wive in
More aware of safety requirements &\ Q~
o &

O O
What format should this t ? \
X

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

\
QO A
L

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatioQQ &Q‘
y@

Electronic/online theory test

Yes, 16 years

I don't know

Respondent skipped this question
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Q27 Yes

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28
What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Know that I'm accountable

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~
Q30 Yes, but with a %eigth;reshold
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for %

registering a drone? @ ?

Q31 %yes fl Sely indoors,

Should certain drones not need to be registered (selec rones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) odzying Zealand sites)

Page 7 Y%
Q32 \A% 4I don't know

Should we introduce remote ID?&
Q33 Y\ \% Respondent skipped this question
. li

What impact would r ke e onyou?
Page 8 Q ! @ §
% I don't know

Q34
Should we cons@troducing 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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#40

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 8:20:43 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 4:04:10 PM
Time Spent: 07:43:26

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

. v O
A
Q3 4% &

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.:
O?~ X ? Volcanic Air - Aviation business
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur interest iprdrones
Aerodrome Owner&
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 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?

Q10 Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

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

Q11 Ye @ s
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures? Q~ &

Page 4 OQ

Q12 Yes

Should drones have their own stand ule PQ‘

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:
Should we review the four %etre %g

distance from aerodr Yes, but. reduce the size of the operational area (ie 2km)
Also options for operators to Geofence aerodromes

? ; No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we change the i

ent 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 30 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 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?

Q20 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

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 OQ
What impact would a basic pilot qualifica er n

Understanding to drone operators the ruI ulall
Q23 % Electronic/online theory test
What format should thls t \

Q24 Q Yes, 14 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

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Accountability and identification of unauthorized flights

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

all that apply)

X\

Page 7

Q32 \
Should we introduce remote ID9&

NN

%

What impact woul r ID lik on you?
Ensuring no u z fa

Page 8 &

Q34

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Ability to geofence aerodromes

<

Should certain drones not need to be registered (selecQ~

LR

Yes

Respondent skipped this question !

Yes, but with a %%eigh@e reshold ,

Please comment:
s, lighter drones will

Change wgig hold t @m
be eve@ come li ith the same capabilities

nes ly indoors

Yes

Yes
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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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#41

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:01:06 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:31:37 PM
Time Spent: 00:30:31

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 A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
os o)
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
Making videoéj recreé@

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 am for anything that would make the hobby safer and enjoyable for everyone... Only hoping for none of this silly over pricing on
the hobby

Q8 No,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would People are idiots and they will still try to exploit the rules

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q9 No, 4

. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Same answer as question
address the problems and opportunities identified? q Q Q~
Q10 :

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

People will stiil puchuse a drone and still fly it without any regards for the @E %

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order of im pIementitloQ P“ IS" ; loit the rul
of the measures? eop e sl omg 0 explor e rules

Page 4
Q12 Yes,
4 $| Please comment:
Should drones have their own ne @7 Why should they have the same rules as a aircraft?
Q13

Yes,

Please comment:
Should we revu -kilome nlmum flight .
distance fro ro es'> aybe set it to m

Q14 % Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we cha e 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?

211/413



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 Qstion O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

RS

Q18 I don't know !
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 v/
Should we introduce the proposed basic pil alificah&
for Part 101 drone pilots? &\

RS2
What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁ \ ly have on you?
A financial one... Ma bing th k it

23

Q Q @ Electronic/online theory test
What format should@ ake?

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):
18

A

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?

S
What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

My privacy @Q

Q29 Responden %thls q%
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. @ %

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? @V 2

Q30 s, but with"a different weight as the threshold ,

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 4 mment:
registering a drone?

Q31 % No
Should certain drones not need t \ster QP
all that apply)

0\%

@ No
Should we uQuc re @9

R

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 7

My privacy

Page 8

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

None

Page 9

Q36

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

Not at this point 4 &
sti o: Q~

Q37 Respondent skipped thi
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
@AC
Qv A
NS
O &
F &
N\
QQ"Q,®
RS
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HA42

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:10:21 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:34:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:23:59

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

QO
Page 2 %@ 6Q
. S
&R
(E?r::ail address é
Q4 &\
Who are you submitting o%:lf f? \%

s O
Briefly tell usQQmest in @

I am a hobby phbtographer; e a small drone with a camera that | use for landscape photography, non commercial.

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?

Having read the submission document, | think the proposals are fair.

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?

The blanket rule around flying over conservation land feels heavy handed
sensitive, national parks and high tourism areas, but DOC have taken a o
to consider some DOC areas could be suitable for drone operation.

ng &QY

Q11

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

Page 4

Q12

&
Should drones have their own,sta anne\ art?
>

S B

Should we reviéw the i
distance from aer ?

Q13

etre minimum flight

Q14

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

N/
A

Yes

Yes

QO A
Q&
P

. Punders %ﬂeed to restrict wildlife
efits-all ap, d | think it would be possible

X

Yes,

Please comment:

This would give far greater flexibility, as they are such a
dinstinctly different type of aircraft and it is madness to
try to apply blanket rules

I don't know,

Please comment:

The challenge will be knowing what is ok and what is not.
At least at the moment it is easy to interpret.

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:
Strongly support this
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Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

Make it so you must fly at a height where property is
largely indistinguishable, and where people are unable to
be identified - the rule currently is way too restrictive. The
"reasonable expectation of privacy"” rules should continue

to apply.

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?

Q
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? @ O

Department of Conservation operation

Q18 | don't@
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would V ;

make them easier for you to understand? E &

Q19 . \ Res nt skipped this question

What do you think of the proposed minor Ru O
changes?
R

Are there any other changes Céo consider?

Consider requiring Part 101 vi

Also, take action again uris x} perators who use illegal drone shots to promote their region or activity. For example,
the Rotorua NZ I ge shari e photos from Kuirau Park which is right next to Rotorua Hospitals heli pad.

X2

Q21

ing int e height restricted to 120m.

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?

I would be happy to do a basic qualification
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Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):
- - 16 , but all der 14 to fly with dult who'i
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot y.e ars o tinder 12 fo Ty with an adu o1
. . qualified
qualification?
Q25 I don't know
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training 4
organisations?

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

Page 6 @E %
Q27 @’ Qj
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q~ &

system?

RPN

What impact would drone registration like

Fee, if there was one. | would very n&Nke an KQN or a requirement to submit flight plans.

Q29
What do you think of Zosed @emgn (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? \

Fine @

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Q26 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

Should there be a um weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors

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

Page 7
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Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None, but | feel annoyed that many of my fellow pilots routinely fly over 120m

Page 8 !
Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Q/ O
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? :E >

Easier to work out where | can and can not fly @E
Page 9 2@ &Q‘

Q36 ! Respghdent skipped this question
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in

Enabling Drone Integration discussion doc % O

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 yo % Ission.
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#43

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:21:05 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:34:42 PM
Time Spent: 00:13:36

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Q2 Q/?“ %%
Ny
&K
S e
& A

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

I am a Commer€ial pilot and thé safety of the utilisation of drones could be hazardous to GA pilots

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?
Sufficent

Q8 Yes, with changes

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

Q9 Yes, with changes !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &

address the problems and opportunities identified?

QX
0 C

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

Helicopters can land anywhere, anytime. Drones can also be flown outside 4nm irport %oesn‘t prevent them being
used near a accident or somewhere that’s not geofenced. There needs to hefty fi alties and have them enforced if

used near aircraft. V ?\
Q11 & 2

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

. N

Should drones have their own\standalone @aﬂ’?

Q13 O E \£ ; No

Please comment:
Should we revi ur-kilc@unim um flight L .
distance fro Qr om % | think it should be increased.

Q14 % No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we chal 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):

. . 100m
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 sklpp%Qstlon O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

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

Increasing the penalty for flights near aircraft or approach patQ~

Making the training mandatory and not just a two hour p tation. OQ

Page 5 &
Q21 &2 Yes, with changes
li

Should we introduce the prop sed asic p ification

for Part 101 drone pilots? ?\

Q22 Respondent skipped this question

What i |mpa basic, pilo lification likely have

on you? Q

Q23 @ A practical examination of skill and a paper based
What format should this test take? written theory test (at a provider)

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? @O

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

Easier to track someone flying one %V v

Q29

authentication)?

Definitely. A@V !
Q30 &\ &2 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

Should th b ini iahet Please comment:
s o e e o Lower the weight threshold. All drones should be

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

3
®
n
é

registering a drone? .
v s registered
Q31 Q\ No
Should certhn s n ed t0 be registered (select
all that apply)
Page 7 &
Q32 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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Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

This would make it impossible for drones to be within the
4 mile radius of an airport

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

X\

Q36 Respondent skipped this que
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? Q Q~
Q37 Respondent ski %uesQ

If you do not want your name or identifying information to

be included, please note the reasons why below. This will E %
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission. @V ?\
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#H44

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:09:10 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 5:39:45 PM
Time Spent: 00:30:34

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 6
-l &
| N AN
N &

Email address

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

Part 101 drone ‘@perator

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 do not support any changes in which the financial onus of any changes are passed on to part 101 pilots as with the basic pilot
qualification.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

as above | do not support any changes in which the
financial onus of any changes are passed on to part 101

pilots as with the basic pilot qualificatix.
Q9 Yes, with changes % Q&

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

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

Financial implications on hobbyist pilots @V 2 Q

Q11 No,
. . . Ple mment:
Do you agree with the proposed order of implem on .
o not agree with the measures
of the measures?

Page 4 &\ &Q‘

CJ
Should drones have their dalo art?

O \ Yes,
. %’S " . Please comment:
Should we r e fo% minimum flight 4km is a very long range which is beyond visual sight in

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

Q13
distance fro rodromgs§? )
% most circumstances

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

Q14 Yes - relax the consent provision in another way,
Please comment:
Height above property should be the focus, ‘distance’ is

ambiguous in regards to vertical vs. horizontal

226 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

‘above people' is very vague, as it is interpreted by many
as meaning nearby vs. directly overhead but should rather
focus on what risk there actually is to the people below if
the drone were to lose control and the measures in place
to try to avoid collision. 'Safe distances' is also very
subjective depending on the drone in question and the
capacity in which it is being operated

Q16 Other (please specify):
. . It would have to depend on the wei risk of |mpact /
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the

g . . safety measures of the drone
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17 @ QO
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? %

When multiple aerodromes overlap getting approval from all needs to be hastdl a moreﬁﬁwd way, and contact with

part 101 pilots needs to be timely. Further, MoT approval should not be req fly s for brief periods when operating
safely as aerial surveying often requires brief periods slightly outsid bo?

Q18 Q‘mon't &

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

Q19 A@
What do you think of the propos@ Rules Q‘,

Definitions and clanflcanons WOl efici p ularly differentiating drones with onboard navigation vs. drones without
additional safety features

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

Are there ar‘!‘ uld consider?

Definitions and clarificati be beneficial, particularly differentiating drones with onboard navigation vs. drones without
additional safety her MoT approval for roadways should be relaxed

Page 5

Q21 Yes,

Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification As long as there is no cost involved to the pilot

for Part 101 drone pilots?
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Q22

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

If there is no cost, this would likely have no real impact on me as | understand the rules and regulations under part 101 as they
currently stand

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years !

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? 2

Q25 1 don't know %: O

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations % Q

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training %

organisations? @ é

Q26 Vnt ski is question
Is there any other special authorisations you would IikeQ~ &

to see? Q
PoNe
Q27 A 4Yes, with changes,

. . ! Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed{drone, registratti . .
Remove the requirement to place a unique number on the

system? . .
< ’ % drone as this may impact resale value
o Q \k%

registr ely have on you?

What impact w
not much im ide tific@as ecurely stored and did not require stickers or alterations to the drone
Q29 %

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

Security is critical

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

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

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

I wouldn't know how to effectively implement it, particularly in areas of poor recépti aif it %}
with the drone's camera systems @ é

Page 8

Q34

1

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awaren likely have

It would make it harder to operat@one effeCt

o%

7
4

Page 9

1,

Q36 Q
Do you have afy othe %k on anything else in the
S

Enabling Drone Int cussion document?

Q37

&

&
<

u?

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

No,
Please comment:
‘certain drones' is too ambiguous and may not be within

the capacity of hobbyists and may reﬂire technological

integration from manufacturers and+4 rtain locations

this may not be practical

dise the communication

& S

Ple mment:
unweildly if required

for some applications

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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#45

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:29:51 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:58:40 PM
Time Spent: 00:28:48

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %

RS
N A

; &

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

Q5 v %\
%QQ@

I own and fly ong€. | blieve l@l be more and more as the tech becomes cheaper and better

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?

Pretty good ideas. The 101 rules are hard for a newbie to interpret. 101 and 102 have been wriiten by a lawyer better coms needed

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Im all for safe use of drones. Very wary of proposed id
broadcast and who could get that. Overseas this has

caused trouble.

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 Bleaietcommen i t ﬂ
address the problems and opportunities identified? anket measires ey raceptang otten
over the top @ O
Q10 %
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? E
Good quality low level online education. Straight ahead lessons. E v ave got into bother dont do this.
Also what to do if your out of your depth. It is very hard to flnd un kills and rules

Q11 Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of im pI entation
of the measures?

‘</
&@

Q12 Yes,
Pl t:
Should drones have thelr andal \ Part? ease commen .
Property rules need changing
Q13 @ Yes
Should we r%w the f ometre 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 - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

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

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

| feel rules need to be relaxed when flying below 60mtrs. You should not be a danger to other aircraft under 60mtrs and away from
Q18 Yes,

airports or flight path.
. Please comment: &
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Require landing upon vi th?r A\
permision from contr, een give

S

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

Mostly good @V 2
Q20 'S.

espopdent skipped this question
Are there any other changes we should consider?{ :Q
Page 5 A@ 4
Q21 ,&\ &Q 7 Yes,
L . Please comment:
edpasic p%&ll ation

Should we introduce the prop@ . .

for Part 101 drone pilots?‘ \ Online free 101 licence
Q22 O \s

What impac&sic pil lification likely have on you?

Just have to do ito fl)&

Q23 & Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

232 /413



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 Respondent skipped this question

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

Page 6 4 &

Q27 Yes, %
. . . Pl t:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration ease commer @ Q -

system? So long as its free. N EE O

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

Surely be a pain in the ass \/ ?\

What do you think of the proposed system desig . digital pl m) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Im suspect of the abilty to keep data safe A@V !
Q30 &\ & Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

.. . Pl t:
Should there be a minimum v@thresh 1 eas?n(;ommen
registering a drone? ?\ 200g
Q31 O \E Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should cenﬁ S not nee registered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

Q29

all that appl Model Flying New Zealand sites)

Q/ ,
& Please comment:

Im worried aboit over the top regulations constraing drone
use

Page 7

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Sounds completly over the top

Page 8
Q34 No,

Please comment:
We just need a decent map

O A
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Likely itll be wrong and the drone will be grounded because some clown went power cm@: O
Page 9 @?\ ?%

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q36

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the @\R\on discussion document?
Please implement restrained changes. Carefully conside |ne enswe admlnlstered

Q37

If you do not want your name or |dent|fy| atlo e |ncIuded please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when we res ny O Qﬂ ation Act requests that cover your submission.

~Z\
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#46

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 6:24:23 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 7:10:40 PM
Time Spent: 00:46:16

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? \%

s O
Briefly tell uséQmest in @

I fly for fun an ve a Yo@annel as well which I would love to use my drone for but due to current legislation effectively

can't because of Iando@

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.

L
N4
)

ssion requirments.

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 agree with all of them if they make it easy for those who comply to fly within the rules especially if landowner permission
requirements are removed. This has been the biggest barrier to flying within the rules as where | want to fly it is often hard to even
identify the landowner and then there is the haphazard rules that vary from each council and region as well as agencies like DoC.
It's near impossible to fly anywhere that is isn't a single identifiable property with a clear permission system or owner.

Q8 Yes,

Please comment::
If the rules updates make it easier for those who comply
to fly then it will work. If it makes i r like cugrently
everyone will just ignore it like now an@ut

enforcement nothing will change. g

distance limitations wou -
within the rules r(%
0

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

pe
overseas 2509 good gption(too. Just make it
mpl Oh't separate commercial

easy for tho
from re@ just base.i sk. Real risk not
isk.

percieve

Q9 Q& &2
Do you think the proposed series of measures wou A casy Com.m : ;
address the problems and opportunities identifie S vious commen

- &Y O
Are there any other problems and o ﬂties y n think of?

The 250g rule like overseas may or som like that to make it easy for low risk activities. Make any permission or
additional requirements really sin@he curre%m er permission requirements are crazy and impossible and the cost of
part 102 prohibitive. An alte Id be,t e part 102 pilot certification cheaper and make it more useful without a full
part 102 organization reg 'g. Id include basic exemptions like flying over people and property without
permission without n 20 ation which all becomes cost prohibitive for small operators e.g. youtube channels.

. &

Yes,
. . Please comment:
Do you agree with the d order of implementation . . .
Just do it faster, the timeframes are really long with the
of the measures? o )
pace of development it will be outdated before the first
part is even implemented after 3 years.
Page 4
Q12 Yes

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

Are there any other major Rules changes we shouldic

More manufacturer responsibility. Height and distan@

Q18 @
Are there any minor changes to t I%)s that Q‘
make them easier for you to understand? &

Q19 O \s

What do you 'Qﬂe prop

changes? @

Are there any other changes we should consider?

nor Rules

Q20

Page 5

Q21

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

d g

4

Yes,

Please comment:

It should need to be what is safe based on real risk not
arbitrary distances. Geofencing can deal with this and
drone manufacturers can be required to implement it.

Yes - remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

I mentioned alternative options in another comment e.g.
102 pilot cert with basic exemptions included.

Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as%ﬁﬂve &

Other (please s @

10m from . + ho@ based on what is a
general % good visibility! Probably around 200 to
300m

er?
Qshould be locked unless qualified.

Yes,

Please comment:

Make part 102 certification come with more benefit to the
pilot without an 102 organization. At the moment it is
pointless.

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Yes,
Please comment:
Everyone that wants to fly a drone should know the rules
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Q22

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

None, | already have 102 and would happily do a basic or whatever is required if it makes it easier to fly for recreational and
commercial reasons. Rules should be about safety and progress not fear.

Q23 Other (please specify):

What format should this test take? There could be different levels with different benefits

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):
- - S d all t d { Id b
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot _orr.1e _rones really are foys an © . A

. . distinction of some sort and an it for re nes.
qualification?

Don't know what that sh(@ Q~

Q25 I don't know @ O
Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations %

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training ?\
organisations? @
Q@’ &

Is there any other special authorisations you would like

As said previously more benefit should be given to 10hkﬁed pilots &%y don't require an organization as well.

&
Q27 &\A ,%”Q‘ Yes,

Should introd th d Please comment:
ould we introduce the propgsedgirone regl As long as those who comply have benefits like the

system? o
?\ E\ removal of property permissions.
ion |

Q28 < :_ Q m§\
What impac@l ron@u n likely have on you?
None, | fly within the n@

Q29 Respondent skipped this question

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

Q33 2

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

I may have to upgrade my drone

Page 8

Q34
Should we consider i !Elng geo@ SS?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

It would make it much easier and safer to fly for everyone.

Page 9

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

Based on real risk not perceived arbitrary numbers. For
example it may be based on the manufacturers
geofencing and safety features etc.

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

Yes, others (please specify belovﬂ{

Please comment:
Based on risk Q Q~

Yes,
Pleas

heIp h enfo also safety. Again this
eflts to the pilots who comply

<<

Yes,

Please comment:

Can't wait for this but it would be impossible without
removing the property permission requirements. Current
airspace rules aren't that hard to follow it's the permission
that is always the problem. Saying that having one
accurate place foe everything would be phenomenal.

239/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q36

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

Keep it simple. Make it easy for those who comply to fly and based whatever rules are made on real risks and safety concerns not
public perception.

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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HA4'7

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 10:39:29 PM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 11:18:00 PM
Time Spent: 00:38:30

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6
>Ry
Q3 4% &
Email address &\A@V 4
\?vio are you submitting on b@lf)f?

Q5 Ov \%\ %
Briefly tell USQQ!ESt in @

Recreational fl for phot d videos
Integrated use for search cue

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?

Well intentioned, likely to be expensive to establish and implement, and costs being moved onto operators is likely to remain a
barrier and continue to be a compliance issue, especially in the lower cost bracket of drones.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Consider different levels of restriction for urban and rural
areas, public area flights vs flying over private land, such

as farmers, vineyards etc !
Q9 Respondent skipped this que@ Q&

Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q
address the problems and opportunities identified? @
Vo9
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? @ %

Selfie drones, which are operated by hand gesture, and drones ope
Also the integration of the fishing drone systems with payload d
need much altitude)

A flexible, agile set of guidelines is required ]

Q11 N/
. . Please comment:
Do you agree with the proposed order of enta , al but it t not b th few doll
of the measures? n gener )_/es. : i mus. not be more an a evY ollars
& for any registration fee or intro course that is required.

A S \C

\ Yes
Should drones ir ow@one Rule Part?
Q13 & Yes,
e faur

. . . Please comment:
-kilometre minimum flight

S.hOUId we revics 's Especially in the case of single runway, or suitable
distance from aerodremes? : . - ;
geographical barriers. Also clarify the distance from float

plane operating areas such as Picton, Taupo and
Auckland

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

Q14 Yes - remove the consent provision completely

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

Please comment:

Just those in the immediate area, basically you should be
able to talk to them as you fly

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 Respondent skipped this questio{

Are there any other major Rules changes we should % &
consider?

Q18 Respondent ski %uesr 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@ !
C

Control zone - while technically it extend round otlld be a provision for flight to maybe 20m, line of sight allowed
without the current restrictions on shi (;d\s

O ©
X &

Q21 Yes, with changes ,
Should . n ic pilot lificati Please comment:
ould we In ¢ the propo asic priot qualiiication Consider the current free education program and test
for Part 101 e pilots? ) ) )
available from dronetrust - this clearly outlined the 101
requirements

&

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

Q22

It would have to be low cost and availability online

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?
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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?

Q26 !
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see? %

Night flight extension - either training or minimum standard for strobe lights

Q
Page 6 %Q/ Q

Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? ult to enforce, maintaining

er Id'privately. Most drones already have
e seji ber and are linked to the operator in

Q28 \/

What impact would drone registration lik veon you
Currently nil as under 250g &\ &Q‘
Q29 < ’

What do you think of t V&ed syst xsign (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? \
Consider mandat numb@ drone as an alternative

Q30

Should there be @n weight threshold for

registering a drone

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold
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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:

Overseas operators only in the country for a short period
of time

Page 7

Q32 Yes % &
Should we introduce remote ID? & Q~

S

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? ?\
bus e. Would not be possible for me

It should only be required on large drones flying at large distance and

X
Page 8 % &
Q34 4 Y Q
Should we consider introducing geo-awara@sw C
on?

Q35

What impact would geo-aware::@ hav& E

Simplicity of finding and inte§et iQn/Of safe@as
- QO

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

Any changes need toemain in touch with the technology changes and trends, and allow the onboard systems, GPS, avoidance
sensors etc to be used and trusted to reduce current limitations

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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#48

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 9:56:25 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 10:35:27 AM
Time Spent: 00:39:02

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6
>Ry
Q3 4% &

Email address V
0 A
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

os O
Briefly tell us :: stin @

I'm mainly into photograph videography.

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 Respondent skipped this question

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

Q8 Yes, with changes

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

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q9 Yes, with changes !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &

Q10 @O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
A free course by CAA for basic part 101 would be great. This would encour %o aneg%so ask questions before

assuming things which can cause major mishaps.

- Q@/&QY‘

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio

of the measures? ! Q
Page 4 %\/ ! :
Q12 \A Q. I don't know,
. Please comment:
Should drones have their ownGS&)ne Ru : Probably a good idea.

Q13 E %\ Yes,
o Please comment:

S.hOUId we revie “kilogne nimum flight As long as the user has passed the 101 certification and
distance fro romes? ) . A
logs the flight on Airshare, this can change. All users
@ within 4km still have to ring ATR before flying.
Q14 &

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

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

If the footage is not used for illegal activities, this can be
relaxed. Not sure how to monitor this.

Q15 Yes — remove the requirement completely,

Please comment:

You can go and get every single person in the beach to
sign it off for you. This should be relaxed as long as the
user operates within part 101 regulations.

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,
. Please comment:
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would More clarity on shielded Operat uld be d I've

make them easier for you to understand?

seen a lot of people confusg: S|de Qﬁs
Q19 Respondent ski %%uesq

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

changes? @ E %
Q20 Wnt ski question
Are there any other changes we should consider? Q Q‘

A <<

Q21 Ye s |th changes,

Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed b t qualifi With f i t like NZTA drivers i
for Part 101 drone pilots? ree online courses just like rivers license

would be great. This would kick out most of the dodgy

users.
Q22

What impact w pilot \ tion likely have on you?

We'll be muc nfld (o} fIy public places as the people would be aware that we are qualified to fly and won't misuse
their privacy %

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?
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Q25 Respondent skipped this question

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 I don't know @ 2

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration O

system? @O
Q28 Responden this q 2

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

Q29 @Mnt * is question
What do you think of the proposed system design (e. gQ~

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? 4

Q30 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
ini i L Pl t:
Should there be a minimum weight t EAI] for ease commen

registering a drone? &i\ & 500grams
Q31 C) % Respondent skipped this question

Should certain drone ed to ed (select
all that apply)

Page 7 Q
Q32 @ Respondent skipped this question

Should we introduce‘¥emote ID?

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

249/413



Enabling Drone Integration

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.

Q
N\
O G
O &
& <<§
&

4

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question !
Respondent skippe@Qstion O

4
&
<&

X
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#49

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 19, 2021 9:25:11 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 10:38:12 AM
Time Spent: Over a day

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

PR
AN

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting oglf % \%

as O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

I fly remote contfolled plan pleasure

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?

Yes, these all seem sensible steps. Has any consideration been given to a distinction between multi-rotor RPAS and fixed wing,
camera-less aircraft such as flown by hobbyists? They are used in very different ways in different locations. Multi rotor craft are
able to be flown in any location, however fixed wing craft are generally only flown in open areas such as parks or rural areas.

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? @

Q10 Respondent sk@his q%g
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can Q
think of?

N AN
Qg’ <&

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

Page 4 A%\/ ! :
Q12 \ Q~ Yes
Should drones have their OW.CB&HG @"

Q13 ? - %\ Yes

Should we revie ilom \ imum flight

distance from a es?

Q14 3 @ Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we changé€ thexequirement 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 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 I don't know !
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?

Little to none O \
W IR §
What format should thi ake?

Q24 Yes, 14 years

Electronic/online theory test

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

to see?

Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,

Please comment:
I believe there should be a higher weight limit for non-

camera, fixed wing craft. Around 1K Seems right.

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I would need to register my motor glider @:

Q29

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ@\d re ents (e g. identity
authentication)? V V

Sounds good @ &Q

Q30 %Mth a different weight as the threshold ,
Should there be a mini ight thresh mment
ould there be a minimum weig reshe N ve fixed wing craft should have higher threshold.
registering a drone?
These craft are much less dense and are generally

constructed from foam. The impact from a 1KG foam
&\ & plane vs a 1KG multirotor is significantly different.

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors
Should certain drone Eed to %ered (select

all that apply) §

Page 7 Q

- '\‘2\

Please comment:
2
Should we introduce femote ID* Good for larger craft, but inappropriate for smaller hobby

type craft.

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Unsure, as | only fly small fixed wing craft.

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Useful to easily identify where | can or can't fly

Page 9
2.
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integratioﬁus nd t?

ional pErofiIe differences

of small fixed wing vs multi-rotors. % Q
Q37 Respo@ ipped &n
If you do not want your name or identifying information to

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

be taken into account when we respond to any Official &

Information Act requests that cover your submission. Q~

Overall I'm supportive of the changes. | just hope that sufficient consideration is given %
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#50

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 10:53:49 AM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 11:08:58 AM
Time Spent: 00:15:09

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v
A
&K

- &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on b@h‘)f? \%

s O
Briefly tell usQQmest in @

Hobby/ drone tography.

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?

| agree on all the above mentioned measures.

Q8 Yes, with changes

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 % N

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 @O

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q
N/A @?‘ E%
Q11 s\/ Q )

Do you agree with the proposed order of im plementatioQ~ &2

of the measures?

& O
Q12 A 4I don't know
Should drones have their own st;@ Rule

Q13 V \

Should we review thesfou ometr, @\m flight

distance from aergr - §\

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

above property?&

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative

C
§

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

Q16 50 meters

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 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 1do w ?*
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualificatio Q‘

for Part 101 drone pilots? Q~

Q20 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

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

Q2

3
What format should this teEtt \%
Should there um al SIC pilot
qualification

& 1 don't know
Do you agree with t

proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

Yes, 16 years

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 4

authentication)? % &

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams ight t@
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q
registering a drone? % Q

Q31 Yes, d@ wn sol%ors
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select V ?\
all that apply) @ &Q‘

Page 7 4 Q
NS
Please comment:
How? May not be safe with drones with wifi connection to

Should we introduce remote ID? A
&\ &Q‘ the controller as it might interfere with transmission signal.

Registering and monitoring every flight with AirShare can

< ’ % help too.
E % Respondent skipped this question
Ote |D®Ve onyou?
Qa4 &

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q33

Yes

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

I would be aware on the places where it is safe to operate a drone and when it's not safe.

Page 9
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Q36
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

None.

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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#51

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 1:18:24 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 1:43:34 PM
Time Spent: 00:25:09

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Page 2 6

- <
N AN

:: Revell 4& &Q~

Email address V
o A
Who are you submitting on behalf 0f? \%

s O
Briefly tell USQQ!uest in @

Fly drones for iness for@epél imagery, survey and monitoring. Personnel use for leisure activities too.

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?

The series of measures seem reasonable and easy to implement in a phasing in approach.

Q8 Yes

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

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 @ O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? % Q

25kg seems quite large for a non-practical test. Using commercially available dr a gui %as the Phantom 4 and
similar might be a better weight limit to set - anything bigger should need e e lev ctical test to ensure

competence. V ?\
Q11 /&2
omme:

Q9 Yes !
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation Pleas :
of the measures? Updating the Rules should be paramount. Also it would be

ing into the requirements to fly over DoC land.
V rmission process and more importantly the ~$60
4fee to fly each region is hugely restrictive. Need to find
ways to maintain and conserve these areas without
&\ &Q‘ limiting drone use too widely. A no-fly zone or restricted

C) use around huts, area of interest etc. where people will be

% seems a better approach than a blanket permission
?\ E \ approach.
Page 4 Q~ @

Q12

@ Yes,
Please comment:
Should drones hav@&wn standalone Rule Part? . . .
Very different to other aircraft in Part 101.

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Especially considering the topographic features around
some aerodromes. Although shielded operations they still
create confusions around ability to fly, especially mapping
flights.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,

Please comment:

Minimum distances from 'structures’ may be more
applicable - how would this then work with publicly owned
property -it would essentially remove the DoC and Council
approaches in place at the moment - which is good for
general use. But may need to be revised depending on
feedback - could trial in a city like Christchurch which has
a good map of council approved public land for flying.

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

Please comment:
Although 'safe distance' may b ubjéctive %pilot
S

vs. person being flown above. could yegue
minimum height to flyover’pedple. Not surQ:’nu
manage people hoveri eople without
consent - althoug ehavior ¢ appen without
drones. % Q

Q16 30 me@i %
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the V ?\
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate? Q~ &

Q17 4 Q
Are there any other major Rules changes @Nﬂ con id@
(& rome

Remove the need for Part 104a to fly withip an

aerodrome operator. &\ &

Q18 C) % Yes,
Are there any minor chag the | XI would Please comment:
make them easier f 0 und e'\ : Shielded operation - although well done with the videos

2 available, 1 still see confusion of how this rule is applied.

What do you think oft osed minor Rules changes?

Q15 Yes — use ‘safe distances’ as an altjnative,

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

be acceptable to fly within aerodrome if approval obtained by

Q19

Ok

Q20
Are there any other changes we should consider?

NA

Page 5
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Q21 Yes,

Please comment:

25kg is way too heavy for an online only test. An online
test is a good idea, and should cover most pilots flying
readily available drones (~1.5kg, Phantom size?).
Anything greater than these commercial drones should
have a practical test applied.

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?

It would be good, having a simple online test would be great, would be happy to see pre-reading as bit more, of a
comprehensive test that the current ‘quiz’ online at the moment. It would also provide confidence i isness &knowing of
competent people etc.

There also needs to be something in between Part 101 operating and the Part104a practica ich is ad - d. A practical

test Part 101+ would be good, testing simple operation in GPS mode to ensure pilot und used to then

approve aerdrome flight. Part104a is too hard for the purpose it servces and restrict
they would be fine doing so in. %

Q23
Practical (provider) for a

What format should this test take? .
ultiday practical and paper (as

Q24

Should there be a minimum age for basic %V

qualification?

azs &Q‘
Do you agree with the propo d S cnal al atl

given to Part 141 and P app t\ ning
organisations?

Respondent skipped this question
Is there any@r speci horisations you would like

to see? %

Q27 Yes

Page 6

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?
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Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I would register - try to not to implement cost for business use like Australia as this restricts innovation.

Q29

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

Good idea

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the w@ureshol«
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q~

registering a drone? Q O
Q31 Yes, drones flo %yin Q

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, dropes in specific designated areas (e.g.
all that apply) Model ew Z es)

Vo Qj
ing & smartphone, although most of these
] are l@ 250g

&(}/ \\O

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?&\
Q33 Y\: \b

What impact would r lik N e onyou?

I would rely o&eing p with this feature and so may need to be pushed through the manufacturers.

BREe

Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

But need to be mindful of how this could be "enabled" if
needed. For example if an aerodrome is geofenced, but
need to do work at the airport (aerial inspection of runway)
then how would this be done. Have had issues of
automated mapping jobs continually re-setting when flying

across a geo-fenced boundary.

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

It could be trickey when flying across the boundary as above.

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 que@

If you do not want your name or identifying information to

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

be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission. % E

PR
A
&\ &Q‘

O ©
X
N
,Q?‘
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#52

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 3:01:41 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 3:20:39 PM
Time Spent: 00:18:58

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Page 2 %
&K
e N AV
:c;rdeWhlte 4 Q& &Q~

Email address

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

o O
Briefly tell USQQBest in @

Commercial Helicopter Pil@lieve drone use should be controlled especially in busy airspace that includes non control

Zones. &\2\

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.

L
&
)

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 believe drone use should be used but controlled in a way back to the manufacturer to begin with. Not allowing the drone operator
to reach an altitude which will cause an incident with an aircraft which may cost someone their life.

Q8 No

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

Q9 I don't know *\
Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &
address the problems and opportunities identified? Q Q~
S

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

It should be more difficult to allow the use of drones by the general public.@i %

2O\
Do you agree with the proposed order of implement tioQ~ &
of the measures? s Q

Page 4 A%\/ !
Q12 \ Q~ I don't know
Should drones have their own &ne R ?

Q13 ?‘ %\ No
Should we review. @(ilom \ imum flight

distance from a @ ames?

Q14 2 @ No - keep the existing consent provision

Should we chang€ théyequirement 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 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 No !
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand?

Q19 Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules
changes?

Q20 Re O&Mpp guestlon
Are there any other changes we should consider? @ &Q‘

Q21 %}? QQ

Please comment:
Should we introduce the proposed basic

for Part 101 drone pilots? "The test'would be simple” is an exfelct reason why an
increase in drone use would be detrimental on the safety

& in the aviation sector.

Q22 ::

What impact would 3 . Iot ifidation Ilkely have on you?

Giving more pe simple qual would be not be beneficial as it would give people a false sense of knoeledge. If it was

too simple fo to complét then at is the point of even having a rule change!

Q23 Other (please specify):

Comprehensive test including the risks drones have on

What format should is test take? . .
lives when operating.

Q24 Yes, 16 years

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?

Public Arrest on anyone who is seen to be operating in an unsafe manner.

Page 6 @ &
Q27 Yes Q~
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration O

system? %

Q28 ?‘
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @ ?‘

none %V &Q‘

Q29 3 ResQent skipped this question

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

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. ide V

authentication)? A

Q30 &\ &2 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

Please comment:

ShC.)UId Fhere be a minimum v@h)thresh All drones should need to be registered
registering a drone? ?\ \

Q31 O \E No

Should cen@%s notné registered (select

all that appl

. R

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?

The more restrictions on drones the safer aircraft are

Page 9 %
QK
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integratién discusgi ment?
Drone use needs more control. ‘ %

Q37 Re% kipp
If you do not want your name or identifying information to Q~

be included, please note the reasons why below. This wj &

be taken into account when we respond to any Official

uestion

Information Act requests that cover your submissio!.

QN /\<33
O O
X
N
& Q/@
&
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#53

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 3:57:31 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 4:20:01 PM
Time Spent: 00:22:29

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

. v 9
A
&K

- &\\OQ

Q4 Other,

If you are not submitting as an individual, please specify

Who are you submitting on behalf of? %
\ who you represent.:
?\ ? Wisk New Zealand

&
2
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Q5

Briefly tell us your interest in drones

Wisk New Zealand is a joint-venture company that is currently testing, certifying and going-to-market in New Zealand with one of
the world’s first self-flying, electric vertical takeoff and landing aircraft. The company is one of the Government’s flagship
programmes under the Ministry of Business Innovation and Employment’s Innovative Partnerships Programme.

Our interest in the exposure draft and in submitting is around future-proofing the New Zealand aviation ecosystem so that it can
take full advantage of the evolving AAM industry.

The air taxi market is anticipated to be worth US$1tn a year by 2040, with passenger traffic comprising US$851bn of that. We
believe that New Zealand has an amazing window of opportunity to lead the world in the new aerospace evolution. With technology
advances in air cargo drones, emergency drones, commercial drones, air taxis and even in general ircraft, society is
going to need to think about how we safely and efficiently integrate the different airspace users. N%and is n&re in
experiencing an increase in the numbers of a variety of aircraft, weather balloons and drones All of h ne move around

safely. The benefits of developing that airspace in an integrated, future-proofed way are w ore e s new craft like
Wisk emerge.

Electric aircraft also mark an important evolution in how we move about. Aviation ¢ b es to % of Aotearoa New
Zealand's carbon footprint. We all prefer to connect face-to-face. That is why fI| 0 imp ow we connect with each
other. But we also know that we can’t continue to use the planet’s resourc th way th%ve Wisk’s aircraft are
developed with the planet in mind and are part of the electric revolutio wa nsportation. We are also

committed to supporting the New Zealand Government's vision of d bel on Free by 2050.

o

Q6
What is the postcode of where you live (or the ordaktlon y %sent is primarily based)? Find your postcode
using the NZ Post Postcode finder.

- &
SEE

What is your view o @ Z e e f measures? Are there any other alternatives you suggest we consider?

Page 3

We believe that, discu ument does address some current issues in aviation, it does not provide us with
confidence tQ future-foctised issues and thinking have been adequately considered.

In short, it does not f iSsion of creating a regulatory framework for drone integration that will support New Zealand to

ibility and leading edge thinking.

We outline some proposed issues and changes under the specific sections later in our submission.
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Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
We are supportive of the need for Drone Integration to be
addressed. However, we join with other submitters in our
overall concern that the proposals are being done in
isolation of the National Aerospace Strategy and have not
gone far enough to truly advance airspace integration in a
way that will support the potential growth of the industry
and allow Aotearoa New Zealand to truly reap its benefits
In our view, the discussion document doesn’t adequately
accelerate the process or support the change
management required to ensure that Néew Zealand
airspace continues to be well man afe and supports
growth in the aero and space s in partic&nare
nc

concerned about the perceived : - uc d a

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

lost opportunity for progr umber of i aticnal
organisations leavin iation tem because
of tardiness in thi ith the pégative impact
on the social an ich leailable through
growth in thi . %

Q9 Yeshwith Shanges ?\E

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

~!C QQ
Are there any other problems and opportuaiti ycan in
ep

is the use of the term “drone”. Drone j suitable ver all aircraft where the pilot is removed from the air vehicle. In

We are concerned that some of the defin'!t e being fed enough (taking even a 15 year view). A key example of this
our opinion, as an example, it conj wrong i sioh when using ‘drone’ to describe passenger-carrying aircraft.

We would encourage the us e Pil t@ﬂ System (RPAS) or for the Ministry of Transport to take a leaderful view of
the terminology. Curren ationally, thexindustry is increasingly using advanced air mobility to describe the entire cohort of
new aviation technologig dev K ith urban air mobility.

Q11 Q 3 Yes
Do you agree with the d order of implementation

of the measures?&

Page 4
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Q12 Yes,
Please comment:
We agree with the proposal to leave Part 102 alone. From
a UAS perspective, the NZ aviation regulatory framework
is globally unique, primarily due to the Rule Part 102. It is
a true enabler for the NZ aviation industry and its future
growth and should be maintained. We recognise there are
challenges associated with Rule Part 101 in both the
interpretation and application of the rules. This is reflected
in paragraphs 93 - 95, and, we believe, clarifying these
rules, would benefit both the applicant and Regulator.

Q13 No , \
. . . . Please comment:
Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight Thi blanket rul
distance from aerodromes? b is & hianket nie O

Q14 Yes — use 'safe % ernative

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

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q15 s’ as an alternative

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to

above people? !
Q16 es
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternatlv

consent provision, what distance(s ou co
appropriate?

Q17

Are there any other les c %«e should consider?

We agree wnh th to Ie 2 alone. From a UAS perspective, the NZ aviation regulatory framework is globally
unique, pnm the Rule 2. It is a true enabler for the NZ aviation industry and its future growth and should be
maintained

We recognise there %ges associated with Rule Part 101 in both the interpretation and application of the rules. This is
reflected in parag&n 95, and, we believe, clarifying these rules, would benefit both the applicant and Regulator.

Q18 Yes

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?

We do not agree with the proposed creation of a new Rule Part. A new Rule Part for all ‘Drones’ in NZ risks diverging from the
global standards, which are being assessed across the globe.

Our view is therefore that the proposed changes risk the effectiveness of the NZ aviation system for the following reasons:

- There is no distinction between ‘recreational’ and ‘commercial’ UAS as referenced in paragraph 7, although this doesn’t really
address the main challenge.

- There is no distinction regarding the type of UAS or UAS operation - this is crucial.

- The size of UAS, payload type, operational area, flight rules being operated under, levels of autonomy, design assurance level of
the UAS are widely different for different UAS.

UAS Operations would be vastly different for real estate agents using a small UAS for home vid when ¢ ed with an

autonomous air taxi transporting people across a city.
- The all encompassing use of the term ‘Drone’ exacerbates this issue. @Q O

Q20 Q

Are there any other changes we should consider? E%

To solve the challenges outlined in the discussion document, we woul %e foll

Part 101 - Update @ Q~

- Revise the language and intent as described in paragr: 5 to e the Rule Part clear and easy to understand.

- A performance-based approach can be applied to the&on of Part . whilst clearly identifying prescriptive pathways to
enable the majority of Part 101 applicants.

- This approach would streamline the applicati p for j th t licant and the CAA.

Part 102 - No change q*
- As described, Part 102 is an N@ dlﬁeren@s ould be maintained to advance the industry.

Existing Operational Rules (| 1, P

- Evaluate the existing tignal rule
included into the existiion sy N . by including a dedicated subpart in the appropriate Rule Part such as Part 91, Part
135 etc.

- This appro ensure the tional aspects associated to UAS Operations are integrated into the existing framework
minimising th pact to ar@mhnmg the overall system.
Page 5 ’Qz\

276 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q21 Yes,

Please comment:

We believe that we should be introducing a framework of
requirements based on agreed core principles of ensuring
the safety and good management of New Zealand's
airspace. In practice, this framework would include basic
requirements for the simplest of aircraft (hand held
drones/ model aircraft) to increasingly complex
requirements for the most complex of aircraft/ operations
(such as passenger carrying UAM or commercial aircraft).
This basic pilot qualification would fit within that

continuum.
Q)kq
What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on you? & O

It would make our operations and our passengers safer. Q

Q23 Electro Sne @%
What format should this test take?

Q24 Q&e yeﬁz

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot Q

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

qualification?

Q25 Yes
Do you agree with the proposed s OI'IS

given to Part 141 and Part 101 2 p ved tr

organisations?

Q26 % Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other, @uthor \ you would like

to see?

Page 6 \2\@

Q27 Yes
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Remote ID will contribute to safer airspace for everyone and is a recognition that the future of airspace in Aotearoa New Zealand
will become increasingly complex. These measures help support the safe entry of new technology into airspace and secure the
social and economic benefits that can ensue from the growth of the Advanced Air Mobility industry in this country.
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Q29

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

Agree with it, although can see there should be some parameters for the requirements.

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold,

Please comment:

Could implement in accordance with the ASTM standard,
but leave the door open to other future standards

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely ind% > &

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

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

Page 7

Q32 Yes ?\ %
. T

Should we introduce remote ID?

. &

Remote ID will contribute to safer airspace for ey, i e@n that the future of airspace in Aotearoa New Zealand
will become increasingly complex. These me; port the safe entry of new technology into airspace and secure the social
and economic benefits that can ensue fro h of 2 ced Air Mobility industry in this country.

Page 8

Q3 Yes,

4
Should we consnd cmg ®1ess’> Please comment:
We believe that geo-awareness coupled with Remote ID,
@ presents one of the largest benefits to the NZ airspace
system, specifically in relation to altitude awareness both
to the UAS Operator and other airspace users. Geo-
% awareness could also be interpreted as a nationwide
Common Operating Picture (COP). The ‘COP’ is a key
building block for an Unmanned Service Supplier (USS) or
Provider of Services for Urban Air Mobility (PSU), both of
which are concepts being advanced globally to support
the future of aviation. NZ has the foundations of this
already through Airways (through its systems and
subsidiaries) and could be advanced rapidly. Paragraph
223 highlights the benefit of alerting an operator if their
UAS is entering a prohibited zone.
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Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

This topic presents a real opportunity for NZ to have a single truth source for aircraft location which would service the whole NZ
airspace community. Such a system would:

- substantially advance the situational awareness for all airspace users,

- enhance the safety level of NZ airspace.

- enable advanced UA operations and their integration to the airspace system.

Page 9
Q36 Respondent skipped this que% \ &

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

Q37 Respondent ski &]uesQ

If you do not want your name or identifying information to

be included, please note the reasons why below. This will E %
be taken into account when we respond to any Official
Information Act requests that cover your submission. @V ?\

L
&
)

O
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#54

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 5:00:25 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 5:13:54 PM
Time Spent: 00:13:28

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v O
L A
Q3 4% &

Email address V

o A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s OE
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
I fly small phcéaphic\dré%

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 believe that Pilot registration will be hard to achieve and should only be enforced above a certain weight and to fly in certain
areas. So restriction on beaches, tourist spots etc unless you have a license to fly

Q8 No,

Please comment::

Who will enforce and what powers? Police are already
under rescourced.

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

address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 Respondent sk%@
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can ?\
think of? @

o T

Q9 Yes % &
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q~

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementati

of the measures? !
Page 4 \/

Q12 Yes
Should drones have their own one Ru
Q13 Yes,

Please comment:
Should we review |I0m imum ﬂlght E ified Pilots o
distance from a oy certified Pilots only

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative
Should we chang @lrement to gain consent to fly

above property?

Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

Please comment:

There is no way to obtain consent over beaches, rivers,
tourist spots in any case.

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?

Q18 No

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?

Should make things clearer and fairer @?\ E %

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

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

for Part 101 drone pilots? &

Q22 \

What impact would a@%ilot qu@ ikely have on you?

Nothing other th ere | t uld need a license.

Q23 2 & Other (please specify):
t

What format sh (& X+t take? Combination, online theory 1st, practical at provider 2nd.

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?
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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:
Only over a certain weight, or certain spec - max height or

OQ"

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Nill, happy to register @:

Q29
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ%d re* ents (e g. identity

authentication)? V
Fine @ &Q

Q30 with a different weight as the threshold ,

{ﬁ t_
Should there be a minimum weight thresh%w @ mmen

registering a drone?

Q31 Q Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Should certain drones not ne to e regis (s ect Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) \ Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7 Q~ @

Q32

& -
Should we mtroc@ D?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Nil

Page 8
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Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Be easier to see restricted areas better than the current app used

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Q a Q~

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? O

Q37 Respondent sk squ Q
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. @V ?\
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#55

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, May 20, 2021 5:23:27 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, May 20, 2021 5:56:58 PM
Time Spent: 00:33:30

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %%

o &Y X~
NS

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \6

os O
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
Primarily becél fIyGA%@

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

285/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q7

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

The measures proposed are reasonable as far as regulating Drone operations are concerned, but there is very little coverage of the
relationship to GA aircraft being operated outside of controlled airspace.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

The issue of visibility to GA aircraft, particularly gliders,
which often already carry significant other instrumentation,
is not resolved by these proposals. It i§ difficult enough to
see full size aircraft in time to take ance action.
Even a 25kg drone will be muc er.

Q9 Yes Q O 3
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 thi : Q~;
As already stated above. Q~ &

Q11 N @Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of ir@yuion!

Page 4 C)
Q12 \% Yes,

Please comment:
Should drones have st e Rule Part? GA pilots need to know what the rules are that apply to

Q~ drones so do need to be advised of changes.
E @ Yes,

Please comment:
Provided there is adequate separation from GA traffic
there could be an easing of the current limit.

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

Q13

Should we reviewfthe feur-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

The high resolution availble with present day cameras
makes it too easy to breach an individuals privacy. |
believe that the current requirement should remain.

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

286 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

I have been at an event where a reasonably large drone
was flown above a crowd and felt most uncomfortable. A
drone doesnt have any gliding ability to avoid a vertical
descent in the event of a failure and as software is relied
on for operation no one can guarantee that a software bug

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

wont show up at a critical time, or whether someone could
maliciously hack into the control system being used with
the intention of causing harm.

Q16 Respondent skipped this questio{

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

O
R

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

Not that | can see at present. & ?\
Q18 Q& & !

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

Q19 % !
What do you think of the proposed n@lles c@

No additional comment. & &

Q ﬁ\
Are there any oth s we onsider?

Comprehenan r the need t id conflict with GA aircraft outside of controlled airspace.

,\\z\

Q21 Yes

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

Q22 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have
on you?
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Q23

What format should this test take?

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 registra%
system?

Q28
What impact would drone registrati

2R
2 .

Q29

What do you think of the ?&ed
digital platform) and @ e

nt Ndentity
authentication)? Q~ &
Q30 Q Q/
i weight threshold for

Should there be a u
registering a dr&

Q31

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

N
L

Other (please specify):

While the theory can be covered by an on-line test, an
evaluation of skills can really only be done in a direct
contact environment.

Yes, 14 years

1
QO N

v o9
S

Q@/&Q‘

X

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

Please comment:

Outdoor flying at model sites needs to be under the
control of a suitable person if the site is on or near an
airfield.
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Page 7

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Only useful to GA pilots for collision avoidance if it integrates with existing systems available in the aircraft.

Page 8 @ &
Q34 Yes Q Q -
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? @ O

Q35 Respo%t%ed thi tigh

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? ‘
Page 9 Q& &2
Q36 4 ResQent skipped this question
Do you have any other feedback on anythin Wme O
Enabling Drone Integration discussion d&@. !
Q3 \ Q~
ing &

7
If you do not want your name @r iden ipformation to be included, please note the reasons why below. This will
be taken into account when nd fo fficial Information Act requests that cover your submission.

Q@O@@\%
&
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#56

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 12:38:59 PM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 12:50:20 PM
Time Spent: 00:11:21

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? \6
os )
Briefly tell us Qe-est in @
I am an R/C piﬁof fixedé@rotary aircraft

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?

Stop trying to make money of everything.

Q8 No,

Please comment::

Just making it harder for hobbyists and easier for your
business owning cronies.

Q9 No, ~\

. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would See above comment %
address the problems and opportunities identified?

Q10 @
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? :E )

If 1 did identify any other ideas | wouldn't tell you. @E
Pledse copiment:
St

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

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementati

of the measures? ! 00@"@ le's hobbies
Page 4 %\/ O

Q12 \A \ No

Should drones have their own standalone Ru .

Q13 \6
Should we review thl om imum flight
distance from a@ £s? é

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision
Should we chang @irement 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):

i i 10km
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 @Q O

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

Crap 0 %%

Q20 \/ ?“

Are there any other changes we should consider? @ §Q~
an

No stop changing the rules every 5 seconds and give people a chance UQm

N, O
SO

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

understand the current rules

Q21 No

Should we introduce the propo &ic pilot @c ion
for Part 101 drone pilots? %

Q22 O E é Respondent skipped this question
What impact w@sic pi@aﬁon likely have

& Other (please specify):

Q23
N
What format shou is test take? on

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?

Page 6 4

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

Q28 Responden this q%g

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @

What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g: atfor d quirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? Q

O

Q30 @

Should there be a minimum wei tmold Q‘
registering a drone?

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)

2 @ Yes, others (please specify below),
& Please comment:

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely indoors,
Should certain dro§ eed t \glstered (select Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

All flying models for hobby use

Page 7

Q32 No

Should we introduce remote ID?
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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 identifying information

be taken into account when we respond to any O,
Information Act requests that cover your submission

be included, please note the reasons why below.mm
iC

N4
X &
& Q/@
&

<
Va

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question !

%
B
¥

@.ﬁ:{ is question

X
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#57

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 10:55:05 AM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 1:06:45 PM
Time Spent: 02:11:40

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

dez ?\ 6
A
KK
S X
&1 ©

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.:
: ?\ ? Envico Technologies Ltd, Syos Aerospace Ltd
Q5 2Q~ @
S

Briefly tell u ur intere@ones
Heavy lift UAS S@ S Manufacturing and Export
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?

1. Rules Change - Part 102 has been great to service the innovation of the drone sector in the R&D stages. However, when one
wishes to mature the service offering it is challenging to establish a professional standard, particularly when exporting products
and services. An update to the rules must consider the translation between an R&D stage where flexibility is required, to maturing
services where standardisation is required, to export where standards are acceptable to the receiving jurisdiction/customer.

We recommend that a tier system of qualification helps facilitate the shift from recreation>R&D>Commercial>export.

We also strongly suggest that the CAA develop a framework for standardising scenarios and create a categorising mechanism for
processing applications. There is a considerable push for innovation and development in the sector however a choke point in the
assessment and processing of applications regardless of the complexity. This suggestion is to consider hanisms that address

the block but allows safe and efficient operations. &
Continuing with rule change, we strongly suggest that they align with manned standards parti y %n co es look to
export. NZ cannot sustain a saturated drone market for services and as such will need to O

2. Pilot Qualification — In addition to the pilot qualification suggested by the ﬁz:ggest that operators have a licensing
will

pathway that reflects manned ratings and licensing seen in Part'61, 66. Thi w Part 141 organisations to develop suitable
qualifications that meet a manned standard. We do no a separatethgystem as there is already a current framework that is
clear for one party. This means we only need to ide@d nder: the drone addition will fit.

We also suggest that we create a rule that sh %iﬁed tor from a 102 into a professional rule part that is created or is
formed by new subparts to current Parts i ed aviatiéiy We believe this will give the CAA opportunity to develop recognised
standard operating procedures and a ework for ¢ sing R&D from known repeatable operations, agnostic of the platform
which can be factored by weight/risk/typ

This pilot qualification needs to also prbvide a Ii@m t happens next. If they wish to go to the next level, they need to be

aware of that somewhere. x
3. Drone Registration — gistrmio% organisations is required for asset control and maintenance control. For smaller

operators, registration meani art from providing a number to regulators. There may be risk that registered drones
could supply num f dfones in N ver not be an accurate measure of those used. We believe registration becomes useful
at a higher lev port maintel and asset control. This process may be useful for smaller operators as a steppingstone to
higher compli

As a suggestion, you'd g ive data from registration if the user supplied information about the vehicles intended use or if
this was defaulted fr ufacturer. i.e. ag use, commercial use, recreational use.

All 102 operators tered their drones.

4. Remote ldentification’— We are proposing to use remote identification on our units in the same form a manned operator would be
required ADSB. If we are looking to mandate technology is required, it needs to be clear as to why, it needs to be specific to
operations, it needs to be fair across all aviation not just unmanned.

Our proposed operations are <400ft. night and day, in rural locations. We will file NOTAMs and have ADSB and have collision
avoidance systems. We can see more than a manned operator however are the ones that are being requested to do more. If the
push is not applied to all of aviation, then there will be understandable rebuttal.

Lastly on remote 1D, my operations are not public, nor does it need to be. Who is the MoT providing this information to? And how
is it being used? If enforcement, then we are large operators and can be easily distinguished. So what benefit are we proposing? If
this is for smaller aircraft that are common for taking pictures, then we suggest you require the manufacturer to produce a RID on
the unit of those in a certain category rather than the entire UAS fleet of NZ. For those home built in that category, we suggest the
education in pilot training make it clear what they need as a check list.

5. Geo-awareness — Our aircraft drop articles, like aa spravina/fert and/VTA, there is a level of Geo-awareness required. This is
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[ - -

sometimes carried out by an operator in VLOS or sensors. We suggest that again, the suggestion is categorised and clearly
defined in standard scenarios. If people want to deviate from the standard, then geo-awareness may be required. We strongly
advise on the need to mandate this need on all parties as it is very much operation dependant.

As a suggestion, operators could be exempt from this if they are operating in a particular area, height, type of operation, if
NOTAMSs or other mitigators can be applied etc.

Agreed if this operation moves in to integrated airspace but not all operations are or will be.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

yes, there needs to be consideration for a set of stages
an operator will progress through. Part 102 is suitable for
R&D but prohibitive to standardisation Which has
implication on processing times. LicC , certifigations
and restrictive recreational rule in this Also

providing standarised scenarios elp. e work

needs to be in place for @ to dealawith(the change.
Q9 Yes, with chan%@ Q

Please com : a

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

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? creates others.

export and standardisation
h'%uther jurisdictions? suggest that we intergrate in
ng sub parts. It is a known format

It will n s all proble

ne t an
UA SME. buildimg another standard will lower the
credibility of the industry and mean we are waiting on

\ standard building from the international

V nity. We have an opportunity to create clear
A ! pathways for export now using current frameworks.
Q10 &\ 2
Are there any other problems@pportu@o can think of?
Part 102 supports R&D, thi %e needs Xiress standards, licencing, certification and subparts within all manned parts.
This is a clear way of i ation to st s that are known. CAA need to support 102 for R&D and develop standard scenarios

h

for mature operati dkes the away from CAA as it's a cookie cutter exercise. We also suggest there is scope for
third parties tQ orseéd unde rule to carry out functions of the CAA. Lastly we strongly suggest CAA have a sebatical
in industry.

Q11 % Yes,

Please comment:
We suggest a rethink on timing, some items proposed can
be inacted faster than suggested.

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

Page 4
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Q12 Yes,
Please comment:
Only to provide a professional standardised frame work
once out of 102. We suggest it draws on or develops
Subparts to current standards for intergration. Also to
build a framework for the CAA to asses mature UA uses.

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes,
Please comment:
Ristrict is under a teir system. Allow operators to gain

permissions under licencing and certifi!ation.

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

Q14 Yes - relax the consent provis anothe
. . Please comment:
Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly . :
Safe distances are ok SO ang As an
above property? . . .
example manned h ts,condu erline surveys
low f d blow fences and

across aucklan
trampolines n t therelargstighter rules on a small

drone. Q/§~ %

Q15 v the#8quirement in another way,
fl .
an

com
hould we chan he requiremen in consen
élsb((:\lljedpece)[;:le’{;l GE HICISESENE D 9eN1 CHSe S ce isk. Actually standardise what that risk is.

V p ase specify):

. . the safe stopping dist , 10m mi
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternati % ; ing on fhe saie Stopping Gistance, SOm min
consent provision, what distance(s)wg@ conside

appropriate? &\ &

Q17 < ’

Are there any other mi r% cha@ should consider?

Create subparts , 146, 148, 147, 21, 141,
. Tier system foQﬁm of u i ing to certified user

. Stardise s oS

. Provision forathird p out fuctions of the CAA

. Mandated use of R.UD, areness
. Exporting pathways how the rule change will reflect on that.

Q16

o U A W N P

7. ldentify what an imperter needs and what is considered transferable. Where can they fly under what conditions that will enable

investment in to the industry.

Q18 Yes,

Please comment:

Define the next steps for an operator to progress from one
tier to the other. Provide clarity around what is acceptable
from international companies coming in to NZ. Identify
areas where testing can occur.

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?

Fine

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

As above

Page 5 \

Q21 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pilots? Have additional trai ssed of what they
need to progres Xt sta owde it online for

international %\ omple
Q22 @ E

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have on

All pilots under 102 need to hold a pilot qualification from a 1@7has lm&uly on the external factors of our company such

as social benefits and education. Q

Q23 % omclonlme theory test
What format should this test take? A 2

Q24

Should there be a minimu
qualification?

\

Q25 No,

Please comment:

remove the 101.202 provider. We suggest one standard
and that is 141. If there is a requirement for 101.202, then
develop a subpart under 141 that meets specific 101.202
needs.

Do you agre ed special authorisations
given to Part 1 d .202 approved training
orgamsanons”

Q26
Is there any other special authorisations you would like to see?

We want to see part 66, 61, 147, 145, 148, 146, 141, 21 subparts developed.

Page 6
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Q27 Yes, with changes,

Please comment:

Categorise what needs to be registered. 102 already
regiter so your target is 101? if so then get buy in from the
manufacturer so they are resitering all drones with the
CAA that are imported in to nz. If they are hobby drones
then provide a platform for those to be registered online.
Scope how important registration of every drone is. What
are they used for and how is that important. Numbers of
drones and how active they are, are very different.

Q28 4

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? %

Again industry social beneifts, bring new users in to the aviation side. We expect that wﬂl@ nm to FGQMAntenace

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

beneifits and asset management if they moved from recreation to commercial.

2)
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital platf requr@s (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Remote id and tracking means the tracker needs to be in the right e at'the ri
mandate systems that do not allow the unit to fly in the airps hi
demonstrated by DJI. others are Ardupilot etc. if you continue et no

an
n-compli
Enforcement can take place only if the enforcer is equipedito do so. Q

you want people out of the space then
ough the firmware companies as
then they are actively breaking the rules.

Q30 No,
Pl t:

Should there be a minimum welghtt a"etasi colmmen -

registering a drone? echnology gets smaller.

Q31 No,

Should certain drone ;ed to b ed (select Please comment:

all that apply) whats stopping these drones being used in other areas?

the operator and the flight software.

Page 7 %
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Q32 No,
Please comment:
a compliant operator will likley have these as default in
the form of ADSB. not all operations will have access to
wifi and bluetooth will not allow you to get the distance to
get a signal. Other mitigators are in place such as
NOTAMSs. If putting remote id is for safety than an
alternative is to create a tiered operating system with
licences, certification, and restrictive operations or
standards. if it's to track and enforce non-compliance then
you are likely to be enforcing camera drone recreational
users who you are looking to educate if the pilot

qualification. you are now looking rcement of
people who have been educat e still b% the
ill t

Should we introduce remote ID?

rules. If they know they are bre e ru Y put
a remote 1D on their unit 4@ bly not. %e
intergration, remote id"wi DEB wo @ hée drone side
but needs to info ned tOralSo. Two ways,

to view and avoid
nes will have a

Q33 Q‘

What impact would remote ID likely have on youA

We have ADSB. Having another form as mentiopéd goes d routes, enforcement which is presented in the education
piece and intergration with manned operators e compliant. Theres alot of pressure for compliant operators to meet the
k

standard and not alot about what we are to ver eyeryone else. innovation safety and effeciency need to be
considered if the goal is to be an inttKN &

Page 8 ?g) \

Q34 O \i Yes,

. Please comment:
Should we co oduci -awareness? . .
Use software companies as you are only looking to
control 101 users. Everyone else is approved to operate

& by the CAA with 102 or other. It whouldn't be a blanket

mandate but scenario based.

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

if you mandate it to all, then it would be a fical expence. we also need to know what systems this includes as it needs to be useful
to inform flight decisions. That means some form of automated action by the flight control system and the CAA need to be open to
that otherwise we are just adding benefit for the regulator.

Page 9

301/413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q36

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

We strongly support the intergration of a new rule forming subparts to the existing framework. This is critical to establishing
credibility for export and gain a competitive advantage for.

A tierd system as recomended by UAVNZ supports standardisation and professionalism when moving through the brackets of

recreational user, to commercial and then exporter. We support licencing and certification in line with new subparts in the existing
framework. These are Part 21, 61, 66, 71, 103, 141, 143, 145, 146, 147, 148.

Q37 !‘
If you do not want your name or identifying information to be included, please note the re s why beleW. This will
be taken into account when we respond to any Official Information Act requests that co r subrdissien.
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#58

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 11:50:09 AM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 1:30:08 PM
Time Spent: 01:39:58

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

. v
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
o A
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us i; stin @

Interested in thefregulation ontrol of their use, in relation to privacy, noise, safety and any other obstructions to general

quality of life. \b

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?

Measures that provide effective public drone/operator identification should be implemented immediately, otherwise rules are a
waste of time.

Q8 Yes

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

Q9 Yes,

AT

. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would It's qot to be better than the.existeree-
address the problems and opportunities identified? 9 Q Q‘

Q10 Respondent ski %ues@ :

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 4Yes
Should drones have their own sty@ Rul&& ’

C) \% I don't know,

Please comment:

. s .
S.hOUId we review e% ometr m flight I do not have the technical expertise or qualifications to
distance from aer?'g mes’ §

answer this.

Q14 2 @ No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

:tf)lould we chang equirement (o gain consent to fly Any prescribed separation will eventually become useless
ove property? . L

as the technical abilities of drones and cameras evolve.
Q15 No - keep the existing requirement,

Please comment:
Any prescribed separation will eventually become useless
as the technical abilities of drones and cameras evolve.

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

Page 5

Q21
for Part 101 drone pilots?

,\\

Q22

Greater safety as a ?e the p

W IR
What format should@ ake?

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q24

Q25

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

Should we introduce the proposed ba%ﬂ%ﬁﬂiﬁcah&

A

Other (please specify):
NONE

Respondent skipped this question

I don't know

Respondent skipp Qstion O

\/&Q?‘

What impact would a basi?uqualiﬁg\i%y have on you?
4

Electronic/online theory test

Yes, 14 years

I don't know
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Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any other special authorisations you would like

to see?

Page 6

Q27 Yes,

Please comment:

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Already commented.

system?

QO A
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
Ability to have responsibility for drone incidents imposed on the operator. @Q

Q29 Respondentgski this q%z
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g.

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

authentication)? @V ?\

Q30

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for 4
registering a drone?

Q31 ,&\ &‘ No,
Should certain drones not ne@e regis (select Please comment:
all that apply) \ For how long is a drone only going to be flown indoors,
OQ % realisticly?
Page 7 QQ @
Q32 Q/ Yes,
Should we introddee rémote ID? Pleése comment:
Logical, really.
Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,
Please comment:

S . i .
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? Anything that makes them safer.

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@r

This should have done years ago. Q

Q37 Respondent skifp quesQ
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. @V ?\

&
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#59

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 3:29:34 PM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 4:11:29 PM
Time Spent: 00:41:54

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6
- PR
Y0 Mg Q‘ &Q~
S "
Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \%

s O
Briefly tell us iz stin @

Would not like 16 see use.of.d over private property without the owner of that property's permission

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?

Most definitely need more regulation around drones for safety reasons and so they are not ‘misused'

Q8 1 don't know,

Please comment::

Needs to be requirement of permission from property
owner for drones to fly overndue to their lower flight paths

Q9 I don't know 4

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

Q10 Q/ O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? %
2 unles

Especially in rural sector or areas with stock, | believe these should be n ission from the property owner.
Having a drone buzzing around overhead would be like having a dog lopse t th recipe for disaster. This is

especially so with equines/horses. Riders are lossing more and m@v o rid s are flight animals and an unknown

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

drone buzzing overhead could lead to a serious accident. We haye all aircraft manouvre overhead, let
alone something at a lower flight path.
On farms | also believe this would lead to more property trﬁ it would gnake it

o N/ Q
Pl t:
Do you agree with the proposed order& entaqu' ease commen

of the measures? \ 2 Look at requirements around land owner permissions

Page 4 C) \%

Q12 QQ % Yes
t whn St \ne Rule Part?

Should drones PQ‘ @

Q13

@ Yes
Should we review @kilometre minimum flight
distance from a rormes?

ier to scope out properties from afar.
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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 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 shoukk
consider?

Qis

Are there any minor changes to t
make them easier for you to understand?

Q1

er's permission

Don't change QQenf for prop

Q20
Are there any 0@1 ges we should consider?

Don't change requirement for property owner's permission

Page 5

Q21

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pilots?

9 ?\ s
What do you think of@opos \ Rules changes?

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Would create too many problems with stock and safety
issues with riders on horses. Could also lead to more
breakins as gives thieves another tool to scope out
properties legally’. Who can clarify what the 'safe’
distance is. Someone flying near a horse and rider may
have no idea how flighty a horse can be and their idea of
'safe’ could be totally different to a distance that
will.actually be required

Again. A health and safety issue! es ar,

bomb proof and can fail, chy possibl

falling into a crowd é

Other (pleas ecify): %?

At least 50 o - If the Cent lost contact the drone
r that %duﬁng its fall

No - keep the existing requiremaA
Please comment:
% always
injury of

cojld eésily’c

Qﬁspond nt Skipped this question

X

Yes
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Q22

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

None. If | need it I'll do it

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 No

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot

qualification? @ N
Q25 Yes @O

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 %V ! Yes
Should we introduce the proposed d;%%istrat@~

system? &
Q28 \
What impact would d@iistrau@have on you?

None Q~

Q29 2 Q/

What do you thin @oposed system design (e.g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)?

Keep it simple

Q30 I don't know

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 Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.

all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand sites)
Page 7
Q32 I don't know

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you? %
None &

Page 8

Q34 Yes @E
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? @V E ?\

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have om&? Q
None %V ! O

Page 9 ,&\

2

Do you have any other fe% on an x else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Don't change things permis§i uired for flying over private property. There are too many Health and Safety
considerations to the t could be injured due to drones flying over causing stock to startle.

The nature of u racesgmean$ythere are people who don't have others best interests at heart and the changes to
permissions required m e@er for drones to be used to aid in illegal activities

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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#60

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 4:04:25 PM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 4:20:49 PM
Time Spent: 00:16:23

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 0f? \%

os O
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in @

Concerned at the trauma tw inflict. Drones near livestock could cause injury due to panic. A drone near a horse event could

endanger the lives of rid@

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.

pectators as some horses do not react well to the sound and sight of drones.

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 should never be allowed near events with horses as there is very real and significant risk of horses spooking or reacting
badly to the drone. Flying a drone over paddocks and livestock can also cause panic and injuries to those trying to work with
animals.

Q8 No,
Please comment::
There would never be all opporaters acting in an

empathetic and responsible way. !

0 - %) 3
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Q
address the problems and opportunities identified? @

Q10 Respondenf\Ski this q%n!

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

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can %
think of? V ?\
Q11 Q& &2

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementation

of the measures?

Page 4 A@ 4
Q12 /&\ ,SS No,
Should drones have their own standalone : Please comment: .
\ I would never want my right to refuse consent to have
m

Q13 q_: % No
Should we the foupskilo e minimum flight
om agrodro

drones fly over my property revoked.

distance fr

Q14 & No - keep the existing consent provision,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly This is a health and safety issue

above property?

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly This is a privacy and safety issue

above people?

314/413



Enabling Drone Integration

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 consider?

Page 5

4
%ﬁnﬁc

What impact would a bas

|ﬁ \ ly have
on you?
What formatguld thi

&

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q21

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

Q22

Q24

Q25

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

Q@

Other (please specify):
800m to 1km

Respondent skipped this question

No !
Respondent sklpp Qstlon O

&
N

|th changes,
Please comment:
18yrs of age min.

Respondent skipped this question

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

Yes, other age (please specify):
18 at least.

I don't know
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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 skk%%uesr O

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

Q30 @’ Qj
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q~ &

registering a drone? Q
s
egist (seleel{

Should certain drones not need to be r

all that apply) \ Q~
Page 7 C)& &

Q32 Q; % Yes,
Please comment:
| SN
Should we mtroQL e IR A small darting around in tbe sky could be hard to spot a
Q @ number but a signal may assist.

Q33 Respondent skipped this question

What impact would Femote ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

All areas were horse events should be kept safe as well
as private properties who object should be able to be
clearly identified.

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

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

If riding a horse on a road and it was spooked by a drone this could very easily result in deaths.

Q37 Respondent skipped this que% >

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 @Q

Information Act requests that cover your submission. %
v o9
S
& A
4K
v, O
SO
NS
O O
X
N
& <<§
R
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#61

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 6:37:03 PM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 7:03:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:26:17

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

:z:ge 2 ?\ 6
A
&K
S LK
LR
" QD &Q‘

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

os O
Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
Long term hoét &

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?
This CAA proposal represents the poorest form of regulation, since:

a) it is unjustified - trying to address a perceived issue that doesn't exist.

b) it is based on ignorance - there is no scientific evidence to suggest a weight limit as low as 250 grams.

c) will be ineffective - there are already regulations which place restrictions around airports. Those that currently ignore the existing

regulations are unlikely to register under the proposed regulations.

d) will deflect CAA resources away from REAL issues - there fatalities and serious incidents in manped aviation in NZ each and
EVERY year! (compared to ZERO fatalities from recreational drones WORLDWIDE EVER.

e) it is a blatant revenue raising exercise - an annual TAX for registration? Do ultralights,
CAA an annual tax?.

Qa S

. . Please
Do you think the proposed series of measures would based policy - In the 10

How ab
Iti-rotors have been around,

help achieve the desired objectives? .
W atalities worldwide ever! Compare
thisfto sh gl

r safety record of manned aircraft in

h
e ther e fatalities, and serious incidents year
4 afteré after year!
No

ers and ers have to pay

Q9

Do you think the proposed series of es wo
address the problems and oppor& |den

Q10 \
Are there any other p and o es you can think of?
Serious lack of UVQ~ g of Ris flcatlon Risk Assessment and Risk Mitigation by CAA.

of the measure

Q11 @ No
Do you agree w 5&@osed order of implementation

Page 4

Q12 Respondent skipped this question

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

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

4

Q18

<&

What do you think of
changes?
%e should consider?

Are there any other ch

A

Q20

Page 5

Q21

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

Are there any minor changes to the Rule M
make them easier for you to understaﬂ

Yes

Yes - remove the consent provision completely,
Please comment:

The consent provision was absolutely ridiculous from the
start.

SES——
QQ)QQ/5
&
S
RS

10 metres

Deng¥ 4 e%quesﬁon
N

@ comment:

Simple: 1) don't fly above 400ft 2) don't fly within X
distance of an Airport 3) don't endanger people or property
that's it!

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question
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Q22

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

It would confirm CAAs incompetence.

Q23 Other (please specify):

. none
What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, other age (please specify):
Let kids participate in the hobby, and gain an interest in

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot STEM subjects.

qualification?

Q25 Respondent skmpc—%’tlon Oz

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

Q26 Re o&klpp Euestlon
Is there any other special authorisations you would like
to see? Q~ &

Page 6 Q
Q27 % No,
Please comment:

S;;:Ig] \’I)VG introduce the proposed d |stratQ~ he proposed registration scheme MUST be changed to: a)
’ & allow children to participate in the sport, b) remove the

requirement to pay an ANNUAL TAX for no benefit. c)
distinguish between "multi-rotors” and "fixed-wing"
\ models, and d) the exempt weight must be increased to at

\% least 500 grams for "multi-rotors” and 1000 grams for

fixed-wing" models.

Q28

What impact wo@glsuaﬂon likely have on you?

Further confirm CAAs Thcompetence.

Q29

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

Unnecessary and ridiculous overreach.
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Q30 Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Please comment:

Should be based on evidence, which would indicate a
threshold of around 2000 grams. | would suggest an
absolute minimum threshold of 500 grams for multi-rotors
and 1000 grams for fixed wing must be used. Fixed wings
consist of lightweight foam or balsa, and contain much
less solid components than a equivalent weight multi-

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?

rotor.
Q31 Yes, others (please specify below)
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:
all that apply) No recreational drones should * to tered

if flown at model clubs a y |f
‘evidenced based' we
Page 7 ?\ %
Q32 %

i 2
Should we introduce remote ID? d ds an unreasonable cost to

|sts e operated safely for decades, and

es on tech ogy that does not exist in a practical

perspéctive (cost, weight, reliability). Also provides no
nefit.

What impact would remote ID "kKN KQ‘

Further confirm CAAs mcompete

\
Page 8 @\%

Should we cher intr geo-awareness?

Q35 &

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

No

Further confirm CAAs incompetence.

Page 9
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Q36

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

CAA needs to wake up to the reality of FPV operations. FPV technology provides the pilot a far greater situational awareness and
field of view than any ‘spotter’ can.

The current restrictions (ban) on flying FPV with harmless toys that can weigh under 20 grams must be revoked.CAA should start
doing its job, and prevent the unacceptable number of manned aviation fatalities that occur year after year after year in NZ, instead
of hassling safe hobbyists!

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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#62

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 9:21:42 PM
Last Modified: Friday, May 21, 2021 9:29:57 PM
Time Spent: 00:08:15

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. v
A
&K

- &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

cs O
Briefly tell us i;Q!uest in @
Concerned of t effewll have on livestock

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?

Should not be allowed on private property unless in a emergency/police situation

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? 2&
Q10 @: O
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? %

Should not be allowed on properties with livestock without permission of tt@% E%
Q11 \/ Q Q '
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio &

of the measures?

Page 4 %\/
Q12 A 4I don't know
Should drones have their own st;@ Rule

Q13 \
Should we review thesfou gometr @\m flight
distance from aergr - §\

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

above property?&

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement

&,
)
g O/(\

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
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 | 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 4
changes?

Are there any other changes we should consider?

page 5 Q(?* %%

Q21

Q20 Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

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

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

Q23 & E Paper based written theory test (at a provider)
What format should this teEtt \%

Should there um al SIC pilot
qualification

& Respondent skipped this question
Do you agree with t

proposed special authorisations
given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Yes, 16 years

Q26 Respondent skipped this question

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

Page 6
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Q27

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

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)

4
&
S
YB“
@

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remo

Page 8

Q34

Should we conmder@ g 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?

%@'

Yes

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent sklpp%‘tlon OQ

E sol
ific designated areas (e.g.
K and sites)

ors,

Q

Respondent skipped this question

I don't know

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question
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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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#63

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, May 22, 2021 7:02:47 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, May 22, 2021 7:14:25 AM
Time Spent: 00:11:37

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. F ¥
:?:(:Aacdonald @V v
| &R
1°
Email address @V O
QY A
Q4 &\ &Q~ Myself
Who are you submﬂtg%:lf 2 \%

Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @
I'm a propertyéer/livest@er.

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?

Agree with these.

Q8 1 don't know,

Please comment::

Unsure what the current rules based the proposed new
rules are?

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

Q9 I don't know

Do you think the proposed series of measures would % &
address the problems and opportunities identified? Q~

Q10 @
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? ‘ :E ) %

Q11 parident is question

Do you agree with the proposed order of im pIementaticQ~ &
of the measures? ! Q
Page 4 A@\/ O

Q12 No ,
. Please comment:
Should drones have their own San(gjone Ru No way should drones be allowed on top of private

property without consent. Too many uninformed people

?\ E\% who will cause injury and stress to animals and wreck

I do not want drones flying within my property boundary without my conse%

property.

O

Should we review the %netre minimum flight
distance from aerodio ?

Q14 No - keep the existing consent provision,
. . Pl t:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly Deefs.f ::o:llngeln

above property? initely ’

Q15 No - keep the existing requirement,

Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly People are entitled to be safe and have privacy.

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 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~

R
What impact would a basi qualifi \ ly have
on you? O \

; @ Respondent skipped this question

Q23
What format uld we?
Q24 &

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Q25 Respondent skipped this question

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% > &
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~

Q29 Respondent skk%%uest' O

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

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity %
authentication)? @ %
Q30 @Mnt S @ d this question
Should there be a minimum weight threshold for Q~ &

registering a drone? !

Q31 \/ dent skipped this question
t (

Should certain drones not need to be regi sele

all that apply) &\ Q~
Q32 QQ %\

Should we introﬁ? rémobte l®

Q33 2 @ Respondent skipped this question
What impact wo@ ID likely have on you?

Page 8

Page 7

Respondent skipped this question

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 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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#64

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, May 22, 2021 2:35:52 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, May 22, 2021 2:51:49 PM
Time Spent: 00:15:57

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. K
Y
:r::ail address 4 OQ
&

QR
Q4 &\ 6&% Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf 6f? \
OIS
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in z@

Recent owner Mavic Air 2 @
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?

Think they are great improvements though please don't outsource qualifications to outside providers as they simply charge too
much for the average drone pilot. The online questionnaire is the best way.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

I know the document outlines the permission of people
photographed but this this needs to be removed
completely in public places. I've had photo taken

thousands of times by cell phones ameras ip public
places and there are no rules t. Rul&jld be
consistent across the spectrum. os of ne are
generally much further a people QOt%r
photos as well so h i 1able i es

anyhow.

Q9 Yes, with''c ¥;, %
Please t:
e pho

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

Do you think the proposed series of measures would .

address the problems and opportunities identified? ! W ol OC Snd Nationsl Barks needs
0 joe l106ked it ok for photos to be taken by
C ras

not'drones? NZ is a stunning place and
one photography of these places get shared worldwide

bringifg in tourists that stimulate the economy. There

e a code of conduct at these places around

\ Oothc
V @ and annoyance but to have to get an expensive
& ! permit is really disappointing.
Q10 &\ &2 Respondent skipped this question
ol can

Are there any other problems@pportu

Ov \%\

Q11 Yes
Do you agrees i Qge propose er of implementation

of the meas ? @

Page 4 &\2\

Q12 Yes
Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes

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 10 metres

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

Q17 Respondent sklpp%Qstlon O

Are there any other major Rules changes we should
consider?

Q18 Q/ s

Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would

make them easier for you to understand? Q~ &

Q19 Q

What do you think of the proposed minor @ ges? O

Like them

Q20 & & Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other chan& ould @')

Page 5 Q‘ @

Q21 I don't know,

Please comment:
Should we mtroduc% osed basic pilot qualification
?

for Part 101 dron Will depend on if- its the' online option and NOT the paid
outsourced provider option
Q22

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

I'm ok with or without it to be honest

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 No,

Please comment:

They are not available in all places in NZ and charge too
much. Fair enough for commercial use but not recreation

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

QO
Page 6 %@ %Q
T N

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration H .
system? way ?“

AZEND

What impact would drone registration likely have ou? Q
None %V O

Q29

What do you think of the prop &tem de@e.:. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentication)? i ’ %

Ok if it helps ?* P
Q30 Q~ $ I don't know
Should ther@a minin@ig t threshold for

registering a dréne?

Q31 & No

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

Page 7

Q32 Yes

Should we introduce remote ID?
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Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

SAfer for all

Page 8

Q34 Yes,
Please comment:
SAfer

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

Page 9 %Q '
Q36 \/ ?\
Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the %ﬂ)n&@mon discussion document?
No !
Q37 V % dent skipped this question
If you do not want your name or identifying i ationA
be included, please note the reason elow. T, ill
be taken into account when we re SNO any
uﬂ&io >

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

T
& D
\2{0
&
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#65

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, May 22, 2021 2:35:23 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, May 22, 2021 2:58:54 PM
Time Spent: 00:23:31

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 A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6
Q5 O \s

Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @

Professional chswsome use of a drone

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?

The intent makes sense, some consideration needs to be made as to how existing drones can be updated to include identification
technology as they are very light weight

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 ?\
S|

think of? @ P%
Q11 @Vnt i hquestion
Do you agree with the proposed order of implementatio &

of the measures? Q
0,* O
Q12 A 4Yes
Should drones have their own sty@ Rul&& ’

O & -

Please comment:

Q13
Should we review the gometr wmum flight . .

; An online permission system would be great, currently not
distance from aer?'g mes’ §

easy to get permission when aerodromes are not in use

Q14 2 @ No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

Should we chan equirement to gain consent to fl . .
9 9 y Online system where consent can be pre-approved, like
above property? ) ) )
Invercargill's public parks, would aleviate most of the
problems. I still don't want drones over my home without
my permission.
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

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 consider?

4

Page 5

for Part 101 drone pilots?

Q21 %\/
Should we introduce the proposed b@t ua@\

Q22

1/2 an hour one w@;

Q23

What format shc@t take?

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?

50 meters

Respondent skipped this question

Yes,
Please comment:

"Sheltered flight" should be m er, perh&e
proposed online training woff achiefe thiQ~
Respondent skk%%uest' O

Deng¥ 4 e%quesﬁon
&

L

Ye

What impact would a Q’c%lot qua@likely have on you?

Electronic/online theory test

I don't know
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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 .
Age is irrelevant

system?

O A
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q~
None if there was no fee @Q

Q29 % %2
What do you think of the proposed system design (e.g. digital plaﬁ@g:zquiés (e.g. identity

authentication)?

N N

Q30 Yes, With 250 grams as the weight threshold,
r P, omment:
ill exist and are not in the same category so
A ! shatild be distinguished
Q31 &\ &Q Yes, drones flown solely indoors
(

Should certain drones not nedd to be regis select

Sy Qv®\$\

Page 7 Q~
Q32 Q < : Yes
Should we introduc% ?

Should there be a minimum weight threshold
registering a drone?

Q33
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

More trust of drones

Page 8
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Q34 Yes,

Please comment:

This capability is already on my drone and it is an older
model

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

| use the Airmap app and the airshare website so no impact

Page 9 * &
Q36 Respondent skipped thi esti; Q~

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? Q
Q37 Respon nt%ed thi @n
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 V Q~E

L
@AC
Qv A
,\\ &Q‘
O &
O
N
,QZ\
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#66

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, May 22, 2021 4:16:46 PM
Last Modified: Saturday, May 22, 2021 5:18:43 PM
Time Spent: 01:01:56

IP Address: _

Page 1

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

outlined above.

Q
Page 2 (OQ/ 6{20
Q2 Q/?“ %
Q3 4% &

Email address V
E— QQ/ 4\
" A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

Qs O \s

Briefly tell us Qﬁest in @

Recreational uﬁmostlyfé@ personal endeavours such as photography.

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.

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 areas of the proposed measures seem appropriate and positive. The use of drones commercially abs creatively under 101 rules
currently seem limiting. From all the information currently available online there are clear areas that can be miss understood or
hard to obtain the correct permissions of the governing body or owner. The reform will help drone pilots feel less limited while
simultaneously being more educated on how and where to appropriately fly a drone. It should also help public acceptance of drone
use.

Q8 Yes,
. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would .
. - L The measures are a positive way t ress the use of

help achieve the desired objectives? .
drones in New Zealand. These s shoul er all
of New Zealand and not rely on lo ove bodies as
this leads to confusion informatio oader
approach to drone us€'i to ac @ tegration

within this count% Q
Q9 Yes Q ?%
Do you think the proposed series of measures would ?\

address the problems and opportunities identified? @V 2

Q10 Respopdent skipped this question

Are there any other problems and opportunities n

think of? \/ O
Q11 A@ k Yes
Do you agree with the proposed o@im pk&Qion

of the measures?

OO
coge 4 O?*\g\

Q12 Yes,

g ! . Please comment:

SHIOuld o ave thei Staidalone Rule Fart: The drone sector is extremely different to that of manned
aircraft. Having an independent and clear rule part that
covers drones solely would create a better understanding
of the rules abs prevent miss-guidance or miss-
information.

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

A lot of aerodrome areas are largely unused by manned
aircraft. Limiting altitude and creating awareness of limits
in these areas would be more effective than blocking all
drone activity here.

Should we review the four-kilometre minimum flight
distance from aerodromes?
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Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,

Please comment:

The consent rule is one of the single most limiting factors
of drone use. Requiring consent for everyone under the
flight path of a drone is impractical and does not lead to
the required safety standard it is trying to achieve. Safe
distances should be sufficient to mitigate destruction of

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

property from drone use while enabling creative and
commercial use of drones that will feel less limiting. The
only exception to this rule should be for conservation or
doc controlled land as this posses a risk to wild life,
specifically birds, as wildlife can have &n adverse reaction

to drone use and behave in a way uld bring,a drone
down, thus causing risk to the ding wik&hese
areas should be clearly marked ould ire
permission from doc to f @

Q15 Yes — use safe s’ as
Please com '

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

enable this practice abs
eness of the surroundings of

!operating This would help the public
rceptlon of diones as there would be an understanding
! of tr\Qwred distance

Q16 tres

If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alter to the
consent provision, what dlstanc ou C
appropriate?

Q17 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other les S we should

consider? Q~

Q18 Yes,

Please comment:

Selecting a place to fly a drone in Auckland feels very
limited. Currently consent is required from the council to
fly in regional parks, but it is also stated that drones are
allowed to be flown in “most public places and parks”.
Beaches and coastal areas are specifically mentioned in
information online as somewhere you require consent to
fly. A broader guide of where drones can be flown in New
Zealand is required, along with reforming or removing the
consent rules, this could create a better understanding of
where drones can actually fly.

Are there any min nges to the Rules that would
make them easignfor yeu to understand?
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Q19

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changes?

It shows thought is actually being given to integrate drones into the airspace, rather than inappropriately limiting the use of the
technology.

Q20 Respondent skipped this question

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Page 5 4
Q21 Yes, % &
Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification Pleas? comment " @ . q an

for Part 101 drone pilots? v (.irone
to provided

- (o?‘ %O,;

What impact would a basic pilot qualification likely have ony
I would be excited to obtain a qualification. An offical license %@w ﬂ el educated in this sector abs understand the
el

rules and requirements placed on me. Much like sitting a car ence. It instills confidence.

What format should this test take?

Q24 2 Yes, 14 years

Should there be a minimum ef baS|c
qualification?

Q23 %V clonline theory test

givento P 1.202 approved training

Yes,
D il auth i Please comment:
oyouag ;"Q an deF") S¢ Glal atRfionssions A lot of drone pilots have already sat paid training courses
organisations? % which | feel are in depth enough to remain relevant

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?

3477413



Enabling Drone Integration

Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

I would need to register my drone. This seems like a minor thing to do considering the nature of the device. Being responsible for a
drone should be a requirement.

Q29

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

Lining a drone to an operator is a sound idea and should lead to less miss-use of the tech. !

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the %‘- Q~

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone? @

Q31 Yes, drone
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, d wn ins des|gnated areas (e.g.
all that apply) I FI snes)

IR
- &N <<

. comment
Sl b L LE Sl % Although I'm not sure it should be a requirement until all
drones are equipped with this tech. It would also be hard
Q~ to standardise and regulate considering the scope of the
& market.

Q
What impact would r. E lik on you’)

My drone has Q e, If this co adapted for remote ID then | would surely use it.

.

Q34 Yes

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

A better understanding of where to fly would be achieved.

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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#H67/

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, May 23, 2021 3:36:37 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, May 23, 2021 4:27:17 PM
Time Spent: 00:50:40

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 A
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

s O
Briefly tell us i: stin @

Member of modél flying nz; ber of local model aircraft club

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?
Rule update ok , pilot qualifications good idea

Drone registration ok if one number for pilot that can be used on all drones owned (many of ourclub have multiple aircraft)
Remote ID and geo awareness will i crease the cost of our hobby to the point that many clubs willfail

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::
Changes must be simple to comply with and cheap if its

difficult and expensive people won'ti
Q9 No, % &
Please comment: %

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

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? Ml StuPid any o d safety

checks , people sti unsafe
vehicles

Q10 Respo t skipped t@saon

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can V

think of? Q.

Q11 Q
Do you agree with the proposed order of im pI entatdn 7 gmment:

of the measures? ree with remote id or geo awareness

Page 4 &Q‘
Q12 % Yes,
Should drones have thelr andal ?\ Please comment:

I think that the term drone should only relate to multi rotor

\ craft, model aircraft being included with these will unfairly
effect our hobby which will be the end of our hobby when
we firmly believe that mfnz members are not the cause of
any problems

Q13 Q\ No

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

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly - . .
I would suggest a minimum height requirement

above property?
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Q15 Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,
. . Please comment:

Should we change the requirement to gain consent to fly As ab

above people? S dbove

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?

s Q/O QQ"

. Please comment;
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would @h

. Please use com ual n as legalise is used
make them easier for you to understand? 9 9

understandin down

Q19 &Wnt ski e%question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q‘

changes? Q~

Q20 N OQ

Are there any other changes we should&@ !

No & &Q~
¥

% Yes, with changes ,
. \c . e . Please comment:
Should we mtro@t.s ropose pilot qualification

2

for Part 101 o2 MFNZ .member.s alrea'dy have a wings l?adge flying test
,including physical flying and legal requirements, so we
should be exempt

N

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

None id we are exempt

Q23 Other (please specify):

What format should this test take? Others would be too complex and expensive
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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?

Very little as long as we don't have to register eac@l
Q29 A@

authentication)?

Respondent skipped this question

I don't know

Respondent skipped this question !

Yes, with ¢ %
Please menAt:
Single epfor pilot t be used on all models

ol

What impact would drone registration likely have onXOu.

4

X

What do you think of the proposed(sys des'& g. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

Will result in excessive cosl%@ ﬂying@
Q30 O \
Should there Qinimu w hreshold for

registering e@r?e?
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Q31

Page 7

Please comment:

250 g is far to light , most model aircraft weigh about 1 2
kg , we will now be in the same class as the models that
now require certification (25kg)

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

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

Please comment:

As before we are not the problem, we should not be
punished with excessive rules , that most problem Pilots
won't listen to any way
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Q32 No,
Please comment:

Should we introduce remote ID? .
Too expensive

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

Having to give up a hobby that is safe , follows the caa rules now as well as local club rules, again MFNZ flying are not the

pproblem
Page 8 2{ &

Q34 No,
Please comment:

Again too expensivegourhobby will o-\@ oyed

Q35 ?@ % !
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you? @ %

Having to give up my hobby %V Q~;

o)

Do you have any other feedback on a% else in t@abling Drone Integration discussion document?

| feel that because of a few idiots OLKN be d
Q37 C) \r% Respondent skipped this question

If you do not want youj=hg or ide ormation to
be included, please @ e'reas y below. This will
be taken into ac tWhén we r to any Official

Information A:Q!!ls that ur submission.

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

354 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

#68

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 24, 2021 12:10:46 AM
Last Modified: Monday, May 24, 2021 12:57:45 AM
Time Spent: 00:46:59

IP Address: _

Page 1

o Q)A

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

dez ?\ %
A
AN
2 e 17X
&1 ©

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

s O
Briefly tell USQQ!uest in @

Had one from neighbo n flying over our house and possibly taking pictures of my naked child in her own backyard. It

was a very unpleasant experi

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 do not agree with no permission to fly over our private property. This is a clear breach of privacy in our own properties, and has

safety and security implications including child safety.

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 opportunitie%c&n

As above. A% 4
Qu N\ Q‘
& r@&aﬁon

Do you agree with the propo@er ofi
of the measures? ?\ \
Page 4 @

K

Should drones K ir own standalone Rule Part?

Q12

Q13

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

Q.

Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Keep the requirement that permission is needed to fly
(recreational) drones over private property. There is no
need for private drones to fly over neighbouring properties
without permission. It is a breach nﬂp&cy. | support
compulsory licensing. | suppo! Isory id%ion.
There needs to be a good educati rogr in place
as it is very difficult to k to co 0 when
drones are over yourgro

Yes, with ¢ 6 Q

Please %

I do not'sée yo orce a height limit. What is to
sin a‘vo see if you are home to

A Vo
m K pe for things to steal?

No,

Please comment:

I think more consideration needs to be given to breaching
individual's privacy and safety in their own homes.

Yes

I don't know,
Please comment:
I do not know enough about aerodromes to comment.
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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 consent to

above people?

S

If we use ‘safe distancgs’ ag’an alternat the
consent provision, w nce uld*you consider
appropriate?

Q17 Q
Are there any othe @Q les 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?

No - keep the existing consent provision,

Please comment:

| feel very strongly about this. The safe distance would
need to be very high and | do not see how you will enforce
this, as you have stated that you can't at the moment! Is
there any safe distance if a drone is going to crash on a
child playing in their backyard? In our experience, our
children came inside very scared of the drone flying over
our house. It was very loud, buzzing and scary. It was
very clearly visible and very low and | definitely found it
unnerving and awful. We did not know who to complain to,
and then we discovered it was our neighbours son and we

insisted they tell their 14 year old t was not o fly it
over our house as my young dz ‘@} ek, often plﬁﬁth

very few clothes on. It was embartasgSing t et
explain this to a neigh age chi parents
and child were complete ant th. legal. They
complied once | i em o m. The
information is cl t com Qed well and that

should be youri ority, %

N @%exist% irement,
| omm
y ty rivacy in our own homes is vital. | could
Qﬂesee if the! re strict commercial rules eg for

delivgties that this may become acceptable. | think if

e them for photography in particular then
@sim needs to be obtained. | think if they are to be
allowed to fly over properties without permission we need

very detailed recognition and licensing so that we know
exactly WHO is flying over our house.

Other (please specify):
At least 50 meters and clear education about how to judge
that from the ground

Respondent skipped this question
No

Respondent skipped this question
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Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider?

Clear funding and strategy for increasing knowledge around the regulations and requirements. It is very vague and there is a lot of
confusion about it and these changes will only make it worse.

Page 5

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? %

More confidence that people know what they are doing and are aware of issues of @ Sp %Qh photograph/video

capability) and also safety eg avoiding children or wildlife etc at all times

Q23 E ‘&'ne@

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes,Qear

Should there be a minimum age for basic pll

qualification? !
Q25 QIA Q~ | don't know
Do you agree with the propos peci aut?yf@)ns

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202)approv ining
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skipped this question
Is there any eC|aI ions you would like

to see? Q

Page 6 %

Q27 Yes,

Please comment:
I cant believe we haven't got it already, Would help
enormously and should have been thought of years ago.

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?
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Q28

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Better confidence that problems could be identified and solved. Better accountability for owners (including parents of children who
‘own’ them). Better awareness of responsibilities for owners.

Q29

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

Just make it simple and affordable! Good luck. !

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the we% Q~

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone? @

Q31 Yes, drone
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, d wn ins des|gnated areas (e.g.
all that apply) I FI snes)

Page 7 Q &
Q32 : Q
Should we introd te ID? \/ @ comment:

ould we nfroduce remote Agam seems ridiculous that this hasn't been put in place

2 |mmed|ately
Q33 g g &
What impact would remo h @

|ng over my house and can chase up any problems. If a car is being driven erratically

Much more confidence
or illegally then th@~ you do he licence plate! Same thing needs to apply.

Page 8 Q &
Q34 Yes

Should we cons:der introducing geo-awareness?

Q35
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?
more confidence in the system

Page 9
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Q36

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

I think there should be a specific discussion about CHILD SAFETY ie photography/video of children. Also CRIME and PRIVACY.

I have experience the child safety concerns in person, which were quickly solved, but only by luck. | have heard anecdotally that
drones are used to scope domestic properties with a view of burglary of the property. | was disappointed that neither of these
issues appear to be specifically mentioned, either at all, or in any great detail. | would like to know if the latter is an urban myth, or
reality and how you propose that these regulations will address both of these problems, especially if you do propose to remove the
requirement to get permission to fly over a house. It seems to me that the horse will have bolted if you don't specifically address
this (a bit like not having them registered as soon as they appeared, perhaps you can learn from that).

Q37 Respondent skipped this questi &

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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#69

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 24, 2021 12:06:59 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 24, 2021 12:28:21 PM
Time Spent: 00:21:21

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

- PR
y y Q~ &%

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting oglf 2 \%

as O
Briefly tell us f: stin @

Working for a stitveying ¢ y. Daily use of UAV's around controlled airspace

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?

Strongly agree that all commercial operators require some sort of training. There seems to be a incorrect applicaiton of part 101
guidelines after speaking to other operators.

Q8 Yes

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

Q9 Yes, 4
. . Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures would . . ﬁh
AP . | agree with the idea of being abletg’see
address the problems and opportunities identified? .
drone locations.

Q10 %@ Q
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? 2 ?\ s%

UAVs can be quite intimidating for the public and there is a strong neg tive f the ting pilots to inform the public
when they are flying is a great first step. Often just visibly being ab pilot controller and actively monitoring the
drone location is a good measure. | will always wear a hi viz ve utom people know that you are conducting
actual work.

o1 <<
,éisn t:
Do you agree with the proposed order of i \Aﬁmon commen

of the measures? Faster the better too
Page 4 &

Q12 Y Yes,
Pl t:
Should drones have e uIe Part? ease commen .
2 There needs to be a specific

Q13 Q No ,

. . Please comment:
Should we review ometre minimum flight L

dromes?

. Consult with pilots on this.
distance from a

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

I find there is only an issue in low altitude flights due to
the noise generated. Maybe a limit of say once you are at
100m AGL you can fly over private property. This gives
UAV's the ability to transit over private properties with little
noise generation.

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

362/413



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

I think the application of a shielded operation needs to
sheilded. This is not a shielded operation

Q20 %
Are there any other changes we y&xon& Q

C’\‘b

Page 5

Q21

Should we | the propo asic pllot qualification
for Part 101 e pllots

Q22 &

Yes - relax the requirement in another way,
Please comment:
As above, height limited

Other (please specify):
100

Respondent skipped this question !

%
e Q/Q OQ.

The applicatlon 101 is m pilots operating in a

commerci uld P141 operators cert.
clear é

This n

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules changQg & !

anfled Oﬂths will pick a tall tree nearby and then say they are

Respondent skipped this question

Yes,

Please comment:

For all commercial operators, somehow integrate this into
airshare

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

None

Q23

What format should this test take?

A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)
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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.

none, some personal responsibility is needed

0z 40/4

authentication)?

Yes, 14 years

No,
Please comment:
One qualification for all

Respondent skipped this question !

X

What do you think of the proposed(sys des'&@mgital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity

Integrated through airshare ‘ C) \%

Q30 QO \E

Should there inimum w hreshold for
ne?

registering a

Q31

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

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold

Yes, drones flown solely indoors

Yes

364 /413



Enabling Drone Integration

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 identifying information

be taken into account when we respond to any

Information Act requests that cover your SW.

R
O ©
RN

N

A

¢

be included, please note the reasons why below. Thk will

Respondent skipped this question

Yes,
Please comment:
This is built into my UAV.

Respondent skipped this questio

A
& QOQ
s

is question

X
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#70

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 21, 2021 4:00:40 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 24, 2021 3:04:32 PM
Time Spent: Over a day

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

. &
N AN
. &

Email address

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

o O
Briefly tell us&Qﬁest in @
t.

I fly model airc
It seems you are classifyi odel aircraft as drones now?

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?

1) Rules updates seem sensible. No issues.

2) Fully supportive of basic pilot qualification and the rules as drafted. |1 am happy that the holder of a Part 61 qualification should
not require basic pilot qualification.

3) I am NOT in support of this proposal as stated. While you may imagine a world where an individual may have one or two RC
aircraft, enthusiasts and home builders may have many - of varying capabilities. Having to register them individually would be
burdensome and costly. A number of my aircraft are constructed of foamboard - which does not have the longest of lifetimes.
When aircraft is retired | can re-use all of the electronics (95% of the cost of the plane) on a different aircraft. These aircraft will
nearly always weight at least several hundred grams (and thus be above the 250g exclusion). To register a new aircraft (when
replacing an existing one) would add extra cost to what is already a costly endeavour (for those of us who do this on a tight

budget). | do NOT believe that any requirement to register individual aircraft will add any safety to raft opgrations -
which are already very very safe. It does not give the operator of a model aircraft any new skills, not mak&model
aircraft more reliable, it will not stop people busting airspace. The only thing it will do is creat

i il after a crash.
I cannot see this type of rule doing anything but driving high levels of non-compliance am model awi community. Not
all of us fly at MFNZ flying sites. Those who purposely chose to break the rules (e.g. t h ose to aircraft approach
paths etc) will never register their aircraft - that would be like robbing a bank and usi 0 n car. e getaway. | would like
to suggest two alternative options that | think would be better received: %

a) Registration requirement for aircraft based on the privileges someone is wanti Xercis -%standard model aircraft
would not require registration, but the following would: Q é

-Part 102 operations

-Commercial operations V v
-BVLOS @ Q~
-Operations higher than 400' Q~ &

-Flight in Controlled airspace
etc
b) Registrations of pilots and not their aircraft (exc in (@) abo ment a similar system to what they had in the USA

as
several years ago.

4) Remote ID. | do NOT support the widespr apket re(u%nt for RID. This may be a foundational step forward for
it funda ally flawed as it does not address avoiding collisions with manned

integration of RPAS into the 400'+ airsp
aircraft) it is simply completely over Z&me for rd and park flyer who wish to stay purely within the 400" ceiling and
confines of the area in which they fl - some&h model flyers have been doing for 100 years very safely. It means
every model needing now to GP@ight cor%en bled - with the appropriate RID module. This is a large increase in cost
for many model flyers and a e in wej ieh will be a major issue for many RC classes (e.g. gliders). All so the model
flyers can continue to doswhat'they hav ly doing for 100+ years. Your information incorrectly asserts that
manufacturers such as @ eady X te ID equipped. That is completely wrong. Some of their later models may be able
al a

to become Remo nabled wi re update - but that is not the same thing. You are portraying it as if this is a mature
technology - w, its not even fu ined! The information goes on to say that it can detect other aircraft (i.e. ADSB-in) - again
not the same as broadCasting Remote ID. These kind of capabilities may be easy to add on for camera drones like the ones

h GPS and flight computers etc. These are not at all standard on small model aircraft which
only require an RC r battery and several servos.
The rules need to&rift in such as a way that to get additional rights/benefits you need to add capabilities such as Remote ID
to your craft - not that to fly within the legal safe areas we already fly in we now need to spend hundreds of dollars per aircraft to
give them a capability of dubious (really no) value to the operator. Again this type of requirement will drive non-compliance.
5) No issues if the CAA wants to develop applications and make available more information to hobby fliers about the airspace and
NOTAMs etc. That would be wonderful. So long as that does not extend into a mandatory integration of
Geoawareness/geofencing etc into the aircraft itself. No issue if vendors (such as DJI) want to do that themselves, but the
imposition of making this mandatory for all aircraft is a bridge too far (again drives huge extra cost of GPS/flight computer etc for
each aircraft).

DJI sells as they already

f,
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Q8 I don't know,

Please comment::

See my full list of comments above. | think the proposed
rules updates and pilot qualifications will do much of what
the CAA wants. Registration and Remote ID | do NOT
think will enhance safety at all. Those who want to
knowingly break the rules will not register or equip their
aircraft with Remote ID. Remote ID will not help with
collisions with full sized aircraft as it is not using ADSB
technology and instead using technology that no manned
aircraft is equipped to detect and avoid. The only reason
the FAA weren't going down the ADSB(path was that they

were worried about too many craft g the ADSB
frequencies. And the only reas there e too

many was they were going to legi that PAShad
ecomes e ing.
i g path. c es even
(WO

rk
t e@pability. Yes the FAA
ey specifically comment
ears. This kind of thing

should o consideredifor aircraft wanting to co-exist
Wd air . those wanting to fly at 400' plus).
09 Qm &

Ple mment:
Do you think the proposed series of measures we.k
d

address the problems and opportunities idenﬁ% e
Q10 A@ 4

Are there any other problems an poxtunities gfotCan think of?

I've said enough already. ‘ ’ %

w ONS
. \) . . Please comment:

Do you agree roposed o f implementation

of the measQ.

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

I do not believe registration of all RPAS should be
implemented at this point in time. | think the CAA should

@ implement the first two - and perhaps even registration of
pilots (which is really just a registry of those who do the

& basic pilot qualification) and study the impacts of those

initiatives before deciding on future steps.

Page 4

Q12 Yes

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?

,g\
@\%\
~2~

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

consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?

Q17

Yes,

Please comment:

In this case the safety concern is of course collisions. But
aircraft flight paths largely follow the takeoff and
landing/approach paths, so the amount of risk 1km away
from an airfield on the non-traffic side of the traffic pattern
is absurdly low. Also restricting flight within 4km of a
heliport which gets used only once a week (if that) | think
is overly restrictive. I'd love a set of rules that say that |
can operate much closer to an aerodrome (uncontrolled in
my case) where | have a radio receiver tuned to the
operating frequency of that aerodrome d am keeping a
good listen out for incoming trafflc

Yes - use 'safe dlstan
Please comment:

This rule seems t b dress privacy

- but we already S o vacy. Furthermore |

think many ems lack of

understayfdi the gener: of what can be seen

from thenair. I ground a tiny speck in the
. pe%y property owner should be able

lej | thi

(o) y individual to fly over their
Q~ y ( y verbal notification or by signage).
Q15 4

Should we change the requirement to gal ﬂy
above people?

&

— ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,

8 comment:

you should have to have consent to be able to fly
over any person. But so long as you're keeping away from
them, then I think a pilot should be within the rules. As an
RC flier sometimes it is difficult to manage where a
person or group decides to walk under your flight path - so
you can inadvertently fly over people (at altitude). I.e.
when you're eyes are on the sky and your aircraft you
may not necessarily notice someone in your peripheral
vision that walks within the bounds of your flight circuit
until too late. | would like to be free from prosecution for
type of instance where it is non-deliberate and the "Karen"
has chosen to walk under my flight path.

30 metres

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

No
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Qis No

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?

I think I've said everything in the last few pages ...

Q20

Are there any other changes we should consider? % N

See my feedback prior.

Q
Page 5 | %Q/ Q

Q21

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pilots? lieve limit is way too high. A 25kg

k@ aircraft) could be extremely

rous t@ someone on the ground if it hit them. It does
make sense to me how we have the same rules for

A@ 4you have exponentially higher safety concern as the
\ weight increases. | think there should be additional
requirements to fly something over 5kg for example. It
may not fall into the Basic Pilot Qualification category - it
C) \% might be a more advanced qualification that requires a

v s flight test/practical competency test.

Q22
What impac@l basij€ pilot qualification likely have on you?

None - | already hold a CP,
It will mean that mygkidswill need to sit the basic pilot qualification to fly unsupervised, but | would consider this a good thing.

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?

As above, I'd love to see something between 250g and 25kg ..
I mean your data might show that this is just not an issue, and that's fine if that is the case. | just know that as a pilot | feel a
weight of responsibility not to hurt or injure anyone and the fact that anyone can just fly a 24kg RC plane With no additional

qualification than to fly a 250g toy makes me uneasy.... 2

Q
Q27 No, %Q/ Q

. . . Please com t:
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system? See my com ge. This requirement
is too s,and i It in high levels of non-
lianc ilst ing to actually improve

N muc enthat the pilots themselves be

ist€red !WE]”\ sends out educational emails etc
Qﬁe they & h the Flight magazine) to those
pilot o issue with large/commercial drones etc

egistration - if it grants them further permissions.

%V ‘mssmns and registration should be tied together.

Q28 A Respondent skipped this question
What impact would drone reglstr@l ly h& u?

o Y O
What do you think of osed e deS|gn (e.qg. digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identity
authentlcatlon)

I do not like t a pu ilable drone register in the slightest.
We do not hav reglste hat is publicly available - and cars kill a lot of people every year.
Q30 & Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,

Please comment:
Only those who want more priviliges (e.g. BVLOS) should
require registration.

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for
registering a drone?
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Q31

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

Page 7

Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

¥

Should we t@d intr @ﬁlwarenesso

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 8

Q35

Easy access to NOTAMs would be very nice to have!

Page 9

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:

Recreationally flown model aircraft. Yes I'm aware that
this will mean that when "Johnny" buys his DJI Mavic Air
2 and flies into the Auckland ILS path you'd not be able to

look up his drone. However you'd never be able to tell the
drone from another DJI Mavic Air 2 whSn sighted. So all
be

the register would serve to do wi
suspect list for the police to go arassing inthe
e . N

event of an incident - bas ly ‘©n thei nin
this list as a law abidi . not
ewdence tying them@ me |sed flight

e co
onI for S that are wanting more privileges. And |
0 gonfidence that the route that the USA and EU
omg down is the right path. This seems more of a

|on tool rather than a safety tool.

\ Q~ Respondent skipped this question
What impact would remote 1D |IK%V y&

Yes,

Please comment:

So long as it is restricted to providing information, and not
requiring additional equipment aboard every RC plane.
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Q36

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

No

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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#H71

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, May 24, 2021 9:18:49 PM
Last Modified: Monday, May 24, 2021 9:59:13 PM
Time Spent: 00:40:23

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

PR
' Q‘ &Q~

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting o&lf 2 \%

as O
Briefly tell us f: stin @

Photography. recreati part work, location scouting for the screen industry

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 think they are on the right track. I'm not sure how the remote ID would work. My drone is too small (albeit expensive) to carry any
additional weight eg an ID mechanism. Which might make my drone obsolete.

Q8 1 don't know

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 % 2&

address the problems and opportunities identified?

»
9 ®

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

There are scenarios where needing permission to fly over private property hibitiv % rural/farmland would be ideal
flying space. V

Q11 & 2

Do you agree with the proposed order of implementati

of the measures?

<<>’
Q12 &Q‘ Yes,

Please comment:
Should drones have their ow stal anne . .
They are different to rockets, kites etc and more common.

Q13

. Please comment:
Should we rg e four-kilo minimum fiight How about can fly closer to the aerodrome eg 2 kms at
distance fro ro rom y €9

% half the height ?
Q14 &

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

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:
It is too prohibitive currently, needs more balance.

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 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 sklpp%Qstlon O

What do you think of the proposed minor Rules

changes? ?\ %

oz < %

Are there any other changes we should consider? @V

There is a post on reddit by an nz drone user. He explains all in nz fromhhis experience, he does the best job of
communicating the rules.. better communication than the AA. Q

https://www.reddit.com/r/newzealand/commenlwulde toour drone_in_new_zealand_caa/

Page 5 &Q,

Q21

Should we introduce the as N alification
for Part 101 drone p|| é
What im pacQuld ab

ilot qualification likely have on you?

| guess gaining sc@ponsibility

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this 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 Respondent skipped this question

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

Page 6 4
Q27 I don't know @ 2&

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration

system? @Q
Q28 %

What impact would drone registration likely have on you? @E %
If my drone became obsolete | would not get another, it was alreadw tme! ?\

Q29 Qﬂspondt@pped this question

What do you think of the proposed system desigh‘& Q

digital platform) and requirements (e.g. identi

authentication)?

Q30 \A Q~ Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold ,
Should there be a minimum wei &eshold « sl;)ase comment:

registering a drone? < ’ % grams

Q31 Q E % Yes, drones flown solely indoors

Should certain

all that appl;Q @
Page 7 &

Q32 I don't know

need to gistered (select

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

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Easier too fly. Informative, useful.

Page 9 !
Q36 Respondent skipped this que

Do you have any other feedback on anything else in the Q a Q~

Enabling Drone Integration discussion document? O

Q37 Respondent sk squ Q
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. @V ?\
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H#H12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 25, 2021 8:49:53 AM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 25, 2021 9:16:26 AM
Time Spent: 00:26:33

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

QO
Page 2 %@ 6Q
Q2 Q/?" %
. Oy
A

- &\\OQ

Q4 &\ & 2 Myself
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \6

os O
Briefly tell USQQaest in @

Chief Pilot at tover Me Certified Operator. Shotover Media is a commercial film production company.

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?

Totally on board. I've said for a number of years that all UAVs should have to be registered to instill confidence with the public. A
similar approach to road vehicles. A license and a registered vehicle seems sensible. On the other side of things, some work to
improve government and land authorities' understanding and approach towards regulated drone use is required. DOC for example
still treat UAVs as helicopters, making things much more difficult than they need to be. Education within these authorities around
the benefits that UAVs offer would also be highly beneficial.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would It's a very aood start but will obvno an evolvin
help achieve the desired objectives? Y9 &g

process.

address the problems and opportunities identified? As above

Q10 @
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can thi : Q~;

Specified in point 1 Q~

Q11

Do you agree with the proposed order ofi atlon @
of the measures?

Page 4 & &

Q12 ? Yes
Should drones have ‘ rK e uIe Part?

No ,
- . Please comment:
Should we revi etre minimum flight . . .
I wouldn't recommend it unless it's an experienced

distance from aer ) A )
operator with a good understanding of aerodrome flight
paths and a good relationship with the controller.

Q9 Yes, with changes , Q
i ; Pl t
Do you think the proposed series of measures would case commen
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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 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 shoul

»&&Qﬂ

Q18

Are there any minor changes to the

make them easier for you to und&:&)

Q19 C) \; >
What do you think of gosed es
changes?

Q20

Are there any other %%e should consider?

Page 5

Q21

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

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

There'll need to be a minimum altitude for this relaxation
otherwise you'll run into privacy issues. Flying 200ft above
a property when the UAV doesn't make much noise from
the ground and can't be construed as invading privacy
(much the same as a helicopter) | don't think should
require consent, providing you're not filming the property.
Flying low over the property will disturb the occupants and
invade their privacy so should require consent or at least
prior notification if an experienced and certified operator.

No - keep the existing requir >
Please comment:
I is sensibleQ~

I think the existing requi

shZed this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:
It should be more like a driving test for a road vehicle
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Q22

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

It would simply introduce greater confidence with the public, making initial conversations with the public a little easier.

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based
written theory test (at a provider)

What format should this test take?

Q24 Yes, 16 years
Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 4

qualification? % &
Q25 | don't know & 2

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 @istrati
system? &'\ &

Q28 2 \%
What impact would d@ istrau@have on you?

Improved confiden @A indus 2 operator, we often suffer from the negative generalization created by irresponsible
drone users. Qt ation would hol rs accountable and increase public confidence.

Q29 Respondent skipped this question

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

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, others (please specify below),

Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Please comment:

all that apply) Same as motor vehicles. You should be able to "take it off
the road" when not being used in public.

Page 7
Q32 I don't know,

Please comment:

i 2
Should we introduce remote 1D The data would have to be secure, notxublicly available,
ight

and not misused. There's IP in UA paths. Film

location scouts for example. % &
O X
What impact would remote ID likely have on you? Q

Not immediately sure ?\ %%
Page 8 \/ ?\
03 Q& «Q’

Pleas mment:
DJI a similar setup, which is good, although it

ver many areas, such as private aerodromes
%V ! achute areas etc.

Q35 ’ﬂ§ Q~
What impact would geo-awar S ly h ofyou?

Not much directly. It would hélpsi ati ‘ operating in an area I'm unfamiliar with. Would help less experienced
fidence

operators more and incmO
Page 9 Q 2 @
Q36 @

Do you have al herfeedback on anything else in the Enabling Drone Integration discussion document?

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Not currently

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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#73

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, May 25, 2021 4:13:51 PM
Last Modified: Tuesday, May 25, 2021 5:35:18 PM
Time Spent: 01:21:27

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

. v 9
A
Q3 4% &

Email address V
0 A
Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%

as O
Briefly tell us :E stin @

I'm a commercial photographe. inly using drones for shooting either buildings or rural agricultural workings

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 general | think they are heading in the right direction

Q8 Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

Under the current system, the 102 seems more about
general compliance ( safety plans etc ) than drone
operation. How can a COMPANY like Fulton Hogan be the
holder of a part 102 when | personally know that a lot of
their staff operate drones in their el for FH apd they
have no idea of the rules ! Shoufdn E

phgUERY ea&;:e
that needs a 102 have to get a licepse sp@t&t t

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

person ?

Q9 Yes, with chm%@ Q

Do you think the proposed series of'r.nea.sure-s would if«::;::om - %

address the problems and opportunities identified? @ %

S

Are there any other problems and opportunities you ca@ho : &

I think the cutoff weight limits are far too high. a 25kg m&:’(an easily %)meone at speed. What about making a new cutoff of
ass.

around 5kg which puts most recreational drone in tr% eep @ rént classes but add a new weight cutoff with less

onerous rules than a 20kg drone for example % !
Q11 \A Q~ Yes

Do you agree with the propos@rd of implemeégtation

of the measures? \
X

Page 4
Q12 2 Yes
Should drones have %@tandalone Rule Part?

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

Most cities have a heliport at their hospital therefore
potentially stopping someone flying a drone in their back
yard ( Yes, | understand the rules re flying near to a
building etc )

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 fly

above property?

In rural areas apparently the crims are using drones to

scope properties so maybe keep this rule

Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

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

above people?

| fly under part 101 but have flown over 1000kms and 120

hrs of droning so consider myself fairly competent in the
control of my machine. Should | therefore not be able to

do flights that you wouldn't expect a ¢
do, as long as at appropriate heigh

Q16 Other (please specify): :
. . At least 50 met
If we use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative to the eas metres @ O

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

Q17 Q/E %
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consid V ?\

Maybe some possibility of flying soon after sunset as long as@ Ievﬁz

Q18 4

Are there any minor changes to the Rules M

make them easier for you to understam !
Q19 &\ &2 Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of the prop@ninor |
changes? ?\ \

Q2 O \E Respondent skipped this question

0
Are there anQ changes wi uld consider?

SRS

Q21 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment:

ernt skipped this question

Should we introduce the proposed basic pilot qualification

for Part 101 drone pilots?
there)

Q22

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

None, | should easily qualify

386/413
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Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

. itten th test (at id
What format should this test take? waition theory test (t a provider)

Q24 Yes, 16 years

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot
qualification?

Q25 Yes

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training
organisations?

Q26 Respondent skmped@‘tmn OQ

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations !

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

Page 6 @E %
Q27 @’ Q.E
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration Q~ &

system?

S

What impact would drone reglstratlon

None, my latest drone ( a week old ) abl ity &Qﬂn ID number

Q29 Respondent skipped this question
What do you think of osed esign (e g.
digital platform) a ment & entity

authentlcatlon)

Q30

Should there bﬁ&@‘ weight threshold for
isteri e

Yes, but with a different weight as the threshold

registering a dr

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,
Please comment:
I'm happy for anyone to know that | was operating the
drone they are seeing / hearing

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

What impact would remote ID likely have on you?

None

Page 8 &
Q34 Yes, b Q~
L . Pl t:
Should we consider introducing geo-awareness? ease commer Q
As long as there aredvogkarodnds. | le to use a
i ort Tun

drone at even 5 der a @ way flight
path 3kns from the aigport. | 0 drone some hay
of

baling h “More ch amage from hitting the
tractor @ rone ! é
N

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

See above 4 Q

Page 9 A@ 4

Q36 &\ «; Respondent skipped this question
Do you have any other feedb@‘u anythi eih the
Enabling Drone Integratior$ ion d\ ept?

Q37 O \E Respondent skipped this question

If you do not our name tifying information to
be included, se note ghegeasons why below. This will

be taken into aGcount respond to any Official
Information Act cover your submission.

>
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#Hr4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Wednesday, May 26, 2021 11:21:04 AM
Last Modified: Wednesday, May 26, 2021 11:44:37 AM
Time Spent: 00:23:32

IP Address: _

Page 1

outlined above.

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

Q2 Q/?“ %6

PR
NS

"

Q4 &\

Who are you submitting oglf % \%

as O
Briefly tell us f; stin @

Home owner/so€lal service&egtor worker. If we sell house we will get a drone in.

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?
Regular checks on data collected by drones. To stop people breaching others privacy and or causing harm to others. Are there

also rules regarding not hunting from drones of birds, animals etc. As this could become a problem. Have the implications of those
with mental health or criminal intent concerns utilising drones to stalk or cause abuse to others, been considered?

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
Please comment::

Do you think the proposed series of measures would .
More focus on the privacy act.

help achieve the desired objectives?

. | NJPA

Do you think the proposed series of measures would

address the problems and opportunities identified? @ O
e ?{O %Z
Are there any other problems and opportunities you can think of? %

Drone use and regulation. Great for technical advancement of agricult m
the price of privacy breaches, noise issues and environmental %

KL

Do you agree with the proposed order of im Iementa n a%mment
¢ ; nrep P ds to be completed before they become

of the measures?
er popular. Like many other technical advances
% that start of with all the best intentions there are many
harms that come with them. To the natural environment,
Q~ person wellness and economic disparity. For example

plastic single use items.

e oth ries. Might just at times come at

Page 4 \%\
% No ,
Should dron ave thei dalone Rule Part? Please comment:

Do not allow drones over private property unless at higher
altitude that cannot capture footage. This may need to link
into aeroplane tracking and navigation.

Q13 Yes

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 fl . e
9 q 9 y Always gain consent if within sight of drones camera

above property?
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Q15 Yes - relax the requirement in another way,

Please comment:

They need to be at a distance that means they are not
capturing footage of you.

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
consent provision, what distance(s) would you consider

appropriate?
Q17 4
Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider? %

Not capturing people in footage without consent Q :Q~

Q18 I don't know %@ Q
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would %
make them easier for you to understand? @

Q19 @M S : is question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q~ &
changes? !

Q20 V @ndent skipped this question
nSidér? 4

Are there any other changes we should ¢
Page 5 C)& %&

Q21

Should we introduce 0Sse K;‘ pilot qualification
for Part 101 droQo~

Q22 @
What impact wo&@ pilot qualification likely have on you?

The cost of getting a drene in might be higher

Yes

Q23 A practical examination of skill and a paper based

. itten th test (at id
What format should this test take? written theory test (at a provider)

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?

Police check

Page 6 @ &
Q27 Yes Q~
Should we introduce the proposed drone registration @Q

system? %
Q28 Respondént SKipped this %n
What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Q29 Q&nd&zed this question

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

authentication)? V O

Q30 & 4I don't know

Should there be a minimum wei tiNold fo Q‘

registering a drone? C)

Q31 v \ Respondent skipped this question
Should certain dro, eed t \gistered (select

all that apply)

Page 7 ! &

Q32 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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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.

Q
N\
O G
O &
& <<§
&

4

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question !
Respondent skippe@Qstion O

4
&
<&

X
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#75

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 28, 2021 11:17:45 AM
Last Modified: Friday, May 28, 2021 12:31:57 PM
Time Spent: 01:14:11

IP Address: _

Page 1

By ticking 'Yes' you acknowledge and agree to the terms

. Q)A

outlined above.

QO
page 2 CO((/ %Q
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?~ l F Whanganui District Council

Q5 Q~ @
Briefly tell ustr intere@ones
eind

- Regulator of activiti iCc spaces - Bylaws
- Roads, Parks, R& Open Spaces - RCA and Land Owner
- Whanganui Airport - Jéint owner and Operator

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?

Broadly supportive but need to avoid unintended consequences including matters such as:

- Consideration for uncontrol airports and approvals where no one is present to review requests

- Differentiating between en route overflight vs flying flying within a public space or park -

- Allowing TA and RC the ability to set drone exclusion areas (not overflight at minimum prescribed heights) for amenity reasons
similar to the DOC through bylaws.

- TA and RC rules included within geo-awareness platform for pilots.

help achieve the desired objectives?

Q8 Yes, with changes , !

. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would Method of implementation wil @ ‘
Q9 Yes, with changes @C

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 th.®/ Q~
TA and RC rules included within geo-awareness platform for Q&md com@e.

Ywmon

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

Page 4 C) %

Q12 Yes,
Please comment:

Should drones ta,wn § il Provided that broader UAV definition is applied

Q13 Yes,

Please comment:

In consultation with uncontrolled airports and heliports
(including hospitals). Within Whanganui the hospital has
delegated approvals for applications to fly within 4km to
Whanganui airport as they simply don't have the
capacity/expertise to do it.

Should we review |I0metre minimum flight
distance from a ro s?

Q14 Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:

Differentiation needed between en route overflight vs
flying flying within a public space or park

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:
Need to include a duty of care to avoid injury or loss of

property.

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

Q17 ~\

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

similar to the DOC through bylaws for amenity reasons. Without an explicit carveout, ¢ s would trump any
bylaws/controls Council may make regarding drones and the use of space.

Q18 Respo ;Ipp I@
Are there any minor changes to the Rules that would
make them easier for you to understand? @ 2

Q Re

Need to allow Councils the ability to set drone exclusion areas (not overflight at minimum hel i amenity reasons
AA re Q

Q19 spopdent s pped this question
What do you think of the proposed minor Rules Q

changes?

Q20 & Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other changes we onsi Q

Page 5 \%

Q21 Yes

Should we | the propo asic pllot qualification

for Part 101 e pllots

Q22 &b% 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?
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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?

What do you think of the propose
digital platform) and requireme
authentication)?

e A

Should there be shold for
registering a

ot

Q31

Should certain déis t need to be registered (select
all that apply)

Page 7

2 Resp

Q28 !‘
What impact would drone registration likely have on -

oA

Yes, 14 years

Respondent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question !

ould be%o how to manage scratch

short lifespan but should still

Qent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Yes, drones flown solely indoors,

Yes, drones flown in specific designated areas (e.g.
Model Flying New Zealand sites)
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Q32 Yes,
Please comment:
Authentication may be problematic for ‘basic' RC UAVs
and options will need to be available for after market
upgrade to allow pilots to remain compliant with

Should we introduce remote ID?

regulations.
Q33 Respondent skipped this question
What impact would remote ID likely have on you?
Page 8
Q34 Yes,

Please comment:
TA and RC rules in

for pilots to facil%

Q35 Respo% ipped
What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Page 9

Q36 K aQQ

Do you have any other feedback on any\h@ﬂ the Sn Drone Integration discussion document?
t drone usi

Bylaws - Need to allow Councils the abil areas (not overflight at minimum prescribed heights) for amenity
reasons similar to the DOC through b r ameni protection reasons. There may also be other valid reasons for

restricting the use of drones within publiGyspace d ther activities occurring within a space.

Should we consider introducing geo-awareness?

Without an explicit carveout, (0] @ms would trump any bylaws/controls Council may make regarding drones
and the use of space.

To date a numberQLQ hav@\ng their powers as landowner to control drones.

Q37 Z @ Respondent skipped this question

If you do not waniyotf name or identifying information to
be included, pledséynote 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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H#H76

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, May 30, 2021 3:01:41 PM
Last Modified: Sunday, May 30, 2021 4:28:49 PM
Time Spent: 01:27:08

IP Address: _

Page 1

. Q)A

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

QO
Page 2 cb((/ éz
Q2 Q/?“ %
¥
Q3 4% &

Email address V
— QQ/ 4\
. A

Who are you submitting on behalf of? \%
os )
Briefly tell us i;Q!ﬂest in @

I fly model aircraft, planes @copters. | don't own any drones that aren't model aircraft. | don't fly FPV. | do have some

knowledge of photogra% and FPV drones.

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 don't see why model aircraft, when flown in the traditional manner, should be lumped in with drones that are operated via FPV or
with an autopilot. The need to stay within clear line of sight of the pilot is built into model aircraft operation. This also greatly limits
how far it can be flown from where the pilot is standing. The airpsace over New Zealand is very large and model aircraft only need
a very small part of it. | would ask that you leave model aircraft rules as they are, the risk to the public there is extremely small
and well understood.

Q8 Yes, with changes ,
. . Please comment::
Do you think the proposed series of measures would . . L L
. - L Integrating drones into the civil avi stem is,going to

help achieve the desired objectives? ) ) ) .
take some time and drone tec is rapidl ging.
The greatest risk is loss of life frol acci involving
a manned aircraft. To red 4@ at largestriskd thifik it's
reasonable to add m payétion be @ ned and
unmanned aircra tr period. | would

propose a 1000 L ceili r urban areas.
Manned airc not beneath this ceiling,
except whep taking off . There is little

justifica man aft to be operating in that

airspace below 1000 ft
uld be a boon for innovative

VN&){.

@ ely fi

C anie&7 ing new drones and new applications
! of dr&%eehn qy.-

Q9 \/

Please comment:
Do you think the proposed series of mea %wld{ . e . .
address the problems and opportunigésid&ntitied? A basic qualification for Part 101 drone pilots seems like a

& necessity.
Q10 C) % Respondent skipped this question
Are there any other pr. ?gﬁd 0 \es you can
think of?

Q11 g\ 2 g : Yes
Do you agree with the %ﬁd order of implementation

of the measures?

P

Page 4

Q12 | don't know

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

Q13 I don't know

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

nor %/ 4
Are there any other chan

S

K

Should we introdu
for Part 101 dro

Q19

What do you think of the proposed mi
changes?

Q20

Page 5

Q21

osed basic pilot qualification
ilots?

Yes - use 'safe distances' as an alternative,
Please comment:

30m in a straight line seems like a reasonable safe
distance where no consent has been given.

Yes - use ‘safe distances’ as an alternative,
Please comment:

30m in a straight line seems like a reasonable safe
distance where no consent has been given.

30 metres

: gndent skipped this question

Respondent skipped this question

Yes,

Please comment:

A basic qualification for Part 101 drone pilots seems like a
necessity. There are several things a pilot needs to know
to operate a drone safely. An online theory test should be
sufficient. As enforcement of drone rules will be very
difficult the online test should not be too hard or it will
discourage compliance. Emphasis should be on those
facts that will have the biggest impact on public safety.
Model aircraft pilots should not need to take this test if
they have a Wings qualification through MFNZ. That
sysytem took a lot of work to create and is still fit for
purpose.
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Q22

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

Hopefully none. | have a Wings badge from MFNZ. | already have the knowledge | need to operate model aircraft safely.

Q23 Electronic/online theory test

What format should this test take?

Q24 Respondent skipped this question

Should there be a minimum age for basic pilot 4
qualification? % &
Q25 Yes, Q

Please comment:

Do you agree with the proposed special authorisations Model aircraft pi

given to Part 141 and Part 101.202 approved training Y '?OI @ - t;; e this testif

organisations? they have a Win ificati ough MFNZ. That
sysytem too f wo reate and is still fit for
purposQ

Q26 %Xnt is question

Is there any other special authorisations you would IikeQ~ Q

to see?
Yes, with changes,

Page 6 %\/
Q27 \A N
Should we introduce the propo &ne regi@n Please comment:

system? I don't see the point in registering individual aircraft. That
; \% adds a much heavier burden with no benefit. The point is

?N identify the pilot so they can be held accountable. Pilots
% should be held accountable for safe flying. It's quite
sufficient for the pilot to be registered and their registration
Q~ @ number can be put on each drone. If a company or club
owns an aircraft then that company or club can have a
& registration.

What impact would drone registration likely have on you?

Q28

I have ten model aircraft. Some of them rarely fly. It would be a substantial cost if each one had to be registered separately. That
would be a significant disincentive to continue in the hobby.
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Q29

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

If a digital remote ID system is created | hope it will not disclose personal information like my name or current location. It should
be sufficient for the remote ID system to only reveal the registration number to members of the public. As is the case with car
registrations.

Q30 Yes, with 250 grams as the weight threshold

Should there be a minimum weight threshold for

registering a drone? !

Q31 Yes, drones flown solely i d& &
Should certain drones not need to be registered (select Yes, drones flown in _sp

% desig (e.g.
all that apply) Model Flying New Zealand Sites
Page 7 %Q %%
Q32 I W : ?\
Should we introd e ID? om2
ould we introduce remote 10 Yow/don't &n ote ID to identify the pilot of a model
aircraft, If you see the aircraft then the pilot will be
. \ som e nearby in line of sight to the aircraft.

Q33 0/ O
What impact would remote ID likely @ you? Q‘ \
I have ten model aircraft that don't h@m e ID& ave to add it to keep flying then that will have a cost in money and

time.
I expect to still have most of&C)raﬂ te@om now. | owned two of them ten years ago.
Page 8 Q~: @

Q34 I don't know,
- . Please comment:
- ?
Should we considerqnt g geo-awareness It sounds cool but it all depends on how well it is
& implemented.
Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Hopefully none. | fly model aircraft.

Page 9
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Q36

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

The air space over New Zealand should be for the benefit of the average New Zealander. It shouldn't be put out of reach just when
it has become more accessible then ever.

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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#l7

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, May 30, 2021 9:44:16 AM
Last Modified: Sunday, May 30, 2021 8:53:15 PM
Time Spent: 11:08:58

IP Address: _

Page 1

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

&

@ RS

ng al

Q3 | 4 OQ

Email address @\/ \\

I A

- NN

$g@ &
Of &

Q5
Briefly tell us terestin
| have been an ive@@x drone technology since 2015. | am also an active amateur RC model flier.

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 are commendable and agree with the NZ Government approach of viewing drones as a "cultural
technology”. However, | am surprised by the distinct departure from the World Economic forum Advanced Drone Operations Toolkit
and its premise of performance-based regulation (PBR) with regard to CAA part 101 and emerging research into the area of drone
technology. "When PBR is applied to the field of unmanned aviation, it enables the expansion, piloting and live-testing of new
technologies through a holistic approach to risk management and redefines what operations are possible. By focusing exclusively
on a strict certification approach to aviation technologies or waiting for other CAAs or international bodies to develop regulations
that permit advanced drone operations, nations miss out on life-saving benefits that drones can provide. Social and economic
demands that could be fulfilled through advanced drone applications are being left unfulfilled as governments struggle to move
forward with flexible yet safe regulations." This risk assesed approach has generated use cases and datalthat perhaps could be
considered in the impending rules update as it allows scaliable academic development that sit alongside often ipform purely
comercial interest and regulation. &

X

406 /413



Q8

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

Enabling Drone Integration

Yes, with changes ,

Please comment::

The current compliance challenges faced by the NZ
regulator, CAA , speaks volumes about its ability to
generate durable and digestible policy which has
standards that are expediently achievable by the ordinary
citizen drone pilot, as opposed to widespread rogue
operators and general anti-systemic practices by
amateurs being the norm. | note that there is a significant
downward trend in the number of incursions into controlled
airspace, as evidenced in Table 3 page 18 of the

marketing campaign carié
desirable impact. Spec€ifi
ineffectj men ons and failed
prosecu i | documented in the print
d unmanned flight operations. Two
Nov 13,2020 of¥WMountain Helicopters Fox Glacier and
- ! Alpi ides Fox Glacier. In which "The judge said he
ifficult to see why both companies should be
cost of over $94,000 to the NZ taxpayer 2. The farcical
Q~ exposition of CAA's competence and potency as a
regulator in a series of Youtube videos posted by a senior
?“ Tokoroa back yard. | would suggest that there is a lot of
O \ room for professional development at CAA which sits well

"shielded operations i C i .
is an innovative% of NZ's=airspace management
and, in my opifi ould %\ ed. A legacy of
ce
platforms. This is across the
unehi
V $ by the prospect of a conviction. There was no
A ! suggestion they were “rogue operators”. At the reported
< ’ & citizen suffering from Parkinson's' disease armed with a
\ Youtube channel (Xjet) and toy drone operated in a

outside the premise that Enforcement can be difficult due

Q~ to lack of compliance and advancing technology. Perhaps
Q upgrading regulator competency would be a timely
@ measure to undertake in tandem with the proposed

changes to NZ airspace regulation.
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Q9 Yes,

Please comment:

The need for testing and licensing of drone pilots is
obvious and would be a very welcome development for
organizations such as universities that have Heath Safety
and Well-being obligations to their stakeholders as a
primary concern. It is important to note that the vast
majority of drone operations carried out by tertiary
organizations are low risk, non-commercial, and are
carried out by students (i.e not employees) focused on
knowledge generation. It would be detrimental to

innovation, education, and research if fightly coupled

rules, costs, and compliance asso with registration

and Identification made it impo (o} suppo&dents
S 0

and staff in their endeavors. The osed

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

measures is very light on{d

Q10

Are there any other problems and opportunities you can thi Q~E

The proposed series of regulatory measures seems determine create @ scen of separate development between amateur
and commercial drone operations. The costs associate%gainmg CQN 102 certification are prohibitive. Also, the quality

assurance required to maintain this status is not al\%fe ible in mic environment.

Perhaps an opportunity exists for an in-be
states of being (Commercial / Amateur) t

current providers of training in the co e space
educational space that guides airs rs from

ace for educ tlonal organizations to be a bridge between these two distinct
earch, Innovation, STEM, and Future Environments. The
these aims in their purview. It would be innovative to allow an

e ur, rules-based mode into a risk-assessed mode. This would not only
significantly grow the potentlal b e of ralned ten operators available to industry, but also align with the stated aim of
building complementary bloc a step change model that could link NZ educational curriculum seamlessly
with the strategic dwecuoi ansp rt es Framework.

Q11

@ Yes,
Pl t:
Do you agrthh the p ease commen

d order of implementation - .
P The proposed methodology and timeline are sensible.
of the measure %

A

Page 4
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Q12 No ,
Please comment:
The current stance of not differentiating between
recreational and commercial operations is working well.
What is missing from the current framework and notably
absent from the proposed changes is an actual risk
assessment by the New Zealand government focused on

Should drones have their own standalone Rule Part?

all users of airspace (this includes manned aviation) and
takes into account the actual frequency and type of
operations in the recreational and commercial drone
space.

Q13 No ,

Please comment:
Staying 4 kilometers a
drone is common se

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

has a robust measure in
perations” to take place.
hat incursions into controlled

cei ! 2 on a downward trend. This innovative
proach to rnisk-assessed drone operations in airspace
! nw&b’z maintained.

214 @V $; remove the consent provision completely,
i ; 4 Pl t:
Should we change the requirement t@o sent?ly ease commen

above property? & The existing provision is not useful. "Safe distances”

would introduce highly subjective measurement systems
C) 6 that could be contested.

Q15 ; \

. . Pl t:

Should we chan Qureme x in consent to fly case comment. . " .

The existing provision is not useful. "Safe distances

above people? ) ) o
would introduce highly subjective measurement systems

Q @ that could be contested.
Q16 &

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

Yes — remove the requirement completely,

Other (please specify):
No other users of the airspace have this imposition.

Q17

Are there any other major Rules changes we should consider?

The premise that recreational drone use is strictured by tightly coupled rules as opposed to a performance-based, risk-assessed
regulatory framework should be considered.
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Qis No

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?

On the whole, these proposed high-level changes are acceptable

Q20 !
Are there any other changes we should consider? % &
The requirement for FPV pilots to have a spotter should be relaxed. Q Q~

Page 5

Q21

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

Q22 2

What impact would a basic pilot qualification li er ony, Q

It would be very useful to have tangible evide @ ic qudlification that could be shown on demand in the field.
This will also make drone pilot mteg%ﬁ&ald Well being frameworks a lot less problematic.

sible approach and is well

Q23 Electronic/online theory test
What format should thf ?a?e’) ?
No
Should ther a mini ge for basic pilot
qualification? %
Q25 No,

Please comment:
This seems like the introduction of first and second-class
qualifications and reeks of industry bias.

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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Page 6

Q27 Yes, with changes,
Please comment:
This is common practice internationally, However, It will
be a major imposition upon those that operate multiple
DIY drones used for the purposes of research. This is due
to the iterative nature of research and the continual
upgrading and changing of airframes and hardware. It
would be useful if it was clearly defined what specific part
of the drone was being registered.

Should we introduce the proposed drone registration
system?

Q
What impact would drone registration likely have on you? Q Q~

More compliance and | assume more costs. % Q
&)

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

A digital platform would be great if it had attention paid to its U %e a&%&experience.
Q30 4 Yes,%with a different weight as the threshold ,

- . Plea mment:
Shquld Fhere be a minimum weight threshol fw ted rationale for the introduction of a 250-gram
registering a drone? ; )
threshold is flawed. The cited paper even goes so far as

A to state that "The 250 g threshold is a compromise
\ Q‘ between numerous conflicting interests and as described
& above not really a good measure for the lethality of a
< ’ % drone.” It is also noted that the data sets generated and
\ expanded upon are probabilistic as opposed to real-world
v research. The threshold of 1-2 kilograms from a user's
point of view is a more practicable and expedient datum.

AN

n drones d to be registered (select Please comment:
all that apply) All drones that sit above the threshold should be included.

The introduction of designated areas having a
dispensation is not equitable.

Page 7
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Q32

Should we introduce remote ID?

Q33

Page 8 Q_O @
Q34 @
Should we consid&@ ng geo-awareness?

Q35

What impact would geo-awareness likely have on you?

Cost and compliance.

Page 9

What impact would remote 1D @@ve on E
Cost and compliance.

Yes,

Please comment:

It is well understood that the available technology for
remote ID is currently sub-optimal and has not resulted in
any usable hard or software. This is also compounded by
current legal challenges to the Remote ID scenario in the
United States. (RDQ vs FAA). It is obvious that sub-
military-grade technology, remote ID systems are yet to
materialize. The Intemet of things (IoT) approach unflurled
in Figure 5 on page 51 of the discussion document is old
thinking that is not fit for purpose. This offers New
Zealand a real opportunity to disrupt. Perhaps the

commissioning and funding of an ource rerpote ID
solution that grafts onto known e such &fi}x
c

pilot or Beta-flight for its data an fo
development of readily hardwatre useful.
It should also be not ent r ‘ pments by

the open-source RV system have

been embraced the OSD hack, FCC
hack, and Digivi ck. s to an emergent
relationship DJI that.d cial to both and could be
expande . Th le knowledge base and
ise avail i tertiary sector in the area of

g, wireless broadcast and perhaps
Vi bas, Intelligence (Al) could provide an

expedignt solutien that could become a global standard in
a ti%:nner that would require no maintenance by the

gu d would be supported by a network of
t% pers already in place.

Yes,
Please comment:
It is a logical next step in autonomous vehicles.
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Q36

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

| am disappointed that BVLOS is scheduled to be the sole domain of CAA part 102. Currently, developments in the FPV
technology arena allow for long-range flight as does mission planning in other mature open source software such as Ardu pilot. It
would be a real missed opportunity for NZ if these innovative advancements were inhibited by regulation that did not take into
account risk assessment and technical literacy/ mastery of pilots that are considered to be CAA part 101 and can not afford to be
CAA 102. The proposed measures such as pilot licencing, registration and remote ID are inevitable and align with the
government's strategic direction, however, there is seemingly no room for academic research in the BVLOS area.

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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