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c' ��a,;µ.,,r ..d,;c--&-,-,� ot-, · ftv J':/'4?'--<'.f /J/4-rc::L #r

y fia-tv( �� td&-r � -�?/.z-,'7 �G? '<tf' � 

-�✓-/� tf}) - h--4' k d4�d?�{/ � ?/'/�� ✓ 

/41 Pc?/ .4U<�c4 a-nu //c� � /4� /!��/

Az.,,/ ,,,,?�� � �



What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 
the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 
sought]: 
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5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

f ubmitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 
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your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or 
drop into Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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Waikato Regional Council Submission to the draft Management Plan for Taupo Waters 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the draft Management Plan for Tau po Waters. Please find 

attached the Waikato Regional Council's (the Council's) submission, endorsed by the Submissions 

Subcommittee on 22 September 2020. 

Should you have any queries regarding the content of this document please contact 

Regards, 

HE TAIAO MAURIORA HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT 

HE OHANGA PAKARI STRONG ECONOMY 

HE HAPORI HIHIRI VIBRANT COMMUNITIES 
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Submission from Waikato Regional Council on the draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters 

Introduction 
1. Waikato Regional Council (the Council) appreciates the opportunity to make a submission and

recognises the importance of free access to, and use of, Taupō Waters for non-exclusive and non-
commercial recreational use and enjoyment and non-commercial research purposes. The Council
supports developing a Management Plan for Taupō Waters as part of Taupō-nui-a-Tia Management
Board’s role as an administrative body under the Reserves Act 1977.

2. Once finalised, the Council must have regard to the Management Plan for Taupō Waters when
preparing or changing the Waikato Regional Policy Statement and Waikato Regional Plan, or when
considering an application for a resource consent. Our statutory functions also involve working with
different agencies that have responsibilities within the area of Taupō Waters and its margins.

As a result, we advocate for coordination and consistency among plans prepared under different
regulations to manage, administer, protect, and enhance the status of the Lake Taupō environment
and ask that the following matters be considered further:
• The alignment of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki and the Draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters
• Providing flexibility to acknowledge other legislative frameworks (and changes) that underpin the

management regime of Taupō Waters
• Enabling essential activities of Waikato Regional Council (WRC) to continue as appropriate when

temporary or permanent restrictions of public access are put in place
• Access to and use of, Taupō Waters to support its management and protect public health

3. We look forward to future consultation process to incorporate the proposed amendments into
relevant statutes and would welcome the opportunity to comment on any issues explored during their
development.

Submitter details 

Waikato Regional Council 
Private Bag 3038 
Waikato Mail Centre 
Hamilton 3240 

Contact person: 
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Similarities between Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki and the Draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters 
4. The Council encourages the board to consider existing arrangements for the management of the

Taupō Waters under Te Kōpua Kānapanapa.

5. Te Kōpua Kānapanapa is a joint committee with membership from Te Kotahitanga o Ngāti
Tūwharetoa, Waikato Regional Council and Taupo District Council. Its purpose under section 172(1)
of the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018 (NTCSA) is to restore, protect and enhance the
environmental, cultural and spiritual wellbeing of the Taupō catchment. In addition, Te Kōpua
Kānapanapa also provides strategic leadership on the sustainable and integrated management of the
environment in the Taupō catchment for the benefit of Ngāti Tūwharetoa and all people in the Taupō
catchment, including future generations.

6. Under the NTCSA ((S173(2)(b)), Te Kōpua Kānapanapa is to prepare and approve Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki.
Its purpose is to identify the significant issues, values, vision, objectives, desired outcomes, and other
relevant matters for the Taupō catchment in order to:
• Promote the sustainable and integrated management of the environment in the Taupō catchment

for the benefit of present and future generations
• Provide for the relationship of Ngāti Tūwharetoa and their culture and traditions with their

ancestral lands, water, geothermal resources, sites, wāhi tapu and other taonga; and
• Accord with Ngāti Tūwharetoa tikanga and values in the management of the Taupō catchment

7. A map of the area Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki covers (Lake Taupō Catchment) is included below, as are two
diagrams showing the place of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki in relation to Resource Management Act and Local
Government Act planning documents (please refer to attachments A, B and C).

Other legislative frameworks underpinning the management regime of Taupō Waters 
8. We note that Section 4.3 of the Draft Management Plan sets out the legislative frameworks that

underpin the management regime of Taupō Waters. We find explicit reference to relevant statutes
useful but suggest the following changes to provide the flexibility needed to account for future
changes in the regulatory framework that applies to catchment management.

Temporary or permanent restrictions of public access 
9. Under the Draft Plan, the Taupō-Nui-ā-Tia Management Board may set conditions and put in place

temporary or permanent restrictions of public access to, and use of, parts of Taupō Waters that are
culturally and spiritually significant to the people of Ngāti Tūwharetoa for the protection and general
wellbeing of Taupō Waters and/or for the protection and control of the public using Taupō Waters,
including for rāhui.

8.1. Including the following acts: 
• Biosecurity Act 1993
• Soil Conservation and Rivers Control Act 1941
• Ngāti Tūwharetoa Settlement Act 2018.

8.2. Amend wording in the relevant section to note that the list is not exhaustive. This is important 
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10. The Council will comply with rāhui, however, we note there may be potential scenarios where we may
not be able to  feasibly cease or postpone work even for a short period, due to practical limitations
and the need to undertake certain statutory functions. This may include a range of activities including:
• Civil defence and emergency management
• Pollution, complaint and other incident response
• Flood management and drainage works
• Compliance monitoring and enforcement
• Environmental monitoring
• Navigation safety

11. We submit that:

Access and use of Taupo Waters to support its management and protect public health 
Access to local authorities 
12. The Council supports how the wording on the definitions for ‘commercial’ and ‘non-commercial’

research provide for government departments and local authorities to carry out scientific research
without the need to make an application to the Management Board.

13. To ensure that our ability to carry out research benefits the Management Plan and future work on the
Taupō Waters, the Council suggests:

 Access to Universities and Crown Research Institutes 
14. As currently written, the implementation tools that relate to restrictions on ‘non-commercial’

research in SM02 and SM03, seem to require University (e.g. student thesis projects) and Crown
Research Institutes (CRI) research to gain approval from the Board. This could have the unintended
consequence of the plan being perceived as onerous and could limit research investment.

15. We suggest:

Management of microbial pathogen related health hazard 
16. We support the Management Plan’s intention to manage pathogen issues and wish to note their

implementation needs to allow for review of existing processes within the Council.

11.1. We welcome further dialogue with Taupō-Nui-ā-Tia Management Board to ensure the 
Council can both give effect to the intent of rāhui while enabling essential activities to continue; 
including developing protocols to be agreed between the Council and the Board. The 
development of the protocol will enable the identification of situations where high 
environmental risk or potential loss of life require the Council to immediately exercise its 
statutory role. 

13.1. Amending Appendix H to list the ‘Waikato Regional Council’ as one of the organisations the 
Management Board will work closely with to provide for future access and use of information 
and data.  

15.1 Reviewing the language in implementation tools SM02 and SM03 where they relate to ‘non-
commercial’ research. 

15.2. Amending the definition of ‘non-commercial research’ to provide explicitly for ‘public good’ 
research carried out by Universities and CRIs. 
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17. The Council currently has an agreed partnership process in place to deal with cyanobacteria or
pathogen issues. The proposed Management Plan will require adjustments to our current process.

18. We submit:

18.1. The Council encourages the Management Board to work together in reviewing this process 
to incorporate input from the Management Board to implement the requirement under the 
Draft Management provision 7.3.2 (quoted below – see underline). 

7.3.2. Implementation tools 
The Taupō-Nui-ā-Tia Management Board will: 

• consider and make decisions on applications for non-commercial research
being undertaken in, on, or under, Taupō Waters provided those
applications are not inconsistent with the Management Plan; and

• work with the Medical Officer of Health in the event of a toxic
cyanobacteria (blue-green algae) or other microbial pathogen related
health hazard to set conditions and [if required] put in place temporary
closures to restrict access to, and use of, parts of Taupō Waters for the
protection and control of the public using Taupō Waters.
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Attachment A: Map of Lake Taupō Catchment: 
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Attachment B: Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki in relation to RMA planning documents 

Attachment C: Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki in relation to LGA planning documents 

Resource Management Act 1991

Waikato Regional 
Policy Statement

Waikato Regional Plan Taupo District Plan

Regional and District 
resource consentsl 

National Policy Statements 
National Environmental Standards

Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki
"Must recognise and provide for"  

same as section 6 Matters of 
National Importance

Local Government Act 2002

Council strategies, plans and 
policies like 

- Catchment plans
- Growth strategies and 
structure plans
- Economic development plans

Long-term plans Annual plans

Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki
"Have particular regard to"



Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 
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(t3. I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Qsupport □ Neutral

3. Hearing Request

@Jppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

�Yes

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupe Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters should only occur using boat 

I 
ramps or from existing private structures."

My submission is (Include the reasons for your views) 

I strongly object to the change in access to the Tau po Waters. 

The proposal is in total opposition to the rights afforded the NZ people, in the 2007 Deed which 
preserves the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupe Waters for non 
exclusive, non-commercial recreational use and enjoyment, and non commercial research purposes free 
of charge. 

Launching boats on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risks to beach users and 
does no damage to the shoreline. 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? (give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought): 

I strongly oppose the proposed rule change SM02 that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving 

from, Tau po Waters be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures, the rules should stay as 

they currently are. 

5. Your Signature

Signa

Date 

r person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

erson authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or drop into 

Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 

3 



1. Submitter Information

I Name:I Organisation (if 
applicable): 

I
tmau, 

Phone: 

I Address:

LJ l wish to keep my contact cteta11s coni1<1ent1a1 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application 1/We
....... 

- . . -

.:>. ned1111� l'\e4ue�l 

T /-r: - T • 1. • 1. 1 .l • 

0Yes [EJ'No 

t1 ,, 1hmiccinn 

....... 

, r .1 • 1. · • • 1. 

... 

� 1 • • 1 . � 

The specific parts of the application that this submission relates to are: 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 

the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:
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Date 
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1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission

Note, this submission was done at v short notice, hence does not necessarily cover all those things 

that ECO may consider important.  ECO recognises the generosity of Tuwheretoa and their sharing 

with the NZ public access to the Taupo waters and the role of the Management Board. 

Definitions:   Because of a recent court case, it is vital that “benefit” is defined as “net benefit” so that 

the downsides can be considered as well as gross benefits. 

“impact(s)” should similarly include positive and negative impacts. 

Should there be a reference to reversible and irreversible impacts? 

Under the heading “Non-Commercial Research” is the reference to “qualifying value….”  actually 

meant to be “quantifying  ….” value” or to include both qualitively different values and quantitive 

values?  

ECO suggests that there be specific provisions to remove any possibility of commercial exploration 

y

e

s
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or mining in, under or on the waters or adjacent lands.  We are particularly concerned that mining 

interests and moguls and companies associated with them may try to access the waters.  We would 

like to see that ruled out 

ECO is concerned that there is provision in the Urban Development Act for the acquisition and/or 

repurposing and realigning of private land, some Maori land and waters, and also several kinds of 

Reserve land that is not certain kinds of Conservation land.  As such, we see that recreation, scenic 

and public reserves and some private reserves may be simply taken over for housing.  We trust that 

is not the case for the Taupo Waters, but we consider that there should be great care taken and 

work done to ensure that this cannot occur. 
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See above. 

5. Your Signature

_____________________________________________________________ 
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1. Submitter Information 

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

� I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral (Xpppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No [XI

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Tau po Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My s ubmission is (include the reasons for your views)

I am grateful, as an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Taupo at Tauranga-Taupo, 0ruatua that the 
people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Tau po and the lakes, rivers and streams 
that comprise Taupo Waters, free of charge. I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people of New 
Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupo Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial 
recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial resear ch purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only "paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 
severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. I acknowledge and understand the historical 
and cultural significance of "paddle craft" to Ngati Tuwharetoa. However, such a limitation would, for 
example, prohibit the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake Tau po. Launching boats 
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on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risks to beach users and does no damage to 
the shoreline itself. Most of the risk rests with users not respecting the S knot speed limit within 200 

metres of the shore. 

To have to take watercraft to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly 

relevant in situations where, as is the case at Tauranga Taupo is no boat ramp, and those close (Oruatua 

Road and Waitetoko) are poorly maintained and frequently congested. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? (give precise details, including the par ts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

J oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalfof submitter

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/ Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taup6 3158 or drop into 

Taup6 Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? (give precise details, including 
the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 
sought]: 

':).02..0 , 4. N !:::J vf<06R!GO r�C,V'\ I L,(5� 'To L�ve, / ..,� (:i ,R.'

��C.,1�. 

-rw IS. 

, 
Q6Gt'"-'I-<:.. () L-r-f-r''t �'-JG a:,�...,.,,1'.ll.,( <:>1..1.� �F "-\'-<3CiQ..J 

(,<....,(�1brv\� .::::>"\J-6.a.. OT'H� !-J6l..J 2... <:.<\ ta, ,<\-',-..j � f 

--j' t2'4.-01T 1-o )'1 AL 'v✓c:l '-/ D� L 1 f4', ,> 
IS I� IV1Y O..P1N101-J,

Gil.. � A. -
r J � <. S<;P�� � -r,.s,...... 2�-rw��� M --<I. oa._.:f S 

p t'.\ K.€. hi t:1 1 �NO i:; -,'? s ·D�'VIAG 1 �C.. .,.., 1..:i E':, 

n. � L4T) o ,� �t....t -1 p g(..,,,,''I.._JC::_ <:,'k:) v1 � , l'-J O-">" 
, 

CbtA �R..-y r:-'o�UN rf'J N� -,,_:i 4-_

11� -r'-r'�� IV\� N\ .0 r- '-AS AL<...... 
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erson authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

Printed name of subm ter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 
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Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taup6 3158 or 
drop into Taup6 Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

� wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Staten1ent of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

□ support D Neutral 

3. Hearing Request

GJ:ippose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No@ 

4 . .Submission 

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

Access and use of Taupe Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I am grateful, as an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Taupe at Tauranga-Taupo, Oruatua that the 
people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Tau po and the lakes, rivers and streams 
that comprise Taupe Waters, free of charge. I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people of New 
Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupe Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial 
recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only "paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 
severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. I acknowledge and understand the historical 
and cultural significance of "paddle craft" to Ngati Tuwharetoa. However, such a limitation would, for 
example, prohibit the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake Taupo. Launching boats 
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on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risks to beach-users and does no damage to 

the shoreline itself. Most of the risk rests with users not respecting the 5-knot speed limit within 200 

metres of the shore. 

To have to take watercraft to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly 

relevant in situations where, as is the case at Tauranga-Taupo is no boat ramp, and those close (Oruatua 

Road and Waitetoko) are poorly maintained and frequently congested. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

I oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taup6 Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Tau po 3158 or drop into 

Taupo Oftice, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
app licable): 

Role (ifapplicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

2. 

-

�sh to keep my contact detail s confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application YW e

D Support D Neutral

3. Hearing Request

�ose

YWe wish to be heard in support ofthis sul:mission at a hearing (please tick one).

0Yes �

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupo Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of 
paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters should only occur 
using boat ramps or from existing structures" 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

As a bach owner at Tauranga Taupo my family have enjoyed the lake for over 50 years, and we are 
grateful for and appreciate the continued free access and the use of the rivers and lakes that make 
up the Tau po Waters. 
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I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access 
upon, Tau po Waters for non-exclusive, non commercial recreational use and enjoyment, and non 
commercial research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only paddle craft can be launched into the Taupo Waters would effectively limit 
the freedom of entry, and access to the lake free of charge for recreational use and enjoyment of the 
lake. 

The proposal that only paddle craft can be launched into the Tau po Waters, would severely limit the 
recreational use and enjoyment of "the lake. To have to take all classes of craft, excluding paddle craft, 
to a boat ramp would effectively limit the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly relevant to 
all residents in the Te Rangiita and Tauranga Taupo area, given their unique relationship and access 
to the Tauranga Tau po river and river mouth. This access provides one of the safest, and the least 
environmental impact, for boat launching on the lake. This is particularly relevant in situations like 
Tauranga Tau po as there is no boat ramp and those close by (Oruatua and Waitetoko) are poorly 
designed, maintained and particularly dangerous to use or access in anything but calm conditions. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? (give precise details, including the 

parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought): 

I Oppose the proposed rule change under SM02 that the launching off vessels onto, and retrieving 
from Taupo Waters be restricted to boat ramps oir existing private structures. 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Please download and comple te this form, return to jdel ange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mai l your 
submission to: J de Lange, c/ Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or drop into 
Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

✓ I wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

D Support 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral ✓ Oppose

1/W e wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

✓ Yes

4. Submission

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

This submission relates to the following sections of the draft Management Plan. 

Section S(b) - the reference to the 'protection and control of the public using the lake'. 

Section 7.2.1 - restricting all craft except paddle craft to launching ramps and private access only. 

Appendix A - the definition of 'paddle craft'. 

Declaration; I am a partner in a family owned bach at Kapua Street, Tauranga-Taupo. 

Our property does not have direct access to the beach. 

The submission relates to the Tauranga-Taupo River mouth area. 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

1. I support the intent of the Draft Management Plan to continue the freedom of access to the

Lake as identified in Section S(a). 

I am concerned that the intent of Section S (b) is to control and or restrict the above rights. 

The Management Plan wishes to protect and control public use, for which the purpose has not been 
clearly defined. There are a number of statutes and rules that already provide these protections and 
most of these are identified in Section 4.3. 

2. The Management Plan does not provide for historic existing boat access to the lake such as
the old concrete ramp at the Tauranga- Taupo River mouth that leads directly into the lake
or the area inside the river mouth already used for launching small craft This are is used for
launching small dinghies, yachts, standup paddle boards, jet skis, runabouts canoes kayaks
etc. The Management Plan identified only 'paddle craft', which may exclude some of the
these craft. A large busy boat ramp is not the place to launch a 6 metre surf ski or a 2 metre
Optimist sailing dinghy - both are safer to launch from a beach.

3. The trout fishing history of the Tauranga-Taupo river mouth has been largely achieved
through the use of small row boats < 4,5 metres long. Not paddle craft. Bach owners and
permanent residents regularly launch fishing boats from the river mouth. To expect these
small craft to travel from Waitetoko or the Oruatua Avenue ramps in adverse weather is an
unsafe consequence of the Draft Management Plan as written.

4. I note that property owners with direct lake side access will still be able to launch their craft
from the beach with the use of a tractor or 4WD. Those without lake side access are
excluded. This is not fair for all lake users.

s. I do not support the use of the term paddle craft in the management plan as it does not
accurately define the types of small craft that are safely used on the lake.

2 



What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 
the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 
sought]: 

a) The freedom of all New Zealanders to personally access and use the lake must be
maintained.

b) I would like to the term 'paddle craft' changed so the definition is inclusive of all small
marine craft. The plan definition In Appendix A is not clear when describing a 'scull, dinghy
or other such craft'. Does it include sailing dinghies, catamarans, motor powered skiffs and
dinghies? I would recommend a hull length limit and a horse power limit for powered
dinghies.

c) I would like to see the Management Plan redefine Section 5 (b) so I can understand the
proposal to how the board plans to 'protect and control' New Zealanders who have to the
freedom to use the lake as provided in Section S(a).

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

---------------

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

30/09/3030 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or 
drop into Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 

3 



1. Submitter Infor mation

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

n/a 

Role (if applicable): Loca I Resident 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

�I wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral �ppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No�

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taup6 Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taup6 Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I am an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Taup6 at Tauranga-Taupo, 0ruatua. I should note that 
over many years we have been able to enjoy the waters of Lake Taupo and as such we are thankful that 
we and the people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Taup6 (and the connecting 
rivers and streams). I oppose the proposal above. It is my view that it unfairly restricts access to the lake 
by a large category of recreational and non-commercial users. There are many types of water craft that 
are motor powered, eg dinghys, small fishing and recreational boats etc that would have their use 
restricted by requiring launching from existing boat ramps or from existing private structures. Existing 
private structures are limited around the Lake as are existing boat ramps in the area that we live in. 
Ramps at Waitetoko and 0ruatua Ave are not well maintained and not deep enough to be used year 
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round (eg when the Lake is low). Aside from convenience and practicality for local users, more broadly 

the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to Tau po Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial 

recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial research purposes free of charge would be 

significantly and negatively impacted. 

The proposal would severely effectively limit recreational use and enjoyment of the lake to the extent it 

would restrict (or in many cases prohibit) the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake 

Taupo. Fishing would be restricted by in some cases an inability to launch watercraft/boats. Furthermore 

the launching of boats on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risk to beach-users 

and does no damage to the shoreline itself. l f there were concerns around the shoreline and its 

preservation, a more practical way of protecting the shoreline of the Lake would be to more actively 

enforce the Sknot speed limits within 200 metres, and to more actively police the minimum and 

maximum lake levels monitored under the various Acts with respect to the Power Companies that are 

regulating the flows of waters leaving the Lake. No doubt compliance and monitoring costs will also rise 

under the current proposal. 

To have to take watercraft (even small craft,) to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them, 

of t he Lake more broadly, notwithstanding the optics of what to many will look like (yet) another 

revenue generating opportunity when it is for all intensive purposes unnecessary 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

I oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures. I would like to see this restriction removed 

from the proposed changes, 

5. Your Signature

Sig2= or 7=:::7•half of submitter

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 
submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taup6 3158 or drop into 

Taup6 Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: Ewen and Jane Fraser 

Organisation (if 
Part owners and residents of 445 S.H.1 Waitetoko applicable): 

Role (if applicable): Owners 

Email: ewenandjanefraser@outlook.com 

Phone: 07-894-5816

Address: 1916 Ngakonui-0ngarue Road Taumarunui 3994 

D I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral lllfJppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves

4. Submission

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

Section 7.2.1. Draft Management Plan for Taupo waters, launching and retrieving motorized boats 

From boat ramps only. 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

Our submission is to retain the right to launch and retrieve our boat into Lake Tau po from the beach 

In front of our bach at Waitetoko. 

We have been using this method of beach launching for 50 years. 

We only use our SUV vehicle or our farm ute to launch and retrieve the boat. 

We do not own a tractor or use ramps of any kind, minimal disturbance to the beach sand soon 

disappears with wind and wave action. 4 other households around us also use this spot to launch 

their boats. 

Every year we buy a Boat Ramp Permit to use other boat ramps around the lake as the need arises, 

Our local ramp is Mission Point boat ramp. Sadly this ramp is unusable a lot of the time as it either 

has a build up of sand which seldom gets cleared or the lake level is too low, not allowing enough 

water launch or retrieve a boat. 

It must be noted that the access into Mission Point boat ramp is a one lane narrow driveway with a 

blind exit onto State Highway 1. During summer busy periods, traffic trying to get in and out of the 

boat ramp can cause real safety issues with the continuous traffic on S.H.1 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

We would like to continue the right that we have had for 50 years of launching from our beach front. 

We would like it noted that both access and the ramp at Mission Point be up graded to be useable 

and made safe. 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

Printed name ot'subm1 er or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

::ff)'\)� �SL� � �I=-�. 

�o l0t �J.oa.o 
Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or drop into 

Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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Taupo-nui-a-Tia Management Board 

DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAU PO WATERS 

SUBMISSION FORM 
Submitter Information 

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

Q I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

1. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

2. Hearing Request

□ Neutral @ppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

□Yes No[!]

3. Submission

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

SM02 Access and use ofTaupo Waters: 

The proposal in the 7.2.1 Descriptor includes the paragraph that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters should only occur using 
boat ramps or from existing private structures" 

Appendix A: Definition of vessel (pg 43) 

Appendix A: note error pp 39/41 regards references to Appendix E/D. 

My submission Is (lndude the reasons for your views) 

I Paragraph 3 in sn 7.2.1 is contrary to: 
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• The SM0S specific management outcome: '1'he people of NZ can access and use Taupo
Waters for non-exclusive and non-commercial recreation and non-commercial research
free of charge."

• Value statement 7.2b: "the people of NZ value ... access and use .... free of charge" 
• Value statement 7.2c: "the ability to participate in, watch, and enjoy a range of

.... recreational activities ....... Taupo waters ... " 
• the SM0S measure of progress: the people of NZ ...... and enjoyment free of charge and 

without undue restriction" 

Restricting vessel access to ramps severely limits access to, and recreational use and enjoyment of 
the lake. Such a limitation would effectively prohibit the free-of-charge use of most types of boats 
frequently used on Lake Taupo. The inconvenience, including fees, location, congestion and poor 
maintenance, of using a ramp would further diminish the enjoyment of the Lake, and severely 
impact on social and cultural values. The non-use of ramps does not adverse impact on cultural, 
environmental, social or landscape values. Conversely, restricting such activities to ramps would 
severely and adversely impact on these values. 

The people of NZ have traditionally launched and retrieved boats from parts of the lakeshore and 
rivers without using a ramp, and with no damage to the shoreline. In addition, these sites add to the 

cultural and social values of an area. The traditional launching site at the mouth of Tauranga-Taupo 
River, for example, adds to the character and sense of community in the adjoining settlements 
without impacting on other Taupo Water users. 

The nearest ramp to the Tauranga-Taupo River is at Oruatua. This beach is very exposed making it 
relatively unsafe for launching/retrieving small/medium sized vessels. Other ramps are further 
away, requiring navigation in open water, posing a safety risk for small craft To prevent launching 
of vessels from the river mouth, therefore, would increase the safety risk, which is contrary to SM04 
of the Management Plan that states, Taupo Waters is as safe recreational environment . 

Definition of vessel (pg 43): 

The exclusion clause ( d) is too restrictive. It only excludes paddle craft and does not take in to 
consideration that many New Zealanders also enjoy sailing on the lake. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, Including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions soueht]: 

Remove 7.2.1. para 3 from the Management Plan and any other references that restrict 
launching/retrieving vessels only from ramps and private structures. 

Redefine the meaning of Vessel in Appendix A. Any exemptions in the Management Plan for non­
commercial recreational vessels should include sail boats and small motor boats as well as paddle 
boats. 

4. Your Signature

: t . I • - I I • t t I I . I • • bmitter: 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Frances Velvin and Chris Velvin 
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1. Submitter Information

Name:
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c',.. G>. t '"'\ -
Organisation (if f10. rf- €) (A) "' -€ ,- G\ r\ .,(
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Role (if applicable):

Email: <jClr- ye;_r c;o.;i� Ol.A.t-/ aok. <2.oo /\ -z__

Phone: 0 ;;__ ( - A O 7 - {I,_ (:, 2. <g 

Address: Lj..?:,/ /.JHI -r-e. RGI. I\ �i' I , ·-1-°' / L 0--ke. 

D I wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport □ Neutral

3. Hearing Request

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

� No □

4. Submission

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

,, 
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My submission Is (lndude the reasons for your views) 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 
of the appllcatlon you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

IP /e. (?,--,,.. r � 

o..-iN aA.,,( ,re__ ;4- ;e,,.;,·, ON\ 

CSV\ t< occ.,.r '-'v-7 /, /2 � 

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

-I ,., �--- --� 
Prio/d name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

(_ � �, f fl-/ l"ot /\ (_....) ra ; � )

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c / - Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or drop into 

Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 
. 

I \;Q C, Q__c) ' ·:· -
---

7 
(.... __ a.....� 

Organisation (if 

�applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 
,/'� 

�·../' 

Email: �.\:;.(/ _ "2_e-� !c!- p c.._r a-�� s ', f· G t-'\

Phone: A- <G 4 'L-7 --2._ ""3- s <"&S <£'. s

Address: G..o 7A("l....-S�,�\...\) -s.< \:\-2.�� {S�;,) 

D I wish to keep my contact details confidential lr'-\...A �LA�� \ o \ \ -

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

D Support 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral []6;;ose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

OYes □ No

4. Submission

The specific parts of the application that this submission relates to are:
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including
the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions
sought]:

5. You/Signature 'I 
SignatuJe of submitter o/4erson authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

I\ 
I I C 

D- /-L� q ,_,e__ -A=� -z�F,<2_ -
Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter

\ I , c:, / '2_ .0

Date

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taup6 3158 or 
drop into Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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1. Submitter In formation

Name: 

Organisation {if 
applicable): 

Role {if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

,__ 

[ig I wish to keep my c.ontact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport □Neutral

3. Hearing Request

e9Jppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing {please tick one).

Oves

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taup6 Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I am grateful, as an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Tau po at Tauranga-Taupo, 0ruatua that the 
people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Taup6 and the lakes, rivers and streams 
that comprise Taup6 Waters, free of charge. I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people of New 
Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupe Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial 
recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only ."paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 
severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. I acknowledge and understand the historical 
and cultural significance of "paddle craft" to Ngati Tuwharetoa. However, such a limitation would, for 
example, prohibit the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake Taupo. Launching boats 

2 
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on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risks to beach-users and does no damage to 

the shoreline itself. Most of the risk rests with users not respecting the 5-knot speed limit within 200 
metres of the shore. 

To have to take watercraft to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly 

relevant in situations where, as is the case atTauranga-Taupo is no boat ramp, and those close (Oruatua 

Road and Waitetoko) are poorly maintained and frequently congested. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, includi,. the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought): 

I ORl?Qse the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de  Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or drop into 

Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Tau po 

3 



1. Submitter Information

Name: Ian Russon 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: russon@xtra.co.nz 

Phone: 029 200 6742 

Address: 9 Fancourt St., Karori, Wellington, 6012 

D I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral (xpppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No [Kj

4. Submission

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

Access and use ofTaupo Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of 

paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters should only occur 

using boat ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I applaud and am grateful, as an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Tau po at Waitetoko, that the 

people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Taupo and the lakes, rivers and 

streams that comprise Taupo Waters, free of charge. I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people 

of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupo Waters for non-exclusive, non­

commercial recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only "paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 

severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. I acknowledge and understand the 

historical and cultural significance of "paddle craft" to Ngati Tuwharetoa. However, such a limitation 

would, for example, prohibit the launch of a sailing dinghy at the shoreline. In being taken to the 
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shoreline over a beach, craft of this dimension poses no material health and safety risks to beach­

users and does no damage to the shoreline itself. To have to take small watercraft to a ramp 

effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly relevant in situations where, as 

is the case at Waitetoko, the ramp is not maintained such that it can be used consistently (by any 

craft). 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

As an alternative I propose that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters 

should not be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures but be permitted at the lake 

shoreline under a new form of licence that permits such activity. A licence would be needed for any 

vessel to be launched in this way and issued annually to the vessel's owner at a fee comparable to 

that of a boat ramp licence. 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or drop into 

Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 

3 



Taup6-nui-a-Tia Management Board 

DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAU PO WATERS 

SUBMISSION FORM 
Submitter Information 

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Ro le (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

1. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

□support

2. Hearing Request

□ Neutral Q3ppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves

3. Submission

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

SM02 Access and use of Tau po Waters: 

The proposal in the 7.2.1 Descriptor includes the paragraph that "with the exception of paddle
craft,the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters should only occur using
boat ramps or from existing private structures" 

Appendix A: Definition of vessel (pg 43) 

Appendix A: note error pp 39/41 regards references to Appendix E/D. 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I Paragraph 3 in sn 7.2.1 is contrary to: 

1 
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• The SM0S specific management outcome: "The people of NZ can access and use Taupo

Waters for non-exclusive and non-commercial recreation and non-commercial research

free of charge."

• Value statement 7.2b: "the people of NZ value ... access and use .... free of charge" 
• Value statement 7.2c: "the ability to participate in, watch, and enjoy a range of

.... recreational activities ....... Tau po waters ... " 
• the SM0S measure of progress: the people of NZ ... ... and enjoyment free of charge and

without undue restriction"

Restricting vessel access to ramps severely limits access to, and recreational use and enjoyment of 

the lake. Such a limitation would effectively prohibit the free-of charge use of most types of boats 

frequently used on Lake Taupo. The inconvenience, including fees, location, congestion and poor 

maintenance, of using a ramp would further diminish the enjoyment of the Lake, and severely 

impact on social and cultural values. The non-use of ramps does not have an adverse impact upon 

cultural, environmental, social or landscape values. Conversely, restricting such activities to ramps 

would severely and adversely impact on these values. 

The people of NZ have traditionally launched and retrieved boats from parts of the lakeshore and 

rivers without using a ramp, and with no damage to the shoreline. In addition, these sites add to the 

cultural and social values of an area. 

The nearest ramps at Kura tau and Omori are over congested now and will be further strained by the 

plethora of yachts, Jet Skis (which should be banned any way), creating a traffic nightmare greater 

than it is now. Other ramps are much further away., requiring navigation in open water, posing a 

safety risk for small craft. To prevent launching of micro vessels from the Kura tau river mouth adds 

risk to children given the volume of traffic movement increase this ludicrous proposal proposes. 

This is therefore a safety risk, which is contrary to SM04 of the Management Plan that states, Taupo 

Waters is as safe recreational environment.. 

Definition of vessel (pg 43): 

The exclusion clause (d) is too restrictive. It only excludes paddle craft and does not take in to 

consideration that many New Zealanders also enjoy sailing on the lake. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

Remove 7.2.1. para 3 from the Management Plan and any other references that restrict 

launching/retrieving vessels only from ramps and private structures. 

Redefine the meaning of Vessel in Appendix A. Any exemptions in the Management Plan for non­

commercial recreational vessels should include sail boats and small motor boats as well as paddle 

boats. 

4. Your Signature

erson authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable); 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

I wish to keep my contact details confidential / 
2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application J/We 

Support Neutral 

3. Hearing Request

Oppose / 

I/We wish to be� in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one). 

Yes ·✓ No 

4. Submission

The� parts of the apptitation tbtttris mbmissiou rdates to are: 

My submission is (indade the reasons foryoar views) 

[Pu..y.� gi;L-IL "1 ,\-\�CIA-� l;;:x)l.U wc..-Ni'\ f IAJ' 4£1/), r,Ov\J l 
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�t"w'O.,,..$ �rSr,1U.1av,J· 
What outcomes would yc>u like to �re.s.s with. your sahmluion? (&iv ·ue detaill, lnduding the 
pares of tbe appticadol! i'fflto laave am.escled and dle Clf'-l"!il aauare of aay eonditloas soughtJ: 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

A..t>-w� _lt,)��C::...,rl"l,._ k--uf-<.v1]-lff'rl'L. (J It,.. � Ni.,.':y�
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.My submission .is (include the reasons for your views) 
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4. 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

Pri1 e name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 
submission to: J de Lange, cl- Department of Conservation, PO Box.528, TallJ'3 3158 or drop into 
Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 

4 



The Department of Internal Affairs 

Te Tari Taiwhenua 

• the ftrSt proposed that any amendments to the Bylaw are unnecessary; and

• the second# the Department understands, misunderstood that the proposal was to
make the entire bay a reserved swimming area.

10. The Department recommends that you approve adding Pukawa Bay to the Byjaw
under Schedute 2 -Reserved areas.

Removing the ski lane in Waihaha Bay 

11. The Department proposed to remove the Waihaha Bay ski lane due to complaints from
the Waihaha Hapu Reservation Trust (the Hapu), which represents the landowners of
Waihaha Bay. The Hapil advised the Department that vessels are using the ski lane
incorrectly by cutting across it, and putting people swimming in the bay at risk of
collision.

12. The Hapil stated that it never agreed to the ski lane's installation, and raised concerns
about noise, rubbish, and dogs roaming on to private land as a result of the ski lanes
use.

There was substantial opposition to the proposal 

13. Twenty-three of the 29 written submissions (79 per cent) on the proposal, and most
hui attendees, opposed the removaf of the ski lane for the following reasons:

• in westerly winds, Waihaha Bay is a safer place to water ski than alternative bays
nearby;

• the ski lane is located at the southern end of Waihaha Bay, which is away from any
housing; and

• there is a campground in Waihaha Bay and the ski Jane Is popular with its campers.

14. The Hapu and the TOwharetoa Maori Trust Board (the Trust Board) each submitted on
behalf of their members in support of the proposal to remove the ski Jane.

15. Several written submissions, and hui attendees, raised concerns that the removal of
the ski lane creates the perception that visitors are not welcome to use the beach. The
Hapu consid that its ownership of land in Waihaha Bay extends to tfie beach and
has erected 'private property' and 1no trespassing' signs along the beach. 1fhe legality
of these signs, and the claim of ownership ofthe beach by the Hapu, were disputed qy
submitters.

The Department recommends that the ski lane In Waihaha Bay is not removed. 

16. The Department considers that the safety concerns raised by the HapO can be
mitigated by using more buoys to mark out the boundaries to the ski lane, and
improving signage. Through the coHateral the Department produces we wilt remind
people to be respectful of other lake users when using ski lanes on the Lake. The
Harbourmaster wm patrol the ski lane during popular times for its use as resources
allow.

17. The Department wm discuss the concerns of the Hapu with the Trust Board in the
context of all eJ<isting Crown structures on the Lake. In 2007, when the Deed that
vested ownership of the lake with Ngati Tuwharetoa was signed, it was agreed that all
existing Crown structures, including navigational aids, could remain on the Lake. There
have been new Crown structures installed on the Lake since 2007 and it is timely for

tN-CONFJDENCE Page3of7 



sent: Friday, 25September-W2010:47 AM 
To: aownproperty@lmz.govt.nz 
Subject:..Queens Chain. 

morning. 
I have been advised by a helpful receptiOnist to direct mv inquiry to your office. 
1 am Interested in the law regarding the ownership of the Jand around the shores of lake Taupo, 
commonly known as the Queen's Chain. 
The Taupo OC were not abJe to give a definitive answer. other than the comment that the Lake is 
there for recreatiOnal use by the citizens of NZ. They also suggested l contact land Information NZ 
for darification. 

I understand that "generally' the land 20m from the shore line, ata datum point 3S7.15m AMSL, is 
recognised as tand for alf citizens_ I.e. the "Queens Chain". This may also mver the-livers entering 
the- lake ��- � "1 t-> f (f. / � S.8-t""'> rw 3 �� � . 
The TDC advised to their�. this is covered by the� Lind Amendment and Maori 
Oatms Ad�nt Act 19T�

There seems to be some cnotroversy over the ownership of land to the water's edge at walhaha 
Beach and Whanganui &eactl, both in the Western Bays are�. This mav also cl1>PIY to other parts 
arpund the lake? 

can you please advise the legal position for NZ citizens, so I am rorrectly informed as to my position 
and that of alt New Zealanders, \Alho wish to share the shores of take Taupo for common 
recrnationat entittement and enjoyment. 

I look forward to your helpful reply. 

,t ._ � 
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PA RI.IAMI NT, ARY 

COC'iSfl OH'ICE 
- ----- -- � 

Tl:To\RI TOHlTTOHL' 

PARBtAT.\ 

New Zealand Legislation 

Maori Land Amendment and Maori Land Claims 

Adjustment Act 1926 

Taupo waters 

14 Bed·ofLmTaupovestedinCt01m 
For the purpose of giving effect to an a�mmt entered into under the provisions of teetion 29 of the Maori Land 
Amendment and Maori Land Claims Adjustment Act 1924, it is hereby enacted as follows: 

(1) Tbebedof the lake known as Lake Taupo, and the bed of the Waikato River extending from LakeTaupoto and
inclusive of the Hoka falls, to� with the right to use� respective waters, an: hereby declarod to be the
property of the Crown, freed and discharged from the Maori customary title (if any) or any other Maori freehold
title thereto:
provided that there shall be reser.ved to the Maoris aJJ islands situate .in the said Jake and not .heretofore specifically
alienated by the Maoris. together with the right of ingress, egress. and regress over the Wafa1 of such lake to any
island:
provided furtbet that the GovenlOl'-OeneraJ may �serve any portion of the bed of the lake or any Crown lands on the
border thereof for the use of Maoris. and may vest the � and control thereof in the Board hereinafter
mentioned or in an.y trustee.

(2) There shall be reserved to the ntcmbtrs of the Tuwbaretoa tribe the right to fish for and catch for their own uso any
fish in the sa.id lake that are indigenous ro the said lake, but no such fish shall be sold excq,t with lhc consent of the
Board hereinafter mentioned. The sale of any such fish without consent shall be deemed to be unlawfuJ, and any
person who commits any sucll o.ffence sball be liable on conviction to a penalty not e�g S pounds.
Subject as herein mcntio� there shall lie reserved to the public a right of way over a stJiB of land oot exceeding_
20 metres in width around the margin of� said lak.e. Should any dispute arise as to the position or location or such
right of way 1be matter shall be referred to the Surveyotl-General, whose decision thereon shall be tina.l:
provided that the Govcmcr-Oeneral may tiom time to time, by Proclamation, exempt any portion thel'eof ftom public
� oc restrict or limit the right of sudl public user in such manner as he may think fit. and thereupon the public right
of user over the portion specified ,shall cease or be limited accordingly.

3A1 For the purposes of subsection (3), the margin of the said lake shall be the 358.378 metre.a contom in terms of 
Taupe> Datum (wbid1 is the same as 351.015 metres in tenm ofMotw'ilci.Dawm). whetber or not that contour is for 
the time being co¥Cffll by the waters of the: said lake, or such otfu:t' ma,gin as may fnnn time to time be defined by 
the: Govcmor-Gc:naal by Proclamation. 

(4) 
(a) The Govomor-Gencral rnay fu,m time to time. by Proclamation, declare the bed of any river or sir�

flowing into the said lake, or such portion of such bed as may be desaibed in the Proclamation, to be Crown
laud, and thereupon the land so proclaimed shall becOIDI: Crown land freed from the customary or other title
of Maori&, and the Crown shall have die right to use and control the waters flowing c,ver such bed.

(b) The Oovemoo-Oenerat may nom time to time, by Proclamation, reserve to holders of special li=wes a right
of way over a strip of land not exceeding 20 metres in width along the banks of the beds of rivers or streams
so vcsttd in the Crown, and such hoJdm shall be deemed io have the right of acces.i accordingly:
provided that the Govemol'-Oenerahnay from time to time, by Proclamation. exempt any deftned portion 
thereof from U9C by the holden of speeial licences, or may restrict or limit the right of user dlereof in such 
manner or to such prnons or class of pecions as he thinks fit, and the right of user QIJ. the portion specified
shall cease ct be limited �Y.

(c) The Crown shall have the exclusiv.e right co let for campiJ>B sites any part of the laud over which a right of
way is so reserved, aod it shall not be Jawfitl for any PffiOO owning an intetest in the land c,vcr which a right
of way is reserved to alienate «deal with the land comprised in such rigbt of way except with the consent
of the GovemoMJeneral in Council:
provided d18t if any person having an estate or interest in such land. or being possessed of any valid rights of
camping or fishing thefeon, is injuriously affected or suffen damage through the exercise of any powers
conferred by this S\lb8eetion he shall be entitled to compcnsati.on for such injury.

( d) Any person claiming compcns.ation as aforesaid (herein called the cblma»t} must, within 3 mmths from
the date of the pubUcation of the Proclamation in respect of w�b the claim arises, make and lodge with the
DirectOl'-Oc:neral of Conservation a claim therefor, giving full particulars of the amount and nature of his
claim, the grounds of such claim, and the name and address of the claimant

1/3 



912912020 Maon 1,.4111d �end Maai1 Land Oeimf �Act 1926 No 64 <•• 05"'91Gt2013). Pul:JlicAd 14� of l,..ake Taup ... 

All claims fur compensation shall be determined by a Commissioner to be appointed ftom time to time by 
(c) theGovcrno!'-Oeneral SuchCommissionershaD have aU1hc powcrsaodjurisdicuon conferred upon

Com:peusation Courts by Part 5 of the Public Wotb Act 1981. and shall be dcc:med to be a Compcmation
Court acoord:ingiy. It :ihall not be necessary that .asses30IS be appointed. but the Court may appoint one or
more assessors to assist it in its deh'berations.

(f) All soms of money found to be due hereunder by the awanf of the Compensation Court shall be pa.id out of
the Consolidated Account to the person entitled without further appioptution tban this Act

(4A) The O� may from time to time, by Proclamation, define any area of land over wb� a right of way 
for tbe time belng exists undet subsection (3) or subsecticn (4Xb), beittg land which on 26 September 1926 was 
Maori customazy land or Maori freehold land Evecy Proclamation under this subsection shall have eflect according 
to its tenor. 

(5) Any Prodamation made uodet this section llhall be conclusive of its own validity. but may mm time to time be
amended, varied, or rcvok.c:d as the Govc:mor-General may think fit.

(6) No per..on owning an estate or intel'CSt in any land over which a right of way i11 granted puMJaJtt to lhiJ seaion shall
be deemed to obstrul;t any such .right ofway bymason only of1he erection offences over «upon it if reasonable
and ready access by gates or othelwise is provided for foot passengers d:ll'O\lgh or aver 8\11.h f�
provided that no fellce or building shall be erected UPQIJ any place Jet ot laid out by the Oown as a camping site
without the coosent of the Minister of Conservation.

(1) The Crown may expend such sums as may from time to time be apprOJ)liatod by Parliamfflt for the purp01e in
provimng and laying out sites for camping grounds for anglers, and in the erection thereon of necessary buildmgs
fQ!' their accommodation, and in oth� providing for their convenience. Such sites may be Jaid out upon the
rights of way granted or proclaimed under this section, or upon Crown land. or upon any other land acquired for the
purpose.

(8) For the purpose ofreguJating fishing.and Olber use of the waters in this section refened to, the GovemOl'-General
ma.y, by Order in Council, define a district (herein called the said dlslrkt) in which the provisions of this section
shall apply.

(9) The operation of the Fisheries Act 1908, so far as it applies to the said disirie.t. sbaJl be modified es follows:
( a) paragraph ( e} of section 8 8 and section 90 of tbe said Act shall have no f«ce within SllCh district:
(b) no licence issued by <r on behalf of any acclimatisation society, and no licence issued undet the iegulatioos

regarding trout fishing in the Ratorua Acclimatisation t>istric.t, shall have any force or c.ffcct within the
distnctde6ned under this section:

(c) such members of the Tuwiian:toa Thoe as are n0111Ulatcd by the Boanf � refem:d to shall be
entitled to have .issued to them, nee of clwge. licences to fish for impmted fish in aecordance with.the
regulations:
provided that not more than 200 such licences shall be iscued in any one year without the coasent of the
Govemor--<leneral in Council:

( d ) the GovemOJ'-Gclleral may, by Order in Council. make special tegulatims as to any IJJ8ttCs' or thing relating
to or that is in any maonc:r deemed� for the due administllltion of this section. Sections 98 and 99
of the Fisheries Act 1908 shall apply to such regulations as fully and cfroctually as if they were regulations
made under that Act. The power to mab regulations shall include the power. in so far as there may not be
provision for doing so under the HarboUtS Act 1950 to license boats and vewels plying for hire over or upon
the waters �in referred to, with power to impose such ooadition&as may bo � necessary or prudent
for the safety and C<llVeniencc ofpassen� to prescribe fees therefor, to declare the grou!Jds upon which a
licence may be revoked or suq,codtd, and to resttain any J)CtSOn m>m plying fur hire with Ullliccnsed boats
or vessels. It shall aJso include the power to prescribe the fees to be paid for fishing licences and camping
sites within such district. The said fees need not be umrorm. but may diffacntiate betwem such classes of
pel'S(lnS as arc defined by the regulations. and any class or cla.s8eS may ioclude divisions of age.. or of
residence ornoo� within sateb district, or by refafflce to fisbi:smefl from O\'erse.t!S aod those
permanently tt.'Jident within the Dominion of New 2'aland, or in any other manner that the Govemor:­

General in Council may see tit. Such liceGce fees may be made payable in te9f'CCt of a whole seuon or any
lesser part� and a lice.nee may limit the rights of the holder thueof to be ext!teised omy. within lhe
said district or at some pazticuiar pu or locality within the .said diierict:

(e) where there is a conflict in any respect between the gen.cml tegn)ations under the Fisheries Act 1908 and the
special regulations made in � with the provisiom of this section, the provisions of the special
r�gnlatioos shall prevail within the said district.

(10) W
i
th the ex.cepdoo of the provisions of 1illbsection (9), none of the provisioos of this sectiM shall aflect the rights

of any owner of Ocneral Jand within � said district at the date oftbe passing of this Act. but any person hcrea&t
acquiring any Maori land within the said discrict shall be dcemc,d to � it subject to the rights reserved to the
Crown by thi& section, aad it shall be SQ subject.

( 11) NotWithstaoding anything in tbiG scdioo. the Minister of Coo.scrvati<,,n may with: the� of th¢ Tuwbatetoa
Maori 'Iiust 8Q8Jd, by notiCIC in the Ga+ette.-

(a) fix the forms and classes of fishing licences:
(b} fix the scope and effect of fishing licences or my specified class of fishing licences:
(c) fix the &es payable for any fisbittglicence.

( 12) A notice made under subsection ( t I) is a legislative instrument and a msallowable instrument for the puq,oses of
the Legislation Act 2012 and must be presented to the House ofRqrescntatives under section 41 of that Act.
Scetian 14(2): amcncb.t,on l July 2013, by section 413 oflbcCrisnina!Pzoccduxe Ai:t20Il (2011 No81).
$«:tion. 14(.2): llllel'ldcd, Ot> 23 0'10� 198), by sec1ion JO oftbe Maori Purpoeet Act 1981 (19111 No 112).
Smioa 14(3): � on 1! NOYcmbet 1974, by section 11 (J)(a) of tM Maori � Act 1974 (1974 No 144 ).
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Section t4(3A): inserted. on 8 November 1914, by section JI(l) of the Maori l'w:pc,ses Act 1974 (1974 No 144}. 
Section 14(4}(b): amended. on 8 November 1914, by section 11(3)(b) of the Maori l'ol]!O$C$ Act 1974 (1974 No 144). 
Section 14(4)(c}: a.rrumded, on 12 October 1946, by section 8(1) of the Maori Purposes Act 1946 (1946 No 37). 
Section 14(4)(d): amended, on 8 November 1974, by section 65(1) of the ConSCl'VlltiOII Act 1987 (1987 No 65). 
Section 14(4)(c): amended, on l February 1982, pursmurtto scction248(l)ofthe Public Works Act 1981 (1981 No 35). 
�on 14(4){f): amended. on l April 1978, }1Uff!Uallt to seetioo 114(6) of the Public ·finanec, Ae 1977 (1977 No 65). 
Section 14{4A): lttserl$d, M 8 November. 1974, by section 11(2) ofth.$ Maori PutpOSeS Act 1974 (1974 No J44). 
Section 14(6): � en 8 November 1974, by section 65(1) of the� Aa 1987 ( 1987 No 65}. 

Section 14(9){¢); �. � lOApril.2003, by section 31;1ftbc Mll()fj Laud Adj� aud M11ori I.Md �im.$ Adj� �t Act 
2003 (2003 No IS). 
Section 14(9)(d): amended, OIi. i September 1978, by SCC1ion 86 of the Human Rights CommissiD!J Act 1977 (1977 No49). 

�on l4{9)(�): � <:>ll 1$ Octl;lbt;r 1950, Plll'$Uimtto �tir;,n 269(1) oftbe lhutioui-$ Act l9SO(l9S() NQ �). 
Sectim 14(!1)): � °" I Sept� 1918, pvmllffltto section 16(2) ofth� Maori� Act 1915 0915 No US). 
� 140l ): inserted, oo 2 September I 996, by sectioo 2 of the  Maori Land .Amendment aod.Maori I.and Claims Adjv!!llnent Amtmdmcnt /\ct 
1996 (1996 No 152). 
secttoo 14(12): replac£ld, on 5 Augui,1 201.3, by section 77(3) oftl\e �lationMt2012 (2-0t2 No 119). 

www.legislatlon,govt,nz/ad.lpublic/1926/0064/latest/0LM5389702.html 3/3 



10. Activities Requiring Approval from Other Statutory Authorities

Ver220720 

The Taupo Nui-a-Tia Management Board recognises activities and structures will also require approvals from 

other statutory authorities. The responsibility falls on the applicant to ensure an application has obtained 

any relevant resource consent, concession/license, or statutory approval from any other authority. 

For the avoidance of doubt, a final decision by the Taupo-Nui a Tia Management Board does not absolve an 

applicant from obtaining any required statutory approval from any other authority. 

11. ___..Application Process

In preparing applications for consideration by the Taupo-Nui-a-Tia Management Board, applicants must 

include the following matters: 

• Comprehensive description of the proposed activity for which approval is sought and the site that is

subject to the application.

• Location plan of the site subject to application drawn to scale on a standard international paper

sizee. The plan shall identify the site in relation to Taupe Waters and detail the following information

where relevant to the application:

• north point, scale, plan title, application name, date of·drawing (being no more than 12-

months old);

• site boundaries including boundaries of adjacent cadastral parcels;

• distances to  site boundaries of all existing and proposed Crown, public good and private

structures including their size, current and proposed use (whether public good or not);

• general topographic features of the site including contours and spot heights (where

applicable);

• location of public accessways, public roads, footpaths, formal tracks, adjacent to the site

including legal boundaries {where applicable};

• location of areas of indigenous vegetation (where applicable);

• location of reserves, esplanade reserves and/or strips and access strips (where applicable);

• location of any dosed areas.or access restrictions set out in Appendix C of the Management

Plan, the Lake Taupo Navigational Safety Bylaw 2017, oJ any other relevant legislation (where

applicable);

• location of archaeological/heritage sites (where applicable); and

• location of known hazards, relevant designations or notations (where applicable).

43 Standard International paper size means Al, A2, A3 or A4 
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Appendix C - Schedule of closed areas and access restrictions 

Ref Name Restriction Duration 

1 Motutaiko Island No person may manoeuvre or moor any vessel or paddle craft within Sm of Permanent 

Motutaiko Island. 

No person may access any part of Motutaiko Island. 

2 Mine Bay cat:Vings No person may manoeuvre or moor any vessel within Sm of the Mine Bay Permanent 
carvings. 

3 Waitetoko Point No person may manoeuvre or moor any vessel within 5m of Waitetoko Permanent 

Point other than the Mission Point jetty {refer #13 -Appendix D]. 

No person may launch or retrieve any vessel from any place on Waitetolco 

Point other than the Mission Point boat ramp [refer# 32 -Appendix DJ. 

4 Waihi marae and No person may manoeuvre or moor any vessel or paddle craft within Sm of Permanent 

Waihi beach shoreline the shoreline located in front of the Waihi marae and including Waihi beach. 

No person may launch or retrieve any vessel or water craft from the 
shoreline located in front of the Waihi marae and including Waihl beach 

s WaihahaBay o person may manoeuvre or moor any vesS@l or paddle craft within Sm of Permanent 

the shoreline located in front of the Waihaha marae. 

No person may launch or retrieve any vessel from the shoreline located in 

front of the Waihaha marae. 

6 Motutere Point No person may manoeuvre or moor any vessel within 5m of Motutere Point Permanent 
other than the Motutere Bay jetty [refer #12 -Appendix DJ. 

No person may launch or retrieve any vessel from any place on Motutere 

Point other than the Motutere Bay boat ramp [refer# 31 -Appendix DJ. 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

N/A 

N/A 

D I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

□ Neutral 0Jppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No [R)

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupo Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau po Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

The 2007 Deed preserves the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taup6 
Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial recreational use and enjoyment , and non-commercial 
research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only "paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 
severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake, such a limitation would, for example, prohibit 
the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake Tau po. 

Launching boats on the shoreline, especially into the mouth of the Tauranga Taupo river, does not pose a 
material health and safety risks to river users and does no damage to the shoreline itself. I am of the 
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opinion that the larger risk rests with users not respecting the 5 knot speed limit within 200 metres of 

the shore, something the r iver bar assists with. 

To ha'(e to take watercraft to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly 

relevant in situations where, as is the case at Tauranga-Taupo is no boat ramp, and those close {Oruatua 

Road and Waitetoko) are frequently congested (for Oruatua - especially between swimmers and boats) 

and susceptible to strong westerly conditions. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

I oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures 

5. Your Signature

Printed name of submitter or person aut 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Dep artment of Conservation, PO Box 528, Tau po 3158 or drop into 

Taupo Off ice, 37 Motutaiko Street, Tau po 
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Submissions on the Draft Management Plan for 
Taupō Waters 

1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission

SMO2, 7.2.1 Para 3, “With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving 

from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing private structures. 

x

x

x

x

x

x
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Clause SMO2, 7.2.1 Para 3, “With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and 

retrieving from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing private structures” 

should be deleted from the plan. It conflicts with Clause 7.2 SMO2 b.  

5. Your Signature

Juliet J Pearce 

Thursday October 1st 2020 

mailto:jdelange@doc.govt.nz


Draft Management Plan for Taupo Waters 

Submitter Information 

Name: Laura Crowther 

Tourism Lake Tau po 

Role: Secretary 

Email: laura@tourismadventuregroup.com 

Ph:0211162354 

Address: PO Box 837, Taupo, 3330 

Statement of Opposition 

Hearing request: Yes I wish to be heard 

4. Submission

The parts this relates to are: 

1. The Declaratory Judgement sought as the interpretation of the 2007 Deed between

Tuwharetoa and Her Majesty the Queen has not been released as at the time of writing this

submission.

We bring your attention to the submissions sought by the Taupo Waters Collective, which TLT

support, and that the outcomes of the Judgement may affect the Draft Management Plan.

2. Page 4. (b)

3. Page 9. First sentence change

4. Page 9. 4.2 para 2. wording change

5. Page 11 para 2 additional wording

6. Page 14. 7.1.2 additional wording

7. Page 15. Bullet point 2.

8. Page 24. 7.6.2 additional wording

9. Page 28. 7.8.2 - additional wording

10. Page 32. 9 additional wording

11. Page 33 Application process

12. Page 34, 11.3 bullet point 3

13. Page 37 para 2 change to wording

14. Page 37 para 3. Additional wording

15. Page 38. Additional paragraph (d)

16. Page 43 Change to wording paragraph 3

17. Page 52 appendix F. Changes to wording

18. Page 54 wording change
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Outcomes sought 

1. The Draft management plan will need to be redrafted and resubmitted for public

submissions to reflect the outcome(s) of the Declaratory Judgement ..

2. Clause 1.7.2 of the 2007 Deed says:

Taupo Waters shall be managed as if it were a reserve for recreational purposes under S17 of

the Reserves Act 1977 in partnership between the Crown and the TMTB through a

management board known as the Tau po Nui a Tia Management Board (TNTMB).

Outcome sought:

Page 4: Change the wording in (b) recognises the right of the TMTB, after recommendation

from the TNTMB and the Crown (in partnership), grant rights of occupation or use for

commercial and private structures and other activities within or on Tau po Waters as per

2.5.1 of the Deed ; also add:

Such legislative enactments as apply to Tau po Waters - 2.2.2(b)

3. Page 9. First bullet point: amend footnote 19 to read:

Including and in accordance with Part 3, the financial provisions in Part 4 and the First

Schedule.

4. Page 9: 4.2 Para 2. Amend to read: As the sole trustee of the Taupo Waters Trust the TMTB,

with the approval of the partner to the Deed the Crown and the TNTMB, has the right to

grant rights of occupation and use and charge for the same provided that such rights for

occupation and use do not conflict with:

• Any enactment affecting navigation or safety over Tau po Waters

• Other provisions of the 2007 Deed,

• The provisions of this management plan

5. Page 11 para 2, line 4: After boating facilities add: comma, is the recognised authority for

granting permits to occupy berths, ramps and moorings for access and use of the lake and

has the sole authority to charge for the like.

6. Page 14. 7.1.2 Additional wording: The TMTB (in its capacity as trustee of the Tau po Waters)

and in conjunction with its partner the Crown will: Recognises partnership with the Crown.

7. Page 15. Bullet point 2. Customary applications for mahinga kai, where no payment is

required for a fishing licence, shall be restricted to Tau po Waters and shall be restricted to

the daily limit currently imposed by the Department of Conservation.

8. Page 24. 7.6.2 Additional wording: Bullet point 1- add after 2.5.1 and 2.5.5 of the 2007

Deed. Charges for the payment of consents shall be restricted to nominal amounts where a

permit register exists and is updated by a Governmental agency. E.g. Department of Internal

Affairs or Department of Conservation.

9. Page 28. 7.8.2- same as for point 7 above

10. Page 32. 9 additional and change in wording .... the TMTB in partnership with the Crown and 

the TNTMB has the right under the 2007 Deed to grant rights of occupation and use ... ; and 

Bullet point one: any enactment affecting navigation or safety or administration by an 

authorised Government department over Tau po Waters; additionally 

Commercial activities (including commercial research) but excluding those activities 

contained in clauses 2.5.1 and 2.5.5 of the 2007 Deed. 



11. Page 33, 11 Application process. Streamline of consents for existing Commercial activities

and structures.

It is considered that the current Commercial operators and their successors on Lake Taupo,

being a structure or a permitted activity, operating prior to this Draft Management plan, shall

be granted access and the right to continue their operations on the lake.

These operators shall provide the required approvals, permits, permissions or consents from

the relevant Government Department and or Local Body consents as recorded in the 2007

Deed. Such operators shall require a consent from the TNTMB to operate and such consents

shall not be arbitrarily withheld.

Note: Existing Structures (which use the lake bed) shall be required to enter into a lease or

licence on terms consistent with the gifting of the lake bed under the Reserves Act 1977:

For the sake of clarity current operators operating prior to the Draft Management plan

include (but not limited to) the following activities and structures

(a) Chris Jolly Outdoors;
(b) Fish Her;
(c) Fish Taupo;
(d) Pinnacle Charters (previously K2 Charters);
(e) Kiwi Charters;
(f) Tau po Troutcatcher Limited (Lakefun Tau po);
(g) Sail Barbary;
(h) Sail Fearless;
(i) Taupo Boating & Fishing Charters (Solomar);
0) Hole in One Limited;
(k) Taupo Lake Adventures Limited;
(I) White Striker Charter;
(m) Taupo Kayaking Adventures;
(n) Tongariro River Rafting;
(o) Ernest Kemp Cruises (previously Simon Dickie Adventures);
(p) Taupo Bungy;
(q) Taupo's Floatplane;
(r) Big Sky Parasail Limited;
(s) Huka Cruise;
(t) Canoe and Kayak Taupo;
(u) Soremi;
(v) Waimarie;
(w) Whiskery Mikes Turangi; and
(x) Fish on a Fly.

12. Page 34, 11.3 bullet point 3. This clause assumes the TMTB makes decisions without the

approval of the TNTMB and should be deleted as it overrides the input and impartiality of

the Crowns representatives as guaranteed under the makeup of the TNTMB under the 2007

Deed.

13. Page 37 para 2 change to wording. The draft plan is attempting to opt out of the ratification

provisions contained under the 2007 Deed. To ensure consistency with the 2007 Deed the

following wording should be introduced: second sentence: The TNTMB shall send the

proposed Management Plan, together with supporting submissions, to the Minister of

Conservation for ratification under S41(6)(e) of the Reserves Act 1977.



14. Page 37 para 3. Additional wording. Outcome: Must follow Reserves Act procedures for the

Management Plan as an Administering body under S41. Wording: Notwithstanding the

above the Administering body shall follow the procedures for Management plans in S41 of

the Reserves Act 1977.

15. Page 38. Additional paragraph (d.) Outcome sought. To properly reflect the status of the

gifting of the lake bed under the 2007 Deed section 1.6. Additional wording: For the sake of

clarity "Taupo Waters" does not include the water over that land.

16. Page 43 Change to wording paragraph 3. Outcome sought: to properly reflect the partnership

between the Crown and the Taupo Waters Trust/TMTB suggested wording: The primary

responsibility of the Taupo Waters Trust is to administer the three blocks listed above as a

Recreation Reserve under the partnership agreement with the Crown as stated in the 2007

Deed. The Taupo Waters trust in conjunction with the Crown accepts recommendations from

the TNTMB as to the granting of occupation and use rights for (i) commercial activities and

events; (ii) new private and Crown structures; and (iii) the extension of existing private and

Crown structures but excluding those private commercial activities and structures existing

before the Management Plan became operative

17. Page 52 appendix F. Changes to wording. Outcome sought. Delete para 4. TMTB in

conjunction with the Crown administers the land and accepts recommendations from the

TNTMB.

18. Page 54 wording change. Outcome sought: To properly reflect the administering body. Delete

TMTB and change to TNTMB

Signature of submitter 

Printed name of submitter 

LAURA CROWTHER - Secretary - Tourism Lake Taupo 

Date: 30th September 2020 



• 

• 

Nam,e: 
• 

.. Q,rganisa,tion (if 

app·Jicable}: 
- --

- -- - C __ _,, ________ - - - --------------- - --- ---------- -- ---- -------
-

·--- -- -- ---- --

� 

' Role (if applicabl,e_): 
1------------------ ---- ---"--------------- ------------------------· -------- --------- _____ cc_ ______ --------------, 

Email: 

, Phone: 

Ad,dress-: 

, - ·. 11 wish to, keep my contact details co-nfiden,tial 

2. Statement of Sup.port Opposition

For this application I/We

Support Neutral 

3. Hearing Request

• 

Oppose 

I/We wish to be -heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one). 

Yes No 

4. Submission

The specific pa,rts of the appl,icatio,n that this s1ubmission ,relates to are: 

· Access and use of Tau,p6 Waters u1nder SM0·2 in which it is suggested that ''with the exception of paddle 
· craft, the la·unching of vessels o:nto, and retrieving from, Tau,po Waters should only occur using bo,at

ramps or from existing private structures�'' 

My submission is (includ!e the reasons for your views)

-

1- ,I respectfully acknowledge the cultural significance of Ngati TCJwharetoa's 'paddle craft'. 1 do believe
though, that limiting only paddle craft to be launched from the shores into the 1-ake would severely limit
recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. This would prohibit most classes of frequently used boats

', on Lake Taupe. There is no safety risk to beach ... users by launching boats an the shoreline and no
damage to the shoreline itself. 

Our 1bach is in Tauranga-Taupo so we would have to drive a distance to a boat ramp each time we
wanted to put our boat in the water, this also includes wind surfers. 1 love that we have been able to
enjoy the access to and use of Lake Taupe including the rivers and streams free of charge.

• 

2 
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• 

- -. - -. . 
� -

. 
-

Th·e ·2007 Deed preserves the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupe 
, Waters fo,r n,on-exclusiv ,e, non-c,o,mmercia:I recreational use and enjoyment, and non-commercial 

research pur:poses free o·f charge. 
. . .  

. . 

What outcomes W•Ould you 11:ke t·o address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wis·h to have amended and the general nat·ure of any conditi,ons sought): 
- - ·  - - - - - - - -- -- - - � - - -- --- - - - - -

- - - - . - -- � - - --

I oppos� the proposed ,rule c,hange that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Tau,po Waters

be restricted to boat 1ramps and existing private structures 
• 

• 

5. Your Signature
I 

• 

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of su,bmitter: 

• 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

• 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jgelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also ma.it your

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or drop into 

Taup6 Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 

• 

. 3  



Submission by Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board regarding the Draft Management Plan for Taupō
Waters by the Taupō-nui-ā-Tia Management Board.

INTRODUCTION

Ko Tongariro te Maunga Ko Taupō te Moana Ko Tūwharetoa te Iwi Ko te Heuheu te Tangata.

1. This submission is made by the Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board (the Trust Board) to the Taupō-
nui-ā-Tia Management Board regarding the Draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters (the plan).

2. The Trust Board was established pursuant to the Māori Land Amendment Act 1924 and Māori
Land Claims Adjustment Act 1926. The Trust Board later became a Māori Trust Board under the
Māori Trust Boards Act 1955.

3. By Deeds with the Crown dated 28 August 1992 and 10 September 2007 the Trust Board is the
legal owner of Taupō Waters.  The term Taupō Waters refer to property including the bed, water
column and air space of Lake Taupō and the Waihora, Waihaha, Whanganui, Whareroa, Kuratau,
Poutu, Waimarino, Tauranga-Taupō, Tongariro, Waipehi, Waiotaka, Hinemaiaia and Waitahanui
Rivers and the Waikato River, from the outlet of Lake Taupō to a place known as Te Toka a Tia,
downstream and inclusive of the Huka Falls.

4. The Trust Board is also a party to the Waikato River Deed with the Crown dated 31 May 2010 (the
Waikato River Deed). The Waikato River Deed was given legal effect through the Ngāti
Tūwharetoa, Raukawa, and Te Arawa River Iwi Waikato River Act 2010 (the Upper Waikato River
Act).  The Waikato River Deed provides that the Crown and the Trust Board agreed to enter into
the Waikato River Deed in recognition of “the interests of Ngāti Tūwharetoa in the Waikato River
and its catchment and in Taupō Waters and to provide for the participation of Ngāti Tūwharetoa
in the co-governance and co-management arrangements in respect of the Waikato River”.

5. The Trust Board’s relationship to Taupō Waters is unique; it holds legal title as trustee and acts as
kaitiaki for Taupō Waters. These fiduciary responsibilities over Taupō Waters to present and
future generations underpin all the activities and aspirations of the Trust Board.

6. The Trust Board is also:
a) Party to an existing Joint Management Agreement with the Taupō District Council, and a Joint

Management Agreement with the Waikato Regional Council.
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b) The Iwi authority for Ngāti Tūwharetoa for the purposes of the Resource Management Act
1991.

c) A party in conjunction with Department of Conservation to the Taupō-nui-a-Tia Management
Board.

d) This submission pertains to all aspects of the application as detailed below.

7. Please direct all communications in relation to this submission to Maria Nepia, Natural Resources
Manager at (maria@tuwharetoa.co.nz, 021 309 505).

WAI MĀORI

8. Ngāti Tūwharetoa are linked by whakapapa to their lands and their taonga.  This connection
establishes their mana whenua, kaitiakitanga and rangatiratanga, including their right to establish
and maintain a meaningful and sustainable relationship between hapū, whanau and their taonga.

9. The Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board has an inherent obligation to ensure that the mauri, and the
physical and spiritual health of their environment, specifically Taupō Waters and the Waikato
River, is maintained, protected, and enhanced.

10. Expressions of our intrinsic connection to Nga wai o Tūwharetoa have been well documented
through our iwi planning documents, Joint Management Agreements with Taupō District Council
and the Waikato Regional Council, as well as reflected at a national level through legislation such
as the National Policy Statement for Freshwater – Te Mana o te Wai.   The Trust Board will continue
to express our position through the participation in numerous planning and policy processes.

11. Te Mana o te Wai which requires responsible and sustainable use of the water resource in the
district and is considered a valuable and pertinent overarching principle to include here to ensure
that the first right of water goes to water and that any ‘human’ use of water is considered
secondary to the water itself.

DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAUPŌ WATERS

12. The Trust Board understands that the purpose of the Draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters is
to provide the freedom of entry to and access upon Taupō Waters for non-exclusive, non-
commercial recreation, while not diminishing the mauri, mana, intrinsic and environmental value
of Taupō Waters.

13. The Trust Board submits that we are in general support of the plan noting the specific points below
and required amendments outlined in this submission.

14. The Trust Board acknowledges the plan provides adequate background and acknowledgement of
the relationship of Ngāti Tūwharetoa and Taupō Waters and the unique responsibility that the iwi
holds, through the Trust Board, as owner and kaitiaki within section 3.1 and section 3.2.

15. The Trust Board acknowledges that the plan provides adequate context of its origin, jurisdiction
and the legislative framework that contributes to the management of Taupō Waters.

1 See http://www.tkm.govt.nz/iwi/ngati-tuwharetoa/



16. More importantly, the plan clearly outlines in section 4.1 and section 4.2 the relationship and
agreement between her Majesty the Queen and the Trust Board as set out in the 2007 Deed as
well as the specific responsibility the Trust Board has with Taupō Waters. This provides a clear
understanding to those engaging in the document the rights and powers of the Taupō-nui-a-Tia
Management Board (TNATMB) and those of the Trust Board in relation to Taupō Waters.

17. The Trust Board further acknowledges and supports the clarity provided in section 4.2 specifically
regarding commercial operators and their responsibility to obtain consent from the Trust Board.
This clarity is also acknowledged and provided in SMO5 7.5.2 in relation to structures and SMO6
7.6.2 in relation to occupation of commercial activities. This has been a long-standing issue and
this correct acknowledgement within the plan is greatly supported by the Trust Board.

18. The plan clearly outlines Ngāti Tūwharetoa values and provides for them in the plan. The Trust
Board would like to highlight SMO1 as a significant section that outlines such values and are
supported by sufficient implementation tools outlined in section 7.1.2.

19. To add, the Trust Board supports the closure and access restrictions in the specific areas outlined
in Appendix C of the plan. These are areas of significance and hold cultural/spiritual values
especially for the communities that occupy the area. Such restrictions provide a level of protection
necessary to safeguard the wellbeing of these areas.

20. The Trust Board would like to acknowledge that the Assessment Criteria outlined in Appendix F is
a sufficient guide. However, we would like to highlight that the criteria are just a guide and that
this is not an exhausted list of matters which TNATMB and specifically the Trust Board is bound
to. The Trust Board would like to highlight specifically point (t) as a specified consideration for the
Trust Board, although we support this point, we would like to note that we are not limited to this
consideration and will deem other considerations as and when necessary.

AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAUPŌ WATERS

21. Trust Board supports the plan and its intent, however after review we have identified and request
the following amendments to be made;

22. The maps included in the plan which outline Taupō Waters have shown to have some inaccuracies.
As an example, Lake Kuratau is excluded from the 2007 Deed however it has been partly included
into Te Hokinga mai o te papa o ngā awa ki te Poari hei Kaitiaki o ngā hapū o Ngāti Tūwharetoa
Block. Without undertaking a detailed analysis, we assume that there may be other
inconsistencies throughout the map. We recommend that the Taupō Waters maps within the plan
are to be reviewed and amended to capture the accurate boundaries.

23. Under SMO4 in section 7.4.2 and within the application process in section 11.1 the plan refers to
the Lake Taupō Navigational Safety Bylaw 2017. This bylaw has since been updated to the Lake
Taupō Navigational Safety Bylaw 2020 which includes the removal of a ski lane in Waihaha and
the addition of a swimming area in Pukawa. Our recommended amendment is to replace all
references to the Lake Taupō Navigational Safety Bylaw 2017 to reference the Lake Taupō
Navigational Safety Bylaw 2020 and subsequently update the list of existing Crown structures for
public good purposes outlined in Appendix E to reflect the current structures present in the lake



(as an example, due to the removal of the Waihaha ski lane the associated ski lane buoys noted in
Appendix E will be removed).

24. Trust Board generally supports the details of SMO8 but would like to add further reference to the
taonga species kōura, koaro, kākahi and smelt. These species are significant taonga and mahinga
kai species of Ngāti Tūwharetoa and we believe that they can be better represented in the plan.

25. Furthermore, the collection of mahinga kai is not limited to requiring a customary permit and/or
a trout fishing license. Broader enablement is provided within the Taupō Fishing Regulations 2004,
in particular the areas that give effect to section 14(2) of the Maori Land Amendment and Maori
Land Claims Adjustment Act 1926. Therefore, our preferred amendments to SMO8 are as follows;

7.8. SMO8

Value statements

a) The people of Ngāti Tūwharetoa value trout in Taupō Waters as a taonga species.
b) The people of Ngāti Tūwharetoa value indigenous mahinga kai species in Taupō Waters

and the ability to harvest them.
c) The people of New Zealand value the Lake Taupō sports fishery and the ability to fish for,

and catch, legal sized trout.
d) The Lake Taupō Sports Fishery is of significant social, cultural and economic benefit to the

Taupō District community.

7.8.1. Descriptor

The Lake Taupō supports a range of mahinga kai species as well as a sports fishery which has a
reputation as one of the world’s premier wild trout fisheries and provides a unique recreation
experience for the people of New Zealand. Trout were introduced into Lake Taupō more than 100-
years ago and are highly prized by anglers.

Alongside kōura, koaro, smelt and kākahi, trout are viewed as a taonga species by Ngāti
Tūwharetoa as a source of mahinga kai.

The Lake Taupō sports fishery is managed as a wild fishery with minimum management
interference by the Department of Conservation in partnership with Ngāti Tūwharetoa. The
Department of Conservation operates a licensing regime to manage access to the fishery. There is
also an advisory body, the Taupō Fishery Advisory Committee, set up under the Taupō Fishery
Regulations to advise the Department of Conservation of angler interests in formal management
processes. Fish that are indigenous to Lake Taupō are also managed under the Taupō Fishery
Regulations 2004.

The Lake Taupō sport fishery accounts for approximately 40% of New Zealand’s total freshwater
sport fishing and is a significant contributor to the economy of the Taupō District. A review of the
Lake Taupō sports fishery in 2013 recommended maximising the value the fishery can deliver to
the people of New Zealand.



26. We support that the plan supports the implementation of rāhui as outlined in SMO2 Access and
use of Taupō Waters in section 7.2.2. We would like to highlight that the implementation of rāhui
is determined by manawhenua and acknowledge that this section of the plan is there for TNATMB
to support that. Minor additions are recommended below to support the recognition of rāhui in
section 7.2;

27. The plan provides a clear outline in Part Three of the activities that require approval from
TNATMB, the Trust Board and other statutory authorities. However, in section 8 and 9 a reference
is made to a paragraph within the plan where it should be referring to a section, see suggested
amendments below;

7.8.3. Measuring progress

The people of Ngāti Tūwharetoa can harvest kai (including taonga species such as trout) from the
lakes, rivers and streams that comprise Taupō Waters subject to conditions of the Taupō Fishery
Regulations 2004 which may include customary permits and trout fishing licensing requirements.

Anglers holding current Taupō District fishing licenses can catch legal sized trout from the lakes,
rivers and streams that comprise Taupō Waters.

The value derived from people fishing for, and catching, trout from the lakes, rivers and streams
that comprise Taupō Waters is high.

8. Activities Requiring Approval from Taupō-Nui-ā-Tia Management Board

… Refer also to paragraph section 4.1 of the Management Plan

7.2. SMO2

Specific management outcome

The people of New Zealand can access and use Taupō Waters for non-exclusive and non-
commercial recreation and non-commercial research free of charge in the long-term without
diminishing the general well-being of Taupō Waters.

7.2.3. Measuring progress

The people of New Zealand can access Taupō Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial
recreational use and enjoyment free of charge and without undue restriction.

The general well-being of Taupō Waters is not diminished by the access and use of Taupō Waters.

Non-commercial research is undertaken in, on, or under, Taupō Waters.



SUMMARY

28. Subject to the amendments outlined in this submission, the Trust Board’s position is in support of
the Draft Management Plan for Taupō Waters.

29. The Trust Board would like to see the amendments outlined in this submission applied to the plan.

30. We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing.

Nāku iti nei, nā

Maria Nepia
Natural Resources Manager
Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board

9. Activities Requiring Approval from Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board

… Refer also to paragraph section 4.2 of the Management Plan
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SUBMISSIONS ON THE DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR 
TAUPŌ WATERS 

1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission

 The provisions of clauses 7.2.1 Descriptor and 7.2.2 Implementation Tools on page 16 of the 

proposed Management Plan. 

a). The original purpose of this proposed management plan (the Plan) was to ensure freedom of 

entry and access to Taupo Waters, as defined.  However, on that part of the Plan headed “Access and 

use of Taupo Waters” on page 16 under “7.2.1 Descriptor” there is a sentence which reads: 

x

x





x

X
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“With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo 

Waters should only occur using boat ramps of from existing private structures.” 

This sentence is not only inaccurate as to the current position, but is objectionable as it indicates a 

possible intention for the proposed Board, when established, to attempt to impose a significant 

restriction on the public and residents relating to the launching and retrieval of vessels onto and 

from what is described as “Taupo Waters”. 

In the past residents and the public have been able to launch and retrieve vessels onto and from 

Taupo Waters, with and without the assistance of vehicles.  This long established right must be 

preserved. 

b). The 7.2.1 Descriptor is also inconsistent with the clause 7.2.2, “Implementation Tools”, which 

provides for the proposed Board to decide on applications for non-commercial recreational 

activities and to restrict public access to those parts of Lake Taupo which are culturally and 

spiritually significant to the local tribe, as described in the Plan.  This submitter has no objection to 

the proposed Board being given those specific powers but they should be expressly limited to those 

powers and there should not be any additional general powers granted in favour of the proposed 

Board.   

c). The sentence that has been quoted from the Descriptor on page 16 of the Draft Management Plan 

is inconsistent with and contrary to the provisions of the Te Rangi ita / Waitetoko Lakeside Reserve 

Management Plan 1993, which specifically allows people to participate in water related recreation 

and permits vessels to be “beached” from the lakeshore reserve areas. 

a). The deletion of the sentence under 7.2.1. Descriptor which reads: 

“With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo 

Waters should only occur using boat ramps of from existing private structures.” 

b). A proviso inserted in 7.2.3, stating as follows: 

“Nothing herein shall prevent local residents or the public from launching and retrieving vessels 

across beaches and reserve areas giving access to Taupo Waters whether manually or with the 

assistance of vehicles.” 



3 

5. Your Signature

“M R Wadham” 

_____________________________________________________________ 

Mark Rutherford Wadham 

__________________________ 

30th September, 2020 

mailto:jdelange@doc.govt.nz


Draft Management Plan for Taupo Waters 

Submitter Information 

Name: Marty Staines 

Taupo Waters Collective Limited 

Role: Director 

Email:martystaines@xtra.co.nz 

Ph: 027 478-8509 

Address: 10 Wheretia Street, Taupo. 

Statement of Opposition 

Hearing request: Yes I wish to be heard. Peter Batte II will be appearing on behalf of Tau po Waters 

Collective. 

Submission 

The parts this relates to are: 

1. The Declaratory Judgement sought as the interpretation of the 2007 Deed between

Tuwharetoa and Her Majesty the Queen has not been released as at the time of writing this

submission.

We bring your attention to the submissions sought by the Tau po Waters Collective Limited

and that the outcomes of the Judgement may affect the Draft Management Plan.

2. Page 4. (b)

3. Page 9. First sentence change

4. Page 9. 4.2 para 2. wording change

5. Page 11 para 2 additional wording

6. Page 14. 7.1.2 additional wording

7. Page 15. Bullet point 2.

8. Page 24. 7 .6.2 additional wording

9. Page 28. 7 .8.2 - additional wording

10. Page 32. 9 additional wording

11. Page 33 Application process

12. Page 34, 11.3 bullet point 3

13. Page 37 para 2 change to wording

14. Page 37 para 3. Additional wording

15. Page 38. Additional paragraph (d)

16. Page 43 Change to wording paragraph 3

17. Page 52 appendix F. Changes to wording

18. Page 54 wording change
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Outcomes sought 

1. The Draft management plan will need to be redrafted and resubmitted for public

submissions to reflect the outcome(s) of the Declaratory Judgement.

2. Clause 1.7.2 of the 2007 Deed says:

Taupo Waters shall be managed as if it were a reserve for recreational purposes under S17

of the Reserves Act 1977 in partnership between the Crown and the TMTB through a

management board known as the Taupo Nui a Tia Management Board (TNTMB).

Outcome sought:

Page 4: Change the wording in (b) recognises the right of the TMTB, after recommendation

from the TNTMB and the Crown (in partnership), grant rights of occupation or use for

commercial and private structures and other activities within or on Taupo Waters as per

2.5.1 of the Deed ; also add:

Such legislative enactments as apply to Taupo Waters - 2.2.2(b)

3. Page 9. First bullet point: amend footnote 19 to read:

Including and in accordance with Part 3, the financial provisions in Part 4 and the First

Schedule.

4. Page 9: 4.2 Para 2. Amend to read: As the sole trustee of the Taupo Waters Trust the TMTB,

with the approval of the partner to the Deed the Crown and the TNTMB, has the right to

grant rights of occupation and use and charge for the same provided that such rights for

occupation and use do not conflict with:

• Any enactment affecting navigation or safety over Taupo Waters

• Other provisions of the 2007 Deed,

• The provisions of this management plan

5. Page 11 para 2, line 4: After boating facilities add: comma, is the recognised authority for

granting permits to occupy berths, ramps and moorings for access and use of the lake and

has the sole authority to charge for the like.

6. Page 14. 7.1.2 Additional wording: The TMTB (in its capacity as trustee of the Taupo Waters)

and in conjunction with its partner the Crown will: Recognises partnership with the Crown.

7. Page 15. Bullet point 2. Customary applications for mahinga kai, where no payment is

required for a fishing licence, shall be restricted to Taupo Waters and shall be restricted to

the daily limit currently imposed by the Department of Conservation.

8. Page 24. 7.6.2 Additional wording: Bullet point 1- add after 2.5.1 and 2.5.5 of the 2007

Deed. Charges for the payment of consents shall be restricted to nominal amounts where a

permit register exists and is updated by a Governmental agency. E.g. Department of Internal

Affairs or Department of Conservation.

9. Page 28. 7 .8.2 - same as for point 7 above

10. Page 32. 9 additional and change in wording .... the TMTB in partnership with the Crown and 

the TNTMB has the right under the 2007 Deed to grant rights of occupation and use ... ; and 

Bullet point one: any enactment affecting navigation or safety or administration by an 

authorised Government department over Taupo Waters; additionally 

Commercial activities (including commercial research) but excluding those activities 

contained in clauses 2.5.1 and 2.5.5 of the 2007 Deed. 



11. Page 33, 11 Application process. Streamline of consents for existing Commercial activities

and structures.

It is considered that the current Commercial operators and their successors on Lake Taupo,

being a structure or a permitted activity, operating prior to this Draft Management plan,

shall be granted access and the right to continue their operations on the lake.

These operators shall provide the required approvals, permits, permissions or consents from

the relevant Government Department and or Local Body consents as recorded in the 2007

Deed. Such operators shall require a consent from the TNTMB to operate and such consents

shall not be arbitrarily withheld.

Note: Existing Structures (which use the lake bed) shall be required to enter 1nto a lease or

licence on terms consistent with the gifting of the lake bed under the Reserves Act 1977:

For the sake of clarity current operators operating prior to the Draft Management plan

include (but riot limited to) the following activities and structures

(a) Chris Jolly Outdoors;
(b) Fish Her;

(c) Fish Taupo;
(d) Pinnacle Charters (previously K2 Charters);
(e) Kiwi Charters;
(f) Taupo Troutcatcher Limited (Lakefun Taupe);
(g) Sail Barbary;
(h) Sail Fearless;
(i) Taupo Boating & Fishing Charters (Solomar);
U) Hole in One Limited;
(k) Taupo Lake Adventures Limited;
(I) White Striker Charter;
(m) Taupo Kayaking Adventures;
(n) Tongariro River Rafting;
(o) Ernest Kemp Cruises (previously Simon Dickie Adventures);
(p) Taupe Bur,gy;
(q) Taupe's Floatplane;
(r) Big Sky Parasail Limited;
(s) Huka Cruise;
(t) Canoe and Kayak Taupo;
(u) Soremi;
(v) Waimarie;
(w) Whiskery Mikes Turangi; and
(x) Fish on a Fly.

12. Page 34, 11.3 bullet point 3. This clause assumes the TMTB makes decisions without the

approval of the TNTMB and should be deleted as it overrides the input and impartiality of

the Crowns representatives as guaranteed under the makeup of the TNTMB under the 2007

Deed.

13. Page 37 para 2 change to wording. The draft plan is attempting to opt out of the ratification

provisions contained under the 2007 Deed. To ensure consistency with the 2007 Deed the

following wording should be introduced: second sentence: The TNTMB shall send the

proposed Management Plan, together with supporting submissions, to the Minister of

Conservation for ratification under S41(6)(e) of the Reserves Act 1977.



14. Page 37 para 3. Additional wording. Outcome: Must follow Reserves Act procedures for the
Management Plan as an Administering body under S41. Wording: Notwithstanding the
above the Administering body shali follow the procedures for Management plans in S41 of
the Reserves Act 1977.

15. Page 38. Additional paragraph (d.) Outcome sought. To properly reflect the status of the
gifting of the lake bed under the 2007 Deed section 1.6. Additional wording: For the sake of
clarity "Taupo Waters" does not include the water over that land.

16. Page 43 Change to wording paragraph 3. Outcome sought: to properly reflect the
partnership between the Crown and the Taupo Waters Trust/TMTB suggested wording: The
primary responsibility of the Tau po Waters Trust is to administer the three blocks listed
above as a Recreation Reserve under the partnership agreement with the Crown as stated in
the 2007 Deed. T_he Taupo Waters trust in conjunction with the Crown accepts
recommendations from the TNTMB as to the granting of occupation and use rights for (i)
commercial activities and events; (ii) new private and Crown structures; and (iii) the
extension of existing private and Crown structures but excluding those private commercial
activities and structures existing before the Management Plan became operative

17. Page 52 appendix F. Changes to wording. Outcome sought. Delete para 4. TMTB in
conjunction with the Crown administers the land and accepts recommendations from the
TNTMB.

18. Page 54 wording change. Outcome sought: To properly reflect the administering body.

Delete MTB and change to TNTMB
.,,,

.,... 

Signature of submitter 

Printed name of submitter 

Email to:jdelange@doc.govt.nz or post to DOC, P O  Box 528, Taupo, 3158 or drop off to DOC at 37 
Motutaiko Street, Taupo. 



1. Submitter Information

Name:

Organisation (if
applicable):

Property owner in the Taupo District since 1964

Role (if applicable):

Email:

Phone:

Address:

rn I wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this appHcation I/We

Osupport

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral �ppose

I/� wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

@ves No D

4. Submission

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

7.1 SM01Nga Wai o Taupo -Te Korowai Tapu o Ngati Tuwharetoa

7.2 SM02 Access Use of Taupo Waters

7.8 SM08 Mahinga Kai and Taonga Species

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

7.1 SMOl 
I oppose the implementation of exclusive zones around the lake as the beaches should be for the
enjoyment of all. I do however out of respect, support Motutaiko Island being designated closed 
waters. Allowing closed waters other than Motutaiko island would impinge on the rights of all New

, Zealanders to enjoy all the beaches and water around the lake but respecting private property. 
The rock carvings at Mine Bay completed in 1980 have provided many years of interest and are a 
major tourist attraction. As the carvings can only be viewed by boat there is no need for any closed
waters around it 

I 
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Regarding the ability to place a rahui on specific parts of the Tau po Waters, my view is that this 

must be implemented judiciously to avoid public concern, for example the recent rahui put in place 

on the Waitahanui River resulted in the river being closed for fishing and a public road blocked but 

there were still people gaining access and fishing. One could only draw the conclusion that the rahui 

was used to advantage a few and disadvantage many. 

7.2 SM02 
I agree with SM02 with the exception that the placing of any rahui is carefully considered as per my 

comments above (SMOl). 

7.8 SM08 

I strongly oppose the harvesting of trout by customary permits. Trout were introduced into Lake 

Tau po circa 1890 for the benefit of all New Zealanders; accordingly they should only be caught by 

anglers holding a valid Lake Tau po Fishing Licence. To allow trout to be harvested by customary 

rights would: 

1. Be difficult to monitor /enforce

2. The fishery equilibrium could be disturbed

3. Breeding Redds could be disturbed or damaged thus affecting trout numbers, therefore

reducing the benefit that the trout fishery contributes to the local economy.

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

1. No closed waters around the entire lake with the exception of Motutaiko Island

2. The placing of any rahui should be carefully considered so as only to reflect a major event,

with the rahui being widely notified.

3. No customary permits should be issued for harvesting of either brown or rainbow trout

4. A document should be produced which clearly defines any private property on the lake edge.

The reason for requesting this is at a Hui called by the Harbourmaster in January 2020 at the

Tau po Yacht Club to discuss ski lanes in Waihaha and Kinloch, the Harbourmaster was asked

where the boundaries of private land were, he replied, he did not know and that he had

approached Land Information NZ (LINZ) for clarification but they could not provide a

definitive answer.
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5. Your Signature
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Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 
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submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taup6 3158 or drop into 

Taup6 Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taup6 
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Taupō-nui-ā-Tia Management Board 

1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission

SMO2, 7.2.1 Para 3, “With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving 

from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing private structures. 

x

x

x
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Clause SMO2, 7.2.1 Para 3, “With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and 

retrieving from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing private structures” 

should be deleted from the plan. It conflicts with Clause 7.2 SMO2 b.  

5. Your Signature

M G Pearce 

Wednesday, 30 September 2020 

mailto:jdelange@doc.govt.nz
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

,,t'o.� �'2.....�-� � c_ 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 
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TAUPO WATERS SUBMISSIONS 
(of Maurice Bathurst Rowe) 

The specific parts of the Draft Management Plan that this submission relates to are: 

Section A. Principal part: 

The third subparagraph of paragraph 7.2.1 at page 16 of the Draft Plan. (referred to in 
paragraph 1 below). 

Section B. Supplementary parts: 

Paragraph 3.1 at page 6 of the Draft Plan. (referred to in paragraph 2(a) below). 

Paragraph 5(a) at page 12 of the Draft Plan (referred to in paragraph 2(b)(i) below). 

Paragraph 5(b) at page 12 of the Draft Plan (referred to in paragraph 2(b )(ii) below). 

Paragraph 6 at page 12 of the Draft Plan (referred to in paragraph 2(c) below). 

Section C. My submissions are (including the reasons for my views): 

Concerning the Principal part in Section A above: 

1. My principal ground of opposition to the Draft Plan relates to the third subparagraph of
paragraph 7.2.1 (Descriptor) which states that "With the exception of paddle craft, the
launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters should only occur using boat
ramps or from existing private structures.". I submit that this prohibition should be deleted
from the Management Plan in its entirety. My reasons for this submission are that in my view:

MBR-003468-1-220-V1 

(a) It is unclear from the Draft Plan as to whether this prohibition is intended to be an
operable management rule applicable to the whole of the lakeshore immediately the
Management Plan comes into effect, or whether it is merely a policy statement
foreshadowing what "should' be introduced at a later date for all areas of the lakeshore
(apart from boat ramps), or for some specific areas yet to be identified. Such lack of
clarity is unsatisfactory. Irrespective of what is intended by this prohibition, my
submission is that it is inappropriate and should be totally deleted.

(b) Moreover, a generalised prohibition of this nature (which indicates that it "should' be
applicable without limitation) is unnecessary and unreasonable for the following
reasons:

(i) It is unnecessarily prescriptive and excessive in allowing only paddle craft (as
defined) to be launched from the lakefront.

(ii) It will substantially increase pressure on existing boat ramps and associated
parking areas around the lake, which will greatly inconvenience all members of
the public who currently use those boat ramps and parking areas.

(iii) It will also create a need for increased parking facilities for vehicles and trailers in
the vicinity of existing boat ramps, as well as additional boat ramps and parking
areas where they do not currently exist (with more significant and undesirable
environmental consequences and impact in those affected areas, when compared
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with the negligible impact and effect of the current benign and long-standing 
freedom of launching boats from the lake edge). 

(iv) It will clearly inconvenience lakeside property owners (ratepayers contributing to
the local economy and warranting consideration) who have previously always had
the freedom to launch boats from the lakeshore (typically exercised on a limited
casual and seasonal basis, without any apparent detriment or danger to the public
at large). A termination of this freedom will significantly detract from their lakeside
holiday experience without generating any comparable benefit to other lakeshore
users.

(v) In addition, and conceivably of greater public concern, a restriction of this nature
will also result in more boats and boat trailers on the main highways around the
lake in order to travel to existing boat ramps. Clearly, this would not only be
inconvenient for the boat owners affected, but would potentially increase motoring
hazards on the highway (which would be contrary to the interests and safety of all
concerned, including the general motoring public using those highways).

(v) The 2007 Deed, following on from the 1992 Deed, requires in clause 2.2.1 that
"The people of New Zealand shall continue to have [emphasis added] freedom
of entry to and access upon Taupo Waters for ... recreational use and enjoyment
... free of charge as if Tau po Waters were a reserve for recreation purposes." The
proposed prohibition would in effect be a blanket termination of the right and
freedom which New Zealanders continue to enjoy to access the lake in the manner
to which they have historically become accustomed.

(vi) Continuity of this right for the people of New Zealand is a fundamental aspect of
the 2019 and 2007 Deeds, and the manner in which this right has been exercised
in the past is an essential guide in determining what must be continued and
preserved in the future to comply with the terms of the 2007 Deed.

(vii) Termination of this right to freedom of access to the lake for recreational purposes
in the manner that it has been exercised in the past would be in clear
contravention of the requirement for continuity stipulated by clause 2.2.1 of the
2007 Deed, and would be of no legal effect (being, it is submitted, void as ultra
vires of the powers conferred on the Tuwharetoa Trust Board ("the Trust Board")
under the 2007 Deed).

(c) The 2007 Deed (like its predecessor) recites in clause 1. 7.2 that "Taupo Waters shall be
managed as if it were a reserve for recreation purposes under section 17 of the Reserves
Act 1977', and section 17 (2) (a) of that Act provides that "the public shall have freedom
of entry and access to the reserve, subject to the specific powers conferred on the
administering body by sections 53 and 54 [not relevant for present purposes], to any
bylaws under this Act applying to the reserve, and to such conditions and restrictions as
the administering body considers to be necessary for the protection and general well­
being of the reserve and for the protection and control of the public using it". Likewise,
clause 2.2.2 (a) of the 2007 Deed provides that access to Taupo Waters by the people
of New Zealand shall be subject to "such conditions and restrictionsas the Taupo-nui-a­
Tia Management Board considers to be necessary for the protection and we/I-being of
Taupo Waters and for the protection and control of the public using them". However, it
is submitted that neither of these provisions (and in particular the expression the words
"controf' and "restrictions") is a legal basis for authorising or justifying the generalised
prohibition proposed in the third subparagraph of paragraph 7.2.1 of the Draft Plan, for
the reasons outlined above, the additional reason that the blanket termination of a



freedom is the antithesis of the "controf' or "restriction" of its exercise, and the further 
reason outlined in paragraph B(c) below. 

Concerning the Supplementary parts in Section B above: 

2. I wish to take the opportunity to make some supplementary submissions relating to the
present drafting of the particular parts of the Draft Plan referred to in Section B above, as all
of these omit reference to certain aspects which have some relevance to my principal ground
of opposition to the Draft Plan set out in paragraph 1 above, and which, in my view, should
be expressly included in those parts so as to recognise and disclose them where appropriate
in an open and transparent manner. In my view, these drafting deficiencies should be
redressed so that there is a clear focus on these aspects and they are not overlooked in the
future. In particular, these further submissions relate to the the following:

MBR-003468-1-220-V1 

(a). Paragraph 3.1, at page 6 of the Draft Plan, refers in each of subparagraphs (a) to (c) 
inclusive to the trusts on which the Trust Board holds the legal ownership of the three 
separate blocks comprising Taupo Waters, but there is no reference in paragraph 3.1 
to the trust on which the Trust Board holds Tau po Waters for the people of New Zealand. 
In my submission, the following additional subparagraph should be added immediately 
following subparagraph (c): "and (d) in relation to all such beds, on trust also for the 
common use and benefit of all the people of New Zealand to continue to have freedom 
of entry to and access upon such beds as set out in clause 2.2.1 of the 2007 Deed." 

(b ). Paragraph 5 of the Draft Plan is of fundamental importance as it describes the "Purpose" 
of the Draft Plan and states that "the 2007 Deed sets out that Taupo Waters shall be 
managed as if it were a reserve for recreational purposes under s17 of the Reserves 
Act 1977 ... ", and further that "the purpose of this Management Plan is to provide for the 
continued use, enjoyment, maintenance, protection and preservation of Taupo Waters 
as if it were a Recreation Reserve". However: 

(i) Subparagraph 5(a) states that the purpose of the Management Plan is to "support
the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to and access upon Taupo Waters
without charge for non-exclusive, non-commercial recreation and non-commercial
research; and ... ". In my view, the use of the word "support" without any reference
to the continued preservation of this freedom (which is a fundamental purpose of
the 2007 Deed) is a serious dilution of the obligation imposed on the Trust Board
by the 2007 Deed and does not fully recognise the fiduciary duty which the Trust
Board owes to the people of New Zealand in respect of their freedom of access.
Accordingly, it is submitted that subparagraph (a) should be replaced with the
following: "the people of New Zealand shall continue to have without charge the
freedom of entry to and access upon Taupo Waters which they have previously
enjoyed in the past, subject only to paragraph (b) below."

(ii) Subparagraph 5(b) states (replicating the wording adopted from section 17 of the
Reserves Act 1977 and clause 2.2.2 (a) of the 2017 Deed, as noted in paragraph
1 ( c) above) that the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to and access upon
Taupo Waters will be subject to "such conditions and restrictions as the Taupo­
nui-a-Tia Management Board considers to be necessary for the protection and
well-being of Taupo Waters and for the protection and control [emphasis added}
of the public using them". However, both the 1992 Deed and the 2007 Deed
inherited the words "protection and controf' from the wording of section 17 (2) (a)
of the Reserves Act 1977, and it is clear from that Act that these words ( and in
particular the word "controf') are not intended to confer unlimited powers on a
reserve administrative body under that Act, particularly in respect of "recreation
reserves" (which under section 17 (1) of the Act are established "for the purpose
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of providing areas for recreation and sporting activities and the physical welfare 
and enjoyment of the public . . .  with emphasis on the retention of open spaces and 
on outdoor recreational activities ... ". For example, section 106 (1) of the Act 
details in subsections (a) to (i) inclusive many specific aspects on which an 
administrative body may prescribe bylaws for reserves administered by it, and 
concludes more generally with subsection U) which states "generally regulating 
the use of a reserve, and providing for the preservation of order therein, the 
prevention of any nuisance therein, and for the safety of people using the reserve". 
Accordingly, it is therefore submitted that for the purposes of the Management 
Plan, and having regard to the fiduciary obligations of the Trust Board and the 
potentially wide and unlimited meaning of the word "controf', it would be 
appropriate for the final words of subparagraph (b) ("and for the protection and 
control of the public using them") to be replaced with the words of section 106 ( 1) 
(j) of the Reserves Act 1977, namely with the words "and for generally regulating
the use of Taupo Waters, the preservation of order therein, the prevention of any
nuisance therein, and the safety of people using them.".

( c) Paragraph 6 at page 12 of the Draft Plan is also of a fundamental importance as it
outlines the "Goal" of the Management Plan. While it describes this goal as to
"Holistically manage Taupo Waters to provide for the freedom of entry to and access
upon Taupo Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial recreation, while not diminishing
the mauri, mana, intrinsic and environmental value of Taupo Waters.", it also makes no
reference to the continuity of the existing rights. In a paragraph of this nature which is
fundamental to the Management Plan the wording should replicate the wording of
clause 2.2.1 of the 2007 Deed. Accordingly, I submit that the proposed wording be
replaced with the following: "Manage Taupo Waters so that the people of New Zealand
shall continue to have the freedom of entry to and access upon Taupo Waters for non­
exclusive, non-commercial recreational use and enjoyment and non-commercial
research free of charge which they have previously enjoyed in the past as if Taupo
Waters were a reserve for recreation purposes.".
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 

applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

 I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

  Support  Neutral   Oppose 

3. Hearing Request

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

  Yes  No 

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupō Waters under SMO2 in which it is suggested that “with the exception of paddle 

craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat 

ramps or from existing private structures.” 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

We are Bach owners on Heuheu Parade, Tauranga Taupo, and like most other residents/holiday 

makers in the area have used the natural ramp access point at the mouth of the Tauranga Taupo 

river for over a decade, with many families in the area enjoying this access for over 80 years or so. 

The proposal that only “paddle craft” can be launched will have significant impact for all in the area 

with (in our view) absolutely no benefit to anyone. 

Like all in the area, we take great care and pride in protecting the lake and water ways of Taupo, to 

the extent, we all contribute significant amounts of money to Waikato Regional Council’s river and 

✓

✓

✓
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flood protection fund in addition to our rates. As a community we are also involved in pest control 

and tree planting around the Tauranga Taupo area. 

We have never seen any issues with people launching boats, yachts, jet skis etc in this area. What 

has been operating for over 80 years simply works, with no detrimental effect to anyone. 

The public boat ramps in the area are woeful and often, for extended periods, unusable due to lack 

of maintenance, the lake level, wind etc. They are frankly not fit for purpose and require users from 

this area to access State Highway One via a particularly dangerous intersection next to the Tauranga 

Taupo bridge. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

I oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupō Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures  

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitte

____________________________________________________________ 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

29th September 2020__________________________ 

Date   

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 
submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupō 3158 or drop into 
Taupō Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupō  



Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if appl icable): 

Ema il: 

Phone: 

Address: 

91 wish to keep my contact deta ils confidentia l 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral (a:>ppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

Oves No[2)

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupe Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 
craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters should only occur using boat 
ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

I am grateful, as an owner of a bach on the shores of Lake Taupe at Tauranga Tau po, 0ruatua that the 
people of New Zealand have enjoyed access to, and use of, Lake Taupe and the lakes, rivers and streams 
that comprise Taupe Waters, free of charge. I note that the 2007 Deed preserves the people of New 
Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taupe Waters for non-exclusive, non-commercial 
recreational use and enjoyment, and non commercial research purposes free of charge. 

The proposal that only "paddle craft" can be launched into the waters of the lake would effectively 
severely limits recreational use and enjoyment of the lake. I acknowledge and understand the historical 
and cultural significance of "paddle craft" to Ngati Tuwharetoa. However, such a limitation would, for 
example, prohibit the launch of most classes of frequently used boats on Lake Taupo. Launching boats 
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on the shoreline does not pose a material health and safety risks to beach-users and does no damage to 

the shoreline itself. Most of the risk rests with users not respecting the 5-knot speed limit within 200 

metres of the shore. 

To have to take watercraft to a ramp effectively limits the use and enjoyment of them. This is particularly 

relevant in situations where, as is the case at Tauranga Tau po is no boat ramp, and those close (Oruatua 

Road and Waitetoko) are poorly maintained and frequently congested. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise d etails, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

.1 oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupe Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing pr[vate structures 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

z; name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter

Date ;i_q · q · '2..D

Please download and complete this form, r eturn to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/ Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or drop into 

Tau po Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission

 

 

Philip M. B. Cooke

p.m.b.cooke@gmail.com

(021) 384422

419 SH 1 Tauranga Taupo 3382, 20 Austin St. Wellington 6011

My submission on behalf of the property owners of 419 SH 1 are detailed in the attached document:

"Submission on Draft Management Plan for Taupo Waters P. M. B. Cooke"

Part owner of 419 SH 1 Tauranga Taupo
(adjoining Te Rangiita Lakefront Reserve)
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5. Your Signature
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__________________________ 

P. M. B. Cooke

1 October 2020
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SUBMISSION ON DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAUPŌ WATERS 
BY P M B COOKE  

[1] I provide this submission on behalf of the beneficial owners of the property at
419 State Highway 1 Te Rangiita.

[2] Our submission is directed to the specific management outcomes referred to in
Part 7.2 of the Draft Plan.  We strongly oppose aspects of the Draft Plan in this respect.

[3] Our submission is directed to a particular passage in the document that appears
in paragraph 7.2.1 under the heading “Descriptor”.  It may be that the passage in
question is not, in fact, part of the measures proposed for the Draft Management Plan
at all.  But if it is part of the measures that are proposed we are strongly opposed to it,
including on the basis that there is considerable ambiguity about the proposals, and
that the lack of clarity has not provided an opportunity to provide meaningful
submissions.  To the extent that the passage in question is not actually part of the
measures proposed in the Draft Management Plan we would suggest it would be
appropriate to re-word the passage as it is something that is causing considerable
concern among local residents.

[4] We note that there is a specific management plan for this reserve as a
recreational reserve— The Rangiita/Waitetoko Lakeside Reserve Management Plan
1993 — which we understand remains in effect.  It records that the reserve was
established when the residential area was created explicitly to provide public access,
including for recreational activities such as boating, and that it contemplates the use
of vehicles on the reserve for such purposes.

The passage and the concern 
[5] The relevant passage in this section of the draft report reads as follows:

With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and 
retrieving from, Taupō Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from 
existing private structures. 

[6] The footnotes for this sentence refer to a document showing the location of the
boat ramps, and then to clause 2.5.2 and Schedule 5 of the 2007 Deed between The
Queen and the Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board (the “Deed”).

[7] As is recorded in the Deed, and as is reflected in the terms of SMO2 of the
Draft Management Plan, recreational usage on Taupō Waters is highly valued.  Our
parents first purchased a property when it was subdivided and sold in 1972, and our
family have been among many who have enjoyed access to the lake since that time.
This has included access to the lake for recreational boating purposes, such as fishing
and other activities.  As our property is immediately adjacent to the lake we, along
with the neighbouring properties in the area, access it directly.  That has been the case
ever since properties were first developed in this area from the 1970s.  That involves
directly launching boats by hand, or using various types of mechanical assistance,
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including tractors.  As we say that has been the case for very many years, and arises 
because the properties are immediately adjacent to the lake.  This kind of activity is 
contemplated by the establishment of a reserve for recreational purposes in the Taupō 
District Council’s 1993 Management Plan, which we understand has remained in 
effect for nearly 30 years. 

[8] The suggestion that this activity is, or will be prohibited, has caused significant
concern among residents who have become aware of this passage in the Draft Plan.  It
has caused distress, and widespread concern.  The suggestion that the only way that
people can launch their boats is by using the remote boat ramps would undermine the
access enjoyed by many for a long period of time in accordance with the reserve
established when the settlement was established.

[9] Such prohibition is not consistent with the Deed which preserves the ability of
members of the public to enjoy recreational access to the lake.  Taupō Waters are a
reserve for recreational purposes under s 17 of the Reserves Act 1977, and that section
preserves free entry and access by the public to the Taupō Waters (s 17(2)(a)).  That is
reiterated by the Deed which expressly provides for the continued freedom of entry
and access to Taupō Waters for non-exclusive recreational use (clause 2.2.1).  The
Management Board exercises its functions subject to s 17 and the Deed (clause 3.2.4).
It is specifically provided in clause 2.5.5 of the Deed that non-commercial anglers and
boaters are not required to obtain any right of occupation from the Board, and that
existing berths, wharfs or ramps are able to be continued without any such payment or
requirement (clause 2.5.5).  The fact that people use mechanic means to launch their
boats, rather than fixed permanent structures, does not mean that their right of non-
exclusive access as “non-commercial boaters” can be prohibited by the Board.  That
would be inconsistent with the Deed, and with s 17.

Not at measure? 
[10] We doubt that this is actually a proposed measure of the Management Plan.  It
is not contained within the wording of SMO2 itself, which refers to the continued
access and use of Taupō Waters for non-exclusive non-commercial recreation.  This is
expressly recognised it as a key value.  So the passage in paragraph 7.2.1, if it were a
measure, would conflict with SMO2.  The paragraph in question is also only under the
heading “Descriptor” which does not suggest it is a measure.

[11] The measures themselves appear under the heading “Implementation tools” in
paragraph 7.2.2.  They do not include any measures to prohibit such activities.  Rather
they involve proposals that appear to be within the Board’s role — including the
temporary exclusion of parts of Taupō Waters such as places of cultural and spiritual
significant to Ngāti Tūwharetoa.  An illustration of that kind of measure is the
restriction placed around Waitetoko Point, which is an area immediately next to the
area of Te Rangiita where our properties are located.  Such a measure appears
appropriate and is consistent with the essential spirit of the Deed and the appropriate
role of the Board.  But the suggestion that a form of recreational boating access
enjoyed by many for many years is to now not be permitted would not be.
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[12] It is important to understand that residents have built up their properties in a
manner that reflects this recreational use, as contemplated by the 1993 Plan for the
reserve. Consistent with the management goals, objectives and policies detailed in this
plan, taking advantage of the flat access to the lake edge in the reserve, the residents
have devoted considerable resources in developing means of launching and retrieving
boats that has not required public or privately built construction at the lake edge. In
our own case we have purchased boats, trailers, and a tractor, constructed a garage on
our property to house them, and configured our property to allow that form of access
to the lake.  That is the case for many residents in this particular area, and likely is the
case for many other areas around the lake.

[13] For these reasons the passage in the Draft Plan does not appear to be a measure
that is actually being proposed.  It has caused considerable concern, however.  That
concern seems to be to a point where not only would the implementation of the Plan
be met with significant local opposition, but may jeopardise the Plan itself as there is
a view that the measure is not lawful.

[14] As indicated we suspect that none of this was actually intended by those who
prepared the draft.  If that is the case we might suggest a re-wording of this particular
paragraph so that it reads as follows:

 The launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupō Waters should only 
occur using boat ramps, existing private structures, or by other means not 
requiring permanent structures. 

[15] This would simply preserve the status quo.

Consultation obligations 
[16] If we have misunderstood the Draft Plan, and what is proposed is indeed a
change to existing uses to be effected through the Plan, then we take strong objection,
not only for the reasons referred to above, but also because the proposal is not made
clear from the Draft.

[17] First, it is not included within the measures specified in the Plan.  Furthermore,
it only appears obliquely in a passage of the Plan headed “Descriptor”, and the Draft
goes on to record that the Board does not have accurate information about non-
exclusive non-commercial recreational use.  If this is a measure that is being proposed,
no explanation has been set out, in any way whatsoever, why it would be appropriate.
That is understandable given the fact that the Board does not have accurate
information.  The 1993 Management Plan for this reserve is not even mentioned.  In
those circumstances it is really not possible to provide a meaningful response to such
a proposal.  The need and reasons for such a proposal are not explained.  That would
infringe the basic requirement to engage in meaningful consultation on such a
proposal.  It would be a significant change that materially affects many people who
enjoy recreational use under the current arrangements.

[18] Accordingly, by way of summary:
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(a) there is an ambiguity in the wording of the document that should be
corrected to alleviate widespread concern held by local property
owners; and

(b) if the passage referred to above is actually a proposed measure, a strong
objection is taken on the basis that it is not legitimate, that it is
inconsistent with the Deed and s 17 of the Reserves Act, and that the
consultation engagement is not satisfactory.

______________________________ 
P M B Cooke 419 State Highway 1 Te Rangiita 



1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

Q I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

D Support 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral Qoppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

OYes

4. Submission

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

Access and use of Taupo Waters under SM02 in which it is suggested that "with the exception of paddle 

craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters should only occur using boat 

ramps or from existing private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

Requiring all vessels ( with exception of paddle craft) to use boat ramps will result in more traffic on 
state highway 1 and other roads surrounding the lake, and in particular during summer months 
when the roads around Taupo are already dangerously overcrowded. Cars towing boats will be 
travelling at a slower speed and will exacerbate already frustrating driving conditions for those on 
the road. This is dangerous and more accidents will happen. Lakefront boat launching along Ani 
Miria Place reserve is undertaken in a safe, responsible, and sustainable manner using only one 
point of entry to the lake. 
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Overcrowding will result around already busy boat ramps, particularly in the summer months and 

peak holiday times. Fishing and swimming areas will be compromised with higher concentrations of 

boats in these areas. I strongly oppose the proposed draft management plan on this basis. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 

the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 

sought]: 

I oppose the proposed rule change that the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from, Taupo Waters 

be restricted to boat ramps and existing private structures 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

--

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

30 September 2020 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or 
drop into Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 
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Taupo-nui-a-Tia Management Board 

DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAU PO WATERS 

SUBMISSION FORM 

1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

D OI wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

D 00Support

3. Hearing Request

Neutral yes □oppose

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

□ 00Yes no 

4. Submission

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

Clause 7.2.3 states 

"The people of NZ can access Taupo Waters for non exclusive, non commercial recreational use and 
enjoyment, free of charge and without undue restriction". 

I agree and long may DOC and the Board continue to honor that statement 

This is perhaps the most defining statement in the Plan. 
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Clause 7.3.2 Implementation Tools. 

States the Board may  

“Set conditions and put in place temporary restrictions on the public access etc…” 

DOC and the Board needs to; 

• Define temporary restrictions.

• Confirm how any restrictions will be notified to the public.

• ALL restrictions etc must be approved by the Board.

• Add to Part Three, Item 8 that the Board must approve all restrictions.

SMO5      (Clause 7.5) 

There is no Taupo Water indicated on the Overview that includes the existing swing moorings 
(private structures) in the Wharewaka  Four to Two Mile bay area of the lake. 

These swing moorings are managed by the Department of Internal Affairs and not the Board or DOC. 

Please ensure that the current arrangement is not changed. 

SMO8 

What will the Board and DOC do to reduce the presence of carp etc in the lake? 

The value statement needs to provide an outcome for the carp spies to be eliminated. 

Please add this outcome. 

SMO9 

I support keeping development clear of the waterways and margins. 

TDC need to ensure no disturbance or effects result from all new and existing developments around 
the lake and Taupo Waters.  

All as noted above. 

You could have designed a better form for use ‘on line’ than this attempt. 



What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 
the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 
sought]: 

I 
Ref er above submission. 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

I can not sign an electonic form!!

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 25 September 2020 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupo 3158 or 
drop into Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo. 
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1. Submitter Information

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

3. Hearing Request

4. Submission
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I do not support the banning of launching boats into the lake other than from a boat ramp. There are many people who launch boats using tractors around the lake. Having to travel to a boat ramp will mean more slow moving traffic on roads around the lake.  Particularly, there will be increased slow moving traffic on SH1 which could cause dangerous conditions,  particularly around the many tight corners around the lake. Also, the increased concentration of boats around the ramps could be more dangerous for lake users,  particularly swimmers. 





3 



4 

5. Your Signature

__________ 

mailto:jdelange@doc.govt.nz

7.2 should be removed or amended to allow people to launch boats into the lake. 

If the leaving of tractors on the lake front is an issue then perhaps an amendment to allow people to use tractors but not leave the tractors on the lake front whilst the boat is in use.



1. Submitter Information
Name: 411/ IV /t-

Organisation (if 
�a_P_P_lic_ a_b _le_)= ___ �S�������z;:,�l2.=....!...T�/4�/J�..!.:L--f-7.__��:..£.__;_..:....!...�_:.c...:...L...;...:..:CL......:..-=-..:.....,,::::;__...:......:�'----"=-=-...ic· 

Role (if applicable): s � C-/2. I;. -

Email: 
Phone: 
Address: 
D I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Suppa�
For this application 16) 
D Support D Neutral 

3. Hearing Request

�Oppose

I�sh to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one). 
� □ No

4. Submission
The specific parts of the application that this submission relates to are: 
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My submi.ssion is (include the reasons for your views) 

��� CAbl':L __ j ppr--

-

.. 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 
the parts •of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 
sought]: 

��cJ-.eJ P OF . 
---

Sc::e.. 

�-

.

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

A� S.C. lflMJNA
Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Date 

Please download and complete this form, ret 

your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Departme of Conservation, PO Box 
drop into Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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• Submission - Draft Management Plan for Tau po Waters

Submitter - S C  Hanna. Hatepe Res;dents Association Inc. 
supported by; Opawa-Rangitoto 2C Inc. 

4 Submission - The specific parts of the application that
this submission relates to are: 

Draft Management Plan for Taupo Waters Section 7.2 - SM02. We 
refer specifically to the paragraph; "With the exception of paddle 
craft the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving them from Lake 
Taupo waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing 
private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

The following background information applies: 
• The Hatepe village was mainly settled with holiday cottages

from 1945 through until the late 1960s. There are about 110
cottages of which all but 5 are on Maori land owned by
Opawa-Rangitoto 2C Inc and leased by the bach-owners.
Some of the baches are still owned by the family who

originally built the bach. It is very much a family-oriented,
safe community, particularly through the summer holidays
and at Easter.

• In the early days of the settlement a few bach-owners had
small boats which were generally used for trout fishing. The
owners launched their boats into the Hinemaiaia River on a
sand ramp from the North end of what is now Iapeta Lane, or
across the beach.

o About the end of the 1960s the local (Morehu) whanau
built a concrete boat ramp at the location of the
traditional sand ramp. That is the location of the current
boat ramp, which has been maintained and renovated
jointly by the Opawa-Rangitoto 2C Inc and Hatepe
Residents Assn. Known as, Hinemaiaia River Ramp.

o This ramp is suitable for launching medium sized fishing
boats, but it becomes difficult to use when the lake level
is low or when the level has dropped suddenly.

• Many residents own small boats with outboard motors and
sail-boats and prefer to launch these across the beach at the
end of Rereahu Avenue, especially when the lake level is quite
high and/or for children to learn water-skills. This also applies

1 



to residents of Areta Lane who launch their small and/or sail 
boats at the end of that lane, again when the lake level is high. 

The Hatepe Residents Association and Opawa-Rangitoto 2C Inc 
would Jike to have section7.2 amended to recognise the action of 
Hatepe residents to launch small powered boats and sail-craft 
across the beach at the end of Rereahu Avenue and at the end of 
Areta Lane. This amendment may be as an exemption for the 
Hatepe residents or more widefy applied at settlements around the 
lakeshore. 

The Hatepe Residents Association and Opawa Rangitoto 2C Inc 
would like to be heard in support of this submission at any hearing. 

Having Existing (and Historic) Ramps Added to the List of Private 
Structures 

• The boat ramp located in the Hinemaiaia River suffered badly
in the storms and floods of 2008 and was unusable for several
years.

o After a period of discussions the Residents Association
undertook to rebuild those parts of the ramp that were
damaged at their sole expense. A Resource Consent
was sought for the work and approved by the Waikato
Regional Council in 2014 and the ramp was subsequently
built. The application for resource consent was
supported by Taupo District Council, Opawa-Rangitoto
2C Inc and by the Tuwharetoa MTB. The resource
consent recognises that the ramp is a "private structure"
.for the sole use of the Hatepe residents and Whanau of
the local Iwi.

• Over the years some residents have purchased larger boats
more suited to water-skiing and longer trips on the lake. The
river launching ramp is not suitable for these larger boats and
the nearest publ1c ramp is a long distance (by water) from
Hatepe.

o One of the first residents who invested in a larger boat
was Tom Te Kanawa who had a bach at the lake end of
Raniera Grove. Tom found that the "lie of the land" from
the end of Raniera Grove at the South end of Hatepe
Bay was suitable for launching his boat - this was about
the mid-1960s. His example was followed by other
residents and this "ramp" has been used continuously
for at least 50 years.

o The "ramp in the Bay" (as it is known) has been
maintained and strengthened by the Hatepe Residents
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Association at their expense. The strengthening work 
has included removing loose soils between the turn­
around at the end of Raniera Grove and the lake-edge 
(at high lake level) and replacing it with compacted 
GAP65 basecourse metal to provide good traction and to 
secure the integrity of the Council-owned turn-around. 
There is no concrete structure or edging involved and 
the "ramp" is at the same gradient and levels as the 
adjacent "beach". The lake floor beyond the high-water 
edge is quite stony, firm and at a flat gradient and 
provides good traction. 

o At times when the lake level is high and there is stormy
weather from the North-west a band of soft sand/gravel
tends to accumulate immediately above water level due
to wave action. After the stormy weather has ceased
residents wilf remove the accumulated soft sand using
shovels. Alternatively, after a severe storm we engage
an excavator to clear the accumulation and distribute
the sand along the adjacent beach.

o The presence and use of this ramp is supported by
Opawa-Rangitoto 2C Inc and the local Whanau and is
well-known by representatives of Tuwharetoa MTB.

• Neither of the two ramps are listed in Schedule 5 of the Deed
or included in the draft Management Plan - we give notice
that we will seek to have them both added to the schedule
and we seek guidance as to how to prepare such application.
In the meantime, we advise that use of these two ramps will
continue under existing use rights.

• We also advise that residents will continue to launch small
motorboats and sail boats using access across the "beach" at
the end of Rereahu Avenue and at the end of Areta Lane,
generally when the lake level is relatively high.

What outcomes would you like to address with your 
submission? [give precise details, including the parts of the 
application you wish to have amended and the general 
nature of any conditions sought]: 

There are 2 outcomes that we would like to address 

1: The Hatepe Residents Association and Opawa-Rangitoto 2C 
Inc would like to have section 7 .2 amended to recognise the action 
of Hatepe residents to launch small powered boats and sail-craft 
across the beach at the end of Rereahu Avenue and at the end of 
Areta Lane. This amendment may be as an exemption for the 

, 
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Hatepe residents or more widely applied at settlements around the 
lakeshore. 

The Hatepe Residents Association and Opawa Rangitoto 2C Inc. 
would like to be heard in support of this submission at any hearing. 

2: Neither of the two historical existing ramps, (Hinemaiaia River 
Ramp and Ramp in the Bay), are listed in Schedule 5 of the 2007 
Deed or included in the Draft Management Plan 

• We give notice that we will seek to have them both added to
the schedule and we seek guidance as to how to prepare such
application. In the meantime, we advise that use of these two
ramps will continue under existing use rights.

• We also advise that residents will continue to launch small
motorboats and sail boats using access across the "beach" at
the end of Rereahu Avenue and at the end of Areta Lane,
generally when the lake level is relatively high.

The Hatepe Residents Association and Opawa Rangitoto 2C Inc. 
would like to be heard in support of this submission at any hearing. 

End 
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DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAUPO WATERS 

SUBMISSION FORM 

1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

■ I I wish to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

■ Support D Neutral

3. Hearing Request

■ Oppose

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

0Yes ■ No

4. Submission

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

7.8 SM08 Mahinga kia and toanga species 

7.8.3 "The people of Ngati Tuwharetoa can harvest kai (including taonga species such as trout) ... " 

7.9 SM09 Margins of Taupo Waters 

7.9.1. Paragraph three - "The exception is an angler the holder of a Taupo District fishing licence ... " 

Appendix C - Schedule of closed areas and access restrictions 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 
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This is a well-developed management plan that sets out to protect our nationally significant "Taupo 
Waters", a valuable asset for the enjoyment of today's and future generations and I am generally 
supportive of the Purpose, Goal and Specific Management Outcomes of the Document. 

There are some areas that require clarification that could be of potential concern to boaties and 
fishermen. 

7.8.3 - "The people of Ngati Tuwharetoa can harvest kia (including taonga species such as trout) ... ". 
It is stated that this is subject to conditions of customary permits and trout licensing requirements. 

For clarity are the people of Ngati Tuwharetoa required to hold a DOC Taupo fishing licence and be 
bound by the licensing restrictions for the harvesting of trout or do customary permits allow for 

harvesting by other means and quantities? 

7.9.1. Paragraph three - 'The exception is an angler the holder of a Taupo District fishing licence, 

who is entitled to walk within a 20 metre right of way ... "

Appendix C - Schedule of closed areas and access restrictions, this lists several areas with restricted 
access: 

• Will an angler with a Taupo fishing license be permitted to fish in these areas if access has
been by foot or by a boat which is anchored outside of the exclusion area?

• Could other foreshore margins become closed areas in the future, e.g. Boat Harbour,
Waihora and Kawakawa Bays.

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

Clarification and assurance that the same fishing rules and restrictions apply to all peoples taking 

trout from the Taupo Waters. 

Assurance that there will be no further restrictions on boat access to areas that have traditionally 
been enjoyed by boaties on Lake Taupo 

5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

29/9/2020 

Date 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

Home Owner 

� I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

□ Neutral 

I/We wish to be  heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

oves No [ZJ

4. Submission

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

7.2. SM02 - With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of vessels onto, and retrieving from 

, Taupo Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing private structures. 
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

Overall we support the proposed DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR TAU PO WATERS but would like 

to make a submission on draft section 7.2. SM02 

The 2007 Deed preserves the people of New Zealand's freedom of entry to, and access upon, Taup6 

Waters for non-exclusive, non-com mercial recreational use and enjoyment, and non-com mercial 

research purposes free of charge. 

Our private residence has had long standing boat access to the lake from the front of our property, 

along with our neighbours. This access is very easy as the beach is flat and allows this access 

without causing damage to the environment. It has also been a long standing "tradition" and 

"character" of the specific area. 

Requiring access only from boat ramps is not only impractical in our area but can sometimes also 

be dangerous with the amount of boats that use the ramp in summer. At other times it is 

impossible to use the local boat ramp because the lake level can be so low. 

By retaining our access and that of others in the area it will remove a number of boats from the use 

of the local ramp, reducing overcrowding, congestion and generally more traffic in a small area. 

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

I propose that for non-commercial, recreational users, that direct boat access to the lake is possible 

where it has little to low impact on the environment, is practical, access has existed for some time 

and it does not create a nuisance or hazard for other users of the lake. 

Thank you for your time and opportunity to put forward this submission, 

Waitetoko 
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5. Your Signature

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalfof submitter 

Date 24 September 2020 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 

submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Tau po 3158 or drop into 

Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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1. Submitter Information

Name:

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

- --

Address: 

Q/4'�h to keep my contact details confidential

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

D Support 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral

-

�pose 

rt of this submission at a hearing (please tick one). 

OYes 

4. Submission

The specific parts of the application that this submission relates to are:
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My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including 

the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions 

sought]: 
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Signature of submitter or person auth rised to sign on behalf of submitter: o-s we.. av(__ 

°'\' f"'ds. 7 

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.goyt.nz. You may also mail 
your submission to: J de Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or 
drop into Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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1. Submitter Information

Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

-

- -

[g' I wish to keep my contact details confidential - Yes please 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

Osupport 

3. Hearing Request

ONeutral � ..

1/wj wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

lt)ves No D 

4. Submission

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

I support the work of the Taupo-Nui a-Tia Management Board in general to manage Lake Taupo for 
future generations. I understand and support the principle set out in 1992 and again in 2007 where 
Tuwharetoa Maori Trust Board were vested with the lake bed and streams/river beds flowing into 
the lake and that the public and overseas visitors would have ongoing free access to the lake and 
foreshore including dragging small craft over the beach to launch without charge or hinderance. For 
non-commercial purposes. 

I also understand Tuwharetoa Maori Trust Board's ability to charge for commercial operations and 
indeed negotiated the lease of the Kinloch Marina Groyne on behalf of Kinloch Marina Limited in 
2007 with the Tuwharetoa Maori Trust Board. I agree with those principles. 

7 .1 I oppose however, the suggestion in the document th,lt areas of the lakeshore should be 
permanently excluded from public access. Like Tuwharetoa, many other New Zealanders think of 
Lake Taupo as a taonga of paramount importance. Personally, having visited and lived in 
Tau po/Kinloch since 19561 cherish places like Waihaha Beach where we have visited all our lives. 
For people on the Eastern side the same applies I am sure I believe that the intent in 1992 and 
reaffirmed in 2007 was that all New Zealanders would retain the right to free access to all the 
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shoreline. It was never envisaged that we would have two classes of New Zealanders with different 
access rights to the Lake Taupo foreshore. 

7.1.2 I submit that the ability to put temporary rahui in place should be limited for clear events that 
require a rahui for as limited time as possible. It should be used with caution for events like those 
that require Tapu and if a rahui is put in place, for the period it exists it should apply to all New 
Zealanders. 

7.8.3 Trout were first introduced into Lake Taupo 1887 (brown) and 1898 (rainbow). This is after 
the arrival of Europeans. Trout in Taupo are considered a taonga species to all those who visit the 
fishery and buy fishing licenses. Personally, I have held an annual Taupo Fishing license each and 
every year since 1965 either as a child or adult. 

I oppose customarY permits being issued to Ngati Tuwheretoa to be able to harvest Trout from 
Lake Taupo. From a Ranger standpoint, this would make the fishery much harder to manage. Again I 
believe that we should have one class of New Zealanders who are treated equally in tenns of the 
fishery and all those who fish it should have licences and the same rules be applied to eve1yone. 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

As above 
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What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought): 

Permanent closed areas are limited to Motutaiko Island 

Temporary rahui are only put in place when absolutely necessary 

Trout fishing is limited to all New Zealanders who hold a Lake Taupo fishing license in the normal 

way. 
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5. Your Signature

Signature of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter:

Printed name of submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

11- 7-20
Date 

Please download and complete this form, return to idelange@.doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 
submission to: J de Lange, c/- Depa rtment of Conservation, PO Box 528, TaupO 3158 or drop into 
Taupo Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupo 
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2. Statement of Support/Opposition
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4. Submission
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1. bm r information 

Name: 

Organisation (if 
N/A 

applicable): 

Role (if applicable): N/A 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 4

� I wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

For this application I/We

c:=Jsupport 

3. Hearing Request

D Neutral Qppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

oves No[;) 

4. Submission

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

Section 7.2 SMO2. In particular to the wording "With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of 
vessels onto, and retrieving from Taup6 Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing 
private structures." 

My submission is (include the reasons for your views) 

Overall, we support the Draft Management Plan for Taup6 Waters. However, we suggest an amendment 
to Section 7.2 SMO2. In particular to the wording "With the exception of paddle craft, the launching of 
vessels onto, and retrieving from Taup6 Waters should only occur using boat ramps or from existing 
private structures." 

My family has owned a private residence in Te Rangiita for over 30 years. For all of these years, we 
(along with our neighbours) have launched and retrieved motor vessels from the Taup6 Waters directly 
in front of our property. Our submission is that this practice along this part of the Taup6 Waters (i.e. the 
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lakefront along the Te Rangiita Waitektoko Reserve {the "Relevant Lakefront")) should be permitted to 

continue, notwithstanding the adoption of the Management Plan for Tau po Waters. 

We agree that a general requirement to launch and retrieve motor vessels from boat ramps and existing 

private structures may be necessary for the protection and well-being of Tau po Waters and control of 

the public using them (as set out in clause 2.2.2{s) of the 2007 Deed). However, we submit that this 

general requirement is not appropriate/ necessary to apply to all Taupo Waters and that our (and our 

neighbours) circumstances justify a specific exception. 

We raise the following points in support of this specific exception: 

• owners/ occupiers have been launching and retrieving motor vessels from the Relevant

Lakefront for many years without any adverse impact to the environment, Taupo Waters and/or

other users of the Tau po Waters;

• there are a limited number of private residences along the Relevant Lakefront (most of which are

already launching and retrieving motor vessels from the Relevant Lakefront) so the specific

exception would be limited in scope and, therefore, consistent with the overriding principles of

the Management Plan;

• although there are boat ramps nearby {Waitetoko Point and Oruatua), these can only be

accessed by an extremely busy stretch of State Highway 1. Keeping the owners/ occupiers'

motor vessels and trailers off this stretch of road is a far safer option for the general public

(including other Tau po Water users);

• in addition, the nearby boat ramps are often congested at peak times. Keeping the owners/

occupiers' motor vessels and trailers away from these ramps will also reduce congestion at peak

times and, again, is a far safer option;

• the owners/occupiers along the Relevant Lakefront have purchased/ rented their private

residences on the understanding that launching and retrieving vessels from the Relevant

Lakefront is and always will be a permitted activity (as it has been for many years); and

• launching and retrieving vessels from the Relevant Lakefront is now a longstanding tradition and

part of the character of the area (which cannot be said for other parts of the Tau po Waters

which the general rule will (and should) apply).

What outcomes would you like to address with your submission? [give precise details, including the parts 

of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of any conditions sought]: 

We submit that Section 7.2 SMO2 of the Management Plan be amended to include a specific exception 

to allow owners/ occupiers of private residences along the Relevant Lakefront to continue to launch and 

retrieve motor vessels from the Tau po Waters directly in front their properties. 
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5. Your Signature

erson authorised to sign on behalf of submitter: 

Printed name of submitter r person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter 

30/'1 /20 
Date r j 

Please download and complete this form, return to jdelange@doc.govt.nz. You may also mail your 
submission to: J d e  Lange, c/- Department of Conservation, PO Box 528, Taupe 3158 or drop into 
Taupe Office, 37 Motutaiko Street, Taupe 
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Name: 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

Role (if applicable): 

Email: 

Phone: 

Address: 

@'i' wish to keep my contact details confidential 

2. Statement of Support/Opposition

Forthis application I/We

D Support 

3. Hearing Request

8'utral Ooppose 

I/We wish to be heard in support of this submission at a hearing (please tick one).

0Yes �

4. Submission

The specific parts of the application that this submission relates to are:
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Submission 

I refer to Clause 7.8 SMO8 

Brown trout and rainbow trout are not native to New Zealand and cannot be considered 

taonga by Ngati Tuwharetoa. Further, either species of trout cannot be exclusively 

considered as mahinga kai by Ngati Tuwharetoa. 

Brown trout from British stock were introduced into New Zealand in 1867 by the 

Acclimatisation Society to establish recreational fisheries. Rainbow trout were introduced 

from North America in 1883. 

These species of trout were introduced into New Zealand for recreational fishing for the 

benefit of all New Zealanders, both non-Maori and Maori. 

Fishing for trout in Taupo Waters should require the same licence for both non-Maori and 

Tuwharetoa Maori. 

Summary 

Clause 7.8 and its sub-clauses should be amended to reflect the fact that trout are neither 

taonga nor mahinga kai and that identical trout fishing licences should be mandatory for 

both non-Maori and Tuwharetoa Maori. 

The remainder of the consultation document is satisfactory on the understanding that this 

document has been drawn up by both the Crown and the T0wharetoa Maori Trust Board. 
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