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Summary of Submissions

Application # RM16.138 

Oceana Gold (New Zealand) Limited - Oceana (New Zealand) Ltd various 
sites  

Status 
Number of 

Submissions 

Neutral 3 

Opposed 4 

Support 1 

Support With Conditions 1 

Total Number of 
Submissions: 

9 

To Be Heard 
Number of 

Submissions 

No 3 

Yes 6 

Total: 9 
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Submitter 
No 

Submitter Add1 Add2 Add3 Add4 Add5 Add6 Submissions Summary Received Date To Be 
Heard 

Status 

1 C A Howard 
& E M 
Howard 

406 
Horseflat 
Road 

Macraes RD3 Palmerston 9483 Concerns over noise particular 
at night, water quality, 
increased dust and visual 
pollution. Identified concerns 
with road use and associated 
safety.  

18/08/2016 No Neutral 

2 Department 
of 
Conservation 

PO Box 
5244 

Dunedin 9058 Considers that the application 
does not adequately avoid, 
remedy, or mitigate the 
adverse effects of the 
proposed activity. However, 
with further information and 
discussions with the applicant 
etc., the Director-General’s 
concerns may be able to be 
addressed by the imposition of 
appropriate conditions on any 
resource consents which may 
be granted. 

19/08/2016 Yes Opposed 

3 Heritage New 
Zealand 

Attn: Jane 
O'Dea,, 
Heritage 
Adviser 
(Planning) 

PO Box 
5467 

Dunedin 9058 The submission noted the 
heritage values that will be 
potentially affected.  
It is asked that the consent 
shall not be granted until such 
time as appropriate measures 
to avoid, remedy or mitigate 
effects on historic heritage 
values have been identified 
and adopted by the applicant. 
It is also asked that the 
Accidental Discovery Protocol 
be included as a condition of 
consent. The Accidental 
Discovery Protocol was 
attached to the submission. 

19/08/2016 Yes Opposed 

4 Kai Tahu ki 
Otago 
Limited 

PO Box 
446 

Dunedin 9054 Submission lodged on behalf 
Te Rūnanga o Moeraki, Kāti 
Huirapa Rūnanga ki 
Puketeraki and Te Rūnanga o 
Ōtākou. 

19/08/2016 Yes Neutral 
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The submission asked that the 
Consent Authority give effect 
to the objectives and policies 
of the Kāi Tahu ki Otago 
Natural Resource 
Management Plan 2005. It is 
also asked that if the consents 
are to be granted they should 
be subject to conditions that 
achieve: 
- Mitigation of the effects on
water quality in the lower
catchments.
-Protection of in-stream habitat 
for native fisheries, including
non-migratory galaxiid
species.
- The engagement of
Manawhenua in the
development of environmental
offsets that provide for the
restoration and enhancement
of riparian margins and
indigenous biodiversity.
- CIA review conditions and
dispute resolution process (as
amended).
- Emergency plans that
effectively provide for
protection of the quality of the
natural environment in the
event of failure of the waste
rock stacks or Freshwater
Dam.

5 N J Roy Moonlight RD 3 Palmerston 9483 Concerns over roading 
closures, post mining roading 
realignment and potential dust 
emissions. 
Notes that the Assessment of 
Environmental Effects and 
Appendices are not entirely 
faultless and may be bias 
towards the applicant. Asked 
that the applications be 
granted in with appropriate 

19/08/2016 Yes Support 
With 
Conditions 
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conditions of consent. 

6 D B Kinney RD 3 Ranfurly 9397 Concerns that the leachate will 
impact on their current water 
takes. This includes stock and 
domestic water. The 
application does not mention 
the potential impact on 
groundwater and surface 
water users. There are also 
concerns around noise 
created from mining 
operations in particular at 
night. It is asked that potential 
effect on their domestic and 
stock water be assessed and 
that appropriate conditions of 
consent be implemented. It is 
asked that the consent 
authority and the applicant 
consider possible solutions to 
the affect of noise levels on 
their family.  

19/08/2016 No Neutral 

7 M A O'Neill & 
V C O'Neill 

Hyde RD 3 Ranfurly 9397 Support the applications, state 
that Oceana are good 
neighbours and support the 
McRaes community. 
Expect that roading is 
maintained to a high and 
acceptable standard. 

19/08/2016 No Support 

8 M & K 
O'Connell 

47 Hyde 
Street 

Macraes Lives in close proximity to the 
mine and has concerns over 
ongoing effects from noise and 
dust. Ask that a fair decision is 
made with appropriate 
conditions. 

19/08/2016 Yes Opposed 

9 Macraes 
Community 
Inc 

c/- John 
William 
Harvie 

754 
Nenthorn 
Road 

RD 3 Palmerston 9483 John William Harvie submitted 
on behalf of Macraes 
Community Incorporated. 
Raised concerns over road 
use, noise effects, 
rehabilitation plan, weed 
control and water quality. 
Asked that appropriate 

19/08/2016 Yes Opposed 
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upgrades to roading be made, 
strict guidelines on 
rehabilitation plan, hours of 
work, control gorse and broom 
and insure that the dams are 
built. 
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Submission No:

Submission Form 13
File No: RM16.138

This is a Submission on publicly notified resource consent applications pursuant
to the Resource Management Act 1991.

Applicant Details:

Name o f Applicant:
Application Number:
Type and Description o f Applications:
Location:
Legal Description:
NZTM 2000 Map Reference:

Oceana Gold (New Zealand) Limited
RM

}See Appendix One

Submitter Details:
(please print clearly)

Full Name/s RD

Full Postal Address:

Post Code:

(please tick your preferred Daytime contact number)

Work Ph:
Ph:

Mobile Ph:
ddress: b

Signature/s of submitter/s (or person authorised
to sign on o f submitter/s)

Please tick one o f the following submission regarding the applications,
Do you:

Support

Oppose

Do you:
Wish to be
Not wish to be heard

in support o f my/our submission.

PTO

Page 1 4
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Submission No:

If others make a similar submission, I/we will consider presenting a joint case with them

at a hearing.

Yes

No

The parts of the applications that my submission relates to are: (Give details)

My/Our submission is (the reasons for your views, use a separate sheet

seek the following decision from the consent (give precise details,
including the general nature o f any conditions

Date submissions close: 5pm Friday 19 August 2016

A copy o f your submission must be served on the applicant as soon as reasonably

practicable after the service o f your submission on the Otago Regional Council

Address for Otago Regional

Otago Regional Council, Private Bag 1954, Dunedin, 9054

Address for Applicant:

Oceana Gold (New Zealand) Limited, Box 5442, Dunedin 9058 Attention
Jackie St John

Note: The applicant has also applied to the Dunedin City Council and Waitaki District
Council f o r resource consents in respect o f the above Submissions on the
applications made to Dunedin City and Waitaki District Council must be made to
each respectively. Submissions on all aspects o f the application will be heard
together as part o f a joint hearing process involving representatives from Dunedin
Council, Waitaki District Council and Otago Regional Council.

Page 2 o f 4
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Submission No:

Appendix One

General − Land Use Consent
To disturb, deposit and reclaim the bed o f unnamed tributaries of

Maori Hen Creek, Trimbels Gully, Mare Burn and Camp Creek for the purpose of

constructing the Coronation North Waste Rock Stack.

Structure − Land Use Consent
RM16.138.02: To place a structure and disturb the bed o f Coal Creek for the purpose
o f constructing the Coal Creek Freshwater Dam embankment.

Discharge to Water Permits
RM16.138.05, RM16.138.07 and

RM16.138.08: To discharge silt and sediment to water while constructing the

Coronation Waste Rock Stack, to discharge contaminants and water silt

ponds to water, to discharge contaminants to water the base and toe o f the

Coronation Waste Rock Stack, and to discharge water the Coal Creek

Freshwater Dam to water.

Discharge to Land Permits
RM16.138.09 and To discharge waste rock and contaminants

waste rock to land at the Coronation Waste Rock Stack, within the Coronation

Pit and in the Coronation Pit extension.

Surface Water Take Permits
and To take surface water for the of

dewatering Coronation Pit and creating the Coronation Pit Lake.

Groundwater Take Permits
RM16.138.13 and RM16.138.14: To take groundwater for the o f dewatering

Coronation Pit and creating the Coronation Pit Lake.

Divert Permits
5 and RM16.138.16: To around the open known as Coronation

North Pit and to for the o f creating Coal Creek Freshwater Dam.

Dam Water Permits
and To dam water in coronation Pit for the

o f creating the Coronation Pit Lake and for the o f operating

Coal Creek Freshwater Dam.

Discharge to Air Permit
RM16.138.19: To discharge contaminants mining operations and post mining

rehabilitation to air for the o f mining operations at Coronation

Pit, Coronation Pit extension and Coronation Waste Rock Stack.

PTO

Page 3 o f 4
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Submission No:

Location: Macraes Gold Project, approximately 8 kilometres to the north west of

the intersection o f Macraes Road and Red Bank Road, Macraes Flat.

Legal description: Pt Sec 2 V SD, Lot 1 DP 465577, Pt Sec 2 Blk VII

SD, Pt Sec 11 VII SD

Map reference: At and about o f the following locations:

• Coronation Pit NZTM 2000 1394464 E 4978057

Coronation Pit extension NZTM 2000 1396085 E 4977571

Coal Creek Freshwater Dam NZTM 2000 1392744 E 4979436

Coronation Waste Rock Stack NZTM 2000 1395360 E 4978631

Page 4 o f 4
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Craig and Erin Howard

406 Horseflat Rd

Macraes

R D3

Palmerston 9483

15−08−2016

To Whom it may concern;

It is hard to believe that it has been approximately two years since we wrote our first

submission for Oceana Gold's Coronation resource consent application, unfortunately we

are not surprised to be writing a second submission. Oceana Gold is a large company with

many resources and employees. The problem with breaking a project down and doing it in

stages, means; for a small farming family more unpaid time to review, read and write a

submission for the proposed mine project. We need to determine what effect Oceana's

mining activities will have on our home and standard of living. We always worry, have we

read this resource consent thoroughly? Will we miss anything adverse which will affect our

standard of living?

For a majority of the time Oceana has been mining in Macraes the Howard family have had

a good working relationship. I think it is hard for the company to understand what the

negative effects of living with mining are, as if any employees live close to the area in

question. I often see an Oceana Gold employee taking noise readings outside our driveway,

generally in the middle of the day, often when it is windy, making the noise activity hard to

hear, I have yet to see him taking a reading when the trucks are carting on the Coronation

haul road. Although the resource consent application positions us 2km from the mining

operations we are only 1km away from the haul road. We are most effected by the noise

created on the haul road to the Coronation Pit. On cold and frosty nights when the dump

trucks are carting ore we find the noise coming from the road exceedingly loud. Fortunately,

we have found that the trucks seldom operate at night, and during windy conditions the

noise created from the dump trucks on the road reduces to a low drone. In our previous

submission we opposed the Coronation resource consent and requested that the mine

operated only during the day, however this was over ruled. Instead consent conditions were

written to reduce the effects of noise on our home, with thicker glass installed to our

existing double glazing, and a ventilation system for which we are grateful for. I guess going

forward, we would really like to see Oceana be more considerate during times when

weather conditions make the noise from the mine louder and travel further, especially at

night when it is very still or foggy and trucks are still carting.
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Other aspects which concern us as a family will be maintaining the quality of our drinking

water, especially with the waste rock seepage and sulphate concentrations forecasted to

increase in the future. Other negative aspects still remain, such as visual pollution and

increased dust. We disagree with the paragraph written on page 57 of the resource consent

application; "In Practise, although they are public roads, Longdale Road and Horse Flat Rd

will operate as though they are private accessways. They connect only private residences or

agricultural activities, and so will typically be used only by those that are living or working in

the immediate area rather than the general public." This statement could not be further

from the truth. Our roads are used by car clubs, hunters, our local pony club, horse trekkers,

our extended family members, friends, runners and our local school bus. They are not just

to "private accessways" but necessary roads connecting us to our homes, community and

school. I am also concerned about the effect the mine expansion will have on increased

traffic on Horseflat, Matheson and Longdale Rd, especially on our school bus route to

Macraes Moonlight Primary School. Although Oceana have stated that a majority of traffic

will be via the existing haul road, as a driver of the school bus. I have met mine contractors

and Oceana's vehicles on these roads. It would be good if Oceana could be aware of the

local school bus run in their safety procedures and be mindful of the times the school

bus operates, as there are many blind corners on these roads.

Yours Sincerely

Craig & Erin Howard
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From: Herb Familton
To: Submissions
Subject: FW: Oceania Gold :Coronation North Mine
Date: Thursday, 18 August 2016 1:55:42 p.m.
Attachments: image001.jpg

Oceania Gold Corronation North Submission.pdf
OceanaGold Corrnation North cover letter - DOC-2853880.pdf

That should work this time  Thanks

Herb

From: Herb Familton 
Sent: Thursday, 18 August 2016 1:52 p.m.
To: 'submissions@orc.govr.nz' <submissions@orc.govr.nz>;
'resconsent.submission@dcc.govt.nz' <resconsent.submission@dcc.govt.nz>;
'service@waitaki.govt.nz' <service@waitaki.govt.nz>; Jackie St John
<Jackie.StJohn@oceanagold.com>
Cc: Kirstyn Lindsay <Kirstyn.Lindsay@dcc.govt.nz>; Andrew Purves
<andrewpurves@paradise.net.nz>
Subject: Oceania Gold :Coronation North Mine

Enclosed is the DG of Conservation’s submission on the above matter. Please acknowledge
receipt.

Please contact the writer below if you have any questions on this submission.

Herb Familton 
RMA Planner
South Island RMA Shared Services
Operations Group 
Department of Conservation | Te Papa Atawhai 
Phone: 03 371 3751 | VPN 5451 | 027 5367037 
Email:  hfamilton@doc.govt.nz  Web: www.doc.govt.nz
Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hī, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Turoa
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 DOCDM-2853880 
 
 
19 August 2016 
 
 
Otago Regional Council 
Private Bag 1954  
DUNEDIN 9054 
 
Dunedin City Council 
PO Box 5045 
Moray Place 
DUNEDIN 9058 
 
Waitaki District Council 
Private Bag 50058 
Oamaru 
 
 
Attention:   Consents Managers, 
 


DIRECTOR-GENERAL OF CONSERVATION SUBMISSION:  
OCEANA GOLD CORONATION NORTH PROPOSED MINE 


 
I refer to the application by Oceana Gold for a range of resource consents to operate a hard rock gold 
mine by developing a new Coronation North Pit and waste rock stack expansion at Macraes Flat, 
North Otago, including: 
 


 Construction and operation of a 63 hectare Coronation North pit; 


 Extension and Operation of the existing Coronation Pit from 62 to 85 hectares; 


 Construction of the Coronation North Waste Rock Stack of up to 280 million tonnes and 
would cover up to 230 hectares; 


 Creation of Coal Creek Fresh Water Dam to hold up to 685 million litres; and 


 Creation of a pit lake following completion of the mining activity. 
 
Please find enclosed a submission by the Director-General of Conservation (Director-General) in 
respect of this application. Note that it addresses all effects and concerns across the range of 
resource consent activities and Regional / District Council functions and jurisdictions.  
 
The submission opposes the application as notified as the Director-General considers that it does not 
adequately avoid, remedy, or mitigate the adverse effects of the proposed activity. However, with 
further information and discussions with the applicant etc., the Director-General’s concerns may be 
able to be addressed by the imposition of appropriate conditions on any resource consents which 
may be granted.  
 
To progress this matter and ensure the efficient process of the Councils’ hearing, the Director-
General seeks a pre-hearing meeting be held with the applicant to discuss the Director-General’s 







concerns and how these could be addressed should resource consents be granted. I understand the 
applicant would support such an approach, although this will need to be confirmed by Oceana Gold.  
 
 The general concerns of the Director-General include: 
 
The project will result in the loss of much of the narrow leaved snow tussock grassland 
recommended area for protection (RAP) 4: (Trimbells Gully) identified under the Macraes Ecological 
District survey report (1997) for the Protected Natural Areas Programme. As a RAP, at the time of the 
survey this was one of the best remaining areas of native vegetation in the Macraes ED. Although 
subsequently having suffered some modification (particularly loss in tussock stature), the core values 
remain and there is a good ability for recovery with appropriate management. 
 
This Coronation North proposal will result in the loss of natural values, both terrestrial and 
freshwater. The Director-General notes that a “net environmental gain” referred to the Impact 
Management Plan (IMP) for the Coronation North Proposal is Oceana Gold’s Environmental Policy 
and the Director-General supports such an approach for this project. The adverse environmental 
effects of the Coronation North Project need to be appropriately avoided, remedied, mitigated, 
compensated for, or offset. The New Zealand Government has produced “Guidance on Good Practise 
Biodiversity Offsetting in New Zealand” (August 2014), which is relevant in this case.  
 
Section 5 of the IMP attempts to set a financial value on biodiversity by using land values. Such an 
approach is not supported by the Director-General. A preferred approach would be to quantify all 
biodiversity losses, and then to design a protective mechanism and other management that replaces 
the area or species lost to provide ecological additionality and security in perpetuity for these 
ecosystems and species. If Councils are minded to grant these consents, the Director-General 
recommends a three pronged approach as follows; 


1) Protection of an equivalent or greater area of habitat (ideally of greater ecological value 
to what will be lost, and certainly at least of equal value to what will be lost), and 


2) Management to enhance species or ecosystems of importance locally, and 


3) Salvage/transfer of important threatened species. 


An averted loss offset, such as those established by conservation covenanting as provided for under 
the previous OGL Coronation project in 2013, may be an appropriate approach, together with 
management as discussed above, to remove or reduce threats and to confer additional biodiversity 
benefits. However, this approach as currently configured does not account for freshwater 
biodiversity loss.  
 
Overall, the Director-General is of the view that further assessment of an averted loss offset, with 
management where practicable, is generally (but not always) preferable to salvage and translocation 
of individual species.  
 
Discussions and a site visit with OGL and DOC staff have identified some potential areas known as 
“Island Block” and “Sailors Cutting” for such an offset and further discussion with OGL and DCC 
ecologists are required to assess such an approach and confirm their suitability. This assessment 
process ideally will require some caucusing discussions to achieve success, and in the Director-
General’s view these discussions preferably should occur prior to any hearing on this matter, by way 
of pre-hearing meeting or similar, to better inform the Commissioners for the hearing.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
Please contact Herb Familton in the first instance at hfamilton@doc.govt.nz or (027) 5367037 if you 
wish to discuss any of the matters raised in this letter. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 


 
 
Herb Familton 
RMA Planner 
For Director-General 
 
 
cc 
 
Oceana Gold (NZ) Limited 
PO Box 5442 
DUNEDIN  9058 
Attn: Jackie St John 
 
Encl: Director-General’s Submission: Oceana Gold Coronation North Mine 



mailto:hfamilton@doc.govt.nz





Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is
confidential or subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are
notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or data is
prohibited. If you received this email in error, please notify us immediately and erase all
copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the inconvenience. Thank
you.
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 DOCDM-2853880 
 
 
19 August 2016 
 
 
Otago Regional Council 
Private Bag 1954  
DUNEDIN 9054 
 
Dunedin City Council 
PO Box 5045 
Moray Place 
DUNEDIN 9058 
 
Waitaki District Council 
Private Bag 50058 
Oamaru 
 
 
Attention:   Consents Managers, 
 

DIRECTOR-GENERAL OF CONSERVATION SUBMISSION:  
OCEANA GOLD CORONATION NORTH PROPOSED MINE 

 
I refer to the application by Oceana Gold for a range of resource consents to operate a hard rock gold 
mine by developing a new Coronation North Pit and waste rock stack expansion at Macraes Flat, 
North Otago, including: 
 

 Construction and operation of a 63 hectare Coronation North pit; 

 Extension and Operation of the existing Coronation Pit from 62 to 85 hectares; 

 Construction of the Coronation North Waste Rock Stack of up to 280 million tonnes and 
would cover up to 230 hectares; 

 Creation of Coal Creek Fresh Water Dam to hold up to 685 million litres; and 

 Creation of a pit lake following completion of the mining activity. 
 
Please find enclosed a submission by the Director-General of Conservation (Director-General) in 
respect of this application. Note that it addresses all effects and concerns across the range of 
resource consent activities and Regional / District Council functions and jurisdictions.  
 
The submission opposes the application as notified as the Director-General considers that it does not 
adequately avoid, remedy, or mitigate the adverse effects of the proposed activity. However, with 
further information and discussions with the applicant etc., the Director-General’s concerns may be 
able to be addressed by the imposition of appropriate conditions on any resource consents which 
may be granted.  
 
To progress this matter and ensure the efficient process of the Councils’ hearing, the Director-
General seeks a pre-hearing meeting be held with the applicant to discuss the Director-General’s 
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concerns and how these could be addressed should resource consents be granted. I understand the 
applicant would support such an approach, although this will need to be confirmed by Oceana Gold.  
 
 The general concerns of the Director-General include: 
 
The project will result in the loss of much of the narrow leaved snow tussock grassland 
recommended area for protection (RAP) 4: (Trimbells Gully) identified under the Macraes Ecological 
District survey report (1997) for the Protected Natural Areas Programme. As a RAP, at the time of the 
survey this was one of the best remaining areas of native vegetation in the Macraes ED. Although 
subsequently having suffered some modification (particularly loss in tussock stature), the core values 
remain and there is a good ability for recovery with appropriate management. 
 
This Coronation North proposal will result in the loss of natural values, both terrestrial and 
freshwater. The Director-General notes that a “net environmental gain” referred to the Impact 
Management Plan (IMP) for the Coronation North Proposal is Oceana Gold’s Environmental Policy 
and the Director-General supports such an approach for this project. The adverse environmental 
effects of the Coronation North Project need to be appropriately avoided, remedied, mitigated, 
compensated for, or offset. The New Zealand Government has produced “Guidance on Good Practise 
Biodiversity Offsetting in New Zealand” (August 2014), which is relevant in this case.  
 
Section 5 of the IMP attempts to set a financial value on biodiversity by using land values. Such an 
approach is not supported by the Director-General. A preferred approach would be to quantify all 
biodiversity losses, and then to design a protective mechanism and other management that replaces 
the area or species lost to provide ecological additionality and security in perpetuity for these 
ecosystems and species. If Councils are minded to grant these consents, the Director-General 
recommends a three pronged approach as follows; 

1) Protection of an equivalent or greater area of habitat (ideally of greater ecological value 
to what will be lost, and certainly at least of equal value to what will be lost), and 

2) Management to enhance species or ecosystems of importance locally, and 

3) Salvage/transfer of important threatened species. 

An averted loss offset, such as those established by conservation covenanting as provided for under 
the previous OGL Coronation project in 2013, may be an appropriate approach, together with 
management as discussed above, to remove or reduce threats and to confer additional biodiversity 
benefits. However, this approach as currently configured does not account for freshwater 
biodiversity loss.  
 
Overall, the Director-General is of the view that further assessment of an averted loss offset, with 
management where practicable, is generally (but not always) preferable to salvage and translocation 
of individual species.  
 
Discussions and a site visit with OGL and DOC staff have identified some potential areas known as 
“Island Block” and “Sailors Cutting” for such an offset and further discussion with OGL and DCC 
ecologists are required to assess such an approach and confirm their suitability. This assessment 
process ideally will require some caucusing discussions to achieve success, and in the Director-
General’s view these discussions preferably should occur prior to any hearing on this matter, by way 
of pre-hearing meeting or similar, to better inform the Commissioners for the hearing.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

16



 
Please contact Herb Familton in the first instance at hfamilton@doc.govt.nz or (027) 5367037 if you 
wish to discuss any of the matters raised in this letter. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 

 
 
Herb Familton 
RMA Planner 
For Director-General 
 
 
cc 
 
Oceana Gold (NZ) Limited 
PO Box 5442 
DUNEDIN  9058 
Attn: Jackie St John 
 
Encl: Director-General’s Submission: Oceana Gold Coronation North Mine 
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