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Part 1 – Resource Consent Application Forms 

 

Form 9 of the Resource Management Act  
Application for Resource Consent under Section 88 of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

To:  Otago Regional Council 

  Private Bag 1954 

  Dunedin 

 

Applicant:  Long Gully Race Society Incorporated 

Address: c/- Robin Dicey, 266 Felton Road, Cromwell, 9384 

Phone:  027 445 1006 [Robin Dicey] 

Email:    rhmdicey@gmail.com [Robin Dicey] 

  

Consultant: Sally Dicey 

  Environmental Planner 

  McKeague Consultancy  

sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz 

 

The applicant applies for the resource consents described below: 

 A water permit - to take 56 litres per second of water from Long Gully, a tributary of the 

Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan 

1  The names and addresses of the owner and occupier which this application relates are: 

Owner:   Long Gully Race Society Inc 

Occupiers:   Various, as described in Table 1 

 

2  The location of the proposed activity (at the point of take) is: 

Grid reference:  NZMS 260 F41:034-629  

Legal description:  Pt Sec 51 Blk II Cromwell SD (land adjacent to point of take) 

3 A description of the activities to which the application relates is: 

To take surface water for the purpose of irrigation, industrial use, storage, domestic use, and stock 

drinking water. 

4 The following additional resource consents are required in relation to this proposal and 

have or have not been applied for: 

 No others are required. 

mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz
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5  Assessment of environmental effects 

Attached in accordance with the Fourth Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991, is an 

assessment of environmental effects in the detail that corresponds with the scale and significance of 

the effects that the proposed activity may have on the environment in accordance with Section 88 

of, and the Fourth Schedule to, the Act. 

6 Further Information 

Attached is information (if any), required to be included in the application by the district plan, 

regional plan, the Resource Management Act 1991, or any regulations made under the Act or 

regulations.  

By signing this form the signatory is: 

a) agreeing to pay all actual and reasonable application processing costs incurred by the Otago 
Regional Council and, 

b) stating that the information given in the application is true and correct to the best of his/her 
knowledge and belief.  
 

 

…………………………………………………….. 

Signature of applicant or person authorised to sign on behalf of applicant 

27 June 2017 

............................. 

Date 

Address for Service for purpose of processing this consent application: 

McKeague Consultancy 

Attention: Sally Dicey 

  Resource Management Planner 

Email:   sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz 

Postal:   PO Box 1320  

Dunedin 9054 

Telephone No: 03 477 9242 

Mobile No: 021 154 6568 
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Form 4 of the Otago Regional Council  
 

The information required by Form 1 and 4 of the Otago Regional Council is included in Form 9 above 

and the supporting information and assessment of environmental effects following. 
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Part 2 – Supporting Information 

1. Introduction   
 

This is an application to replace an: 

 Existing Deemed Permit 

 Current Consent No: 2000.173.V1 

 Expiry Date:  1 Oct 2021 

 Current Consented Abstraction: 200,000 l/hour or 4,800,000 l/day (56 l/s) 

1.1 Water Management Group – Incorporated Society 
Long Gully Race Society (LGRS) was established in 2011.  A constitution and water supply agreement 

govern the management of the race and distribution of water amongst shareholders. 

Prior to LGRS this consent was one consent shared between a number of water users – this situation 

had evolved over time as land was subdivided. 

LGRS abstracts water and distributes it via 120 shares, divided amongst 14 shareholders, as outlined 

in Table 1 below.  

Table 1: LGRS shareholders and properties where LGRS water is used 

Landowner/ Water User Share Legal Description where water 
used 

Address  

320 Felton Road Partnership 
Coutts & Forsyth  
 

2 Lot 7 Deposited Plan 27311 320 Felton Road, Bannockburn, 
Cromwell 9384 

Clyde Orchards 44 Lot 8 DP 27311 Felton Road 
 

Terra Sancta 2 Lot 1 DP 21102 306 Felton Road 
 

Felton Road Wines Ltd 12 Lot 1 DP 377436  
Lot1 DP 429036  
Lot 3 DP466236  
Lot 1 DP 466 236 
 

319 Felton Road, 
180 and 124 Felton Road 

Mt Difficulty Wines Ltd 16 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Lot 2 DP 320845  
Lot 1 DP320845  
Lot 3 DP 25990  
Lot 1 DP 23478  
Lot 4 DP 377436 
Lot 2 DP 300780 
Lot 2 DP 466236 

266 Felton Road 
196B Felton Road 
319 Felton Road 
201 Felton Road 
75 Felton Road 
 

Legend Terrace Vineyard 5 Lot 2 DP 377936 Beaton Track, Felton Road 
 

N & J Barker 2 Lot 4 DP 379936 259 Felton Road 
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Wanaka Road Wines /Mount 
Edward 

16 Lot 1, 4 DP 398105 264 Felton Road 

R&M Dicey Trust  6 Lot 5 DP 379936 265 Felton Road 
 

Crosbie / Defiance Vineyard 5 Lot 1 DP 379936 
 

263 Felton Road 
 

Macalistair Trustees Ltd 
[McLachlan] 

2 Lot 2 and 3 DP 398105  246 Felton Road 

Gate 20 Two Vineyard 4 Lot 2 DP 330243 
Lot 1 DP 330243 
 

143 Felton Road 

AG and AB Thomson as 
Trustees of Thomson Family 
Trust 

2 Lot 1 DP 24757 Lot 6 DP 26776 
Secs 1-3 SO 300354 
 

101 Felton Road 

Kershaw / Leslie 2 Lot 3 DP 379936 Felton Road 
 

 

2. Description of Activity 

2.1. Location 
The water take is situated on Long Gully, at the base of Mt Difficulty in Bannockburn, Central Otago.  

Water from this take supplies a number of properties situated along Felton Road. 

 

Figure 1: Long Gully and Location of Intake 

 

2.2. Overview of water takes and use 
Water is taken from Long Gully via an open channel.  It is gravity fed primarily by open race with 

sections of pipeline to 6 small holding dams.  The majority of shareholders take water from two of 

these dams, known as Sam’s Dam (750m3 in capacity) and Target Gully Dam (3,000 m3). The other 

dams are owned and utilised by individual shareholders: 

Long Gully 
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 Clyde Orchards:  1,000 m3 

 Felton Road:   3,000 m3 

 Crosbie:   1,000 m3 

 Wanaka Road Wines:     750 m3 

 Gate 20 Two:   1,400 m3 

The race is piped along small sections, where necessitated by terrain.  The race is maintained on a 

voluntary basis, with all shareholders taking responsibility for this on a monthly roster basis.   

Sam’s Dam is the last dam in LGRS’s system. This dam is kept full to ensure sufficient water is 

available for shareholders.   The spillway for this dam is linked to a small dam adjacent to Bailey’s 

Gully and Felton Road.  Felton Road has rights to this dam and irrigates 2 vineyard blocks from this 

dam.  

The Calvert’s dam has a spillway which releases water into Bailey’s Gully. This overflow system from 

Sam’s Dam and the Calvert’s dam acts as a safety release valve in the LGRS irrigation system and is 

vital given the small size of Sam’s Dam to ensure it does not overtop, erode or fail.  Bailey’s Gully 

would otherwise be dry except when carrying flood flow, and there are no surface water takes from 

Bailey’s Gully. 

Each LGRS shareholder is responsible for taking the appropriate amount of water.  Management of 

the group under its constitution combined with the capacity of each shareholder’s off-take 

infrastructure reduces any potential for any shareholder taking more than their share.  No issues 

have been experienced with this approach to proportional use.  

The intake site, race and pipeline route, and area of land irrigated by this water are shown in Figure 

2 and in the schematic in Figure 3. 
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Figure 2: LGRS Command Area, showing irrigation areas by type of land use 
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Figure 3: Schematic of LGRS system (shows approximate routes and locations only) 

As shown in Figure 2 and outlined in Table 2, the majority of the area irrigated by water from the 

LGRS take is irrigation of viticulture.  Density of plantings on these vineyards varies, depending 

largely on the soils on specific properties and the trellis system used.   Vine density ranges from 1666 

vines per hectare up to 4,667 vines per hectare.  Vineyards are irrigated using drippers or trickle 

irrigation. 

The remaining areas irrigated by LGRS water are for horticulture and pasture/lifestyle/amenity land-

uses.  Horticulture includes 6 hectares of commercial horticulture (cherries), amenity areas 

(including trees) around Terra Sancta vineyard and winery as well as a small amount of horticulture 

connected to a lifestyle block.   Pasture includes an area adjacent to Felton Road’s winery or 

vineyards, and irrigation around a number of lifestyle blocks.    The cherries are irrigated via sprinkler 

irrigation, as are the pasture and larger amenity areas around vineyards and wineries (which are by 

k-line or sprinkler irrigation), while smaller amenity/lifestyle areas utilise garden sprinklers.  Water is 

also used for frost-fighting on the cherry orchard. 

Water needs by each shareholder vary greatly, depending on the nature of the land-use, soil type, 

irrigation system and density of vines per hectare.   
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Table 2: Irrigation by LGRS Shareholder and land use type  

Owner  
Viticulture Area* 

(Ha) 
Horticulture 
Area*(Ha) 

Pasture 
Area* (Ha) 

Mt Difficulty 50 0 0 

Legends Terrace 9 0 0 

Felton Road 28.6 0 24  

Clyde Orchards 0 15 0 

Thomson 0 0 1.3 

Gate 20 Two 6 0 0 

Barkers 0 4 1.2 

Crosbie 10 0 0 

Terra Sancta 11 0 3.2 

Kershaw 6  0 0 

Macalister Trust  0 0 1.1 

Forsyth  0.6 0 1.3 

Wanaka Rd Wines 8.6 0 0  

Total Area Irrigated (Ha) 129.8 19 32.1 
 *Areas include 32 ha in total that is being or will be developed and irrigated as follows: Clyde Orchards -  9 ha 

of horticulture; Felton Road -  19 ha of pasture; Kerhsaw  - 3 ha of viticulture; Crosbie -  1 ha of viticulture 

A minimal amount of water is used for stock drinking-water purposes, with 50 goats, 4 cows and 6 

sheep being supplied with LGRS water.  Water needed for stock drinking water has been assessed 

based on ORC guidelines on how many litres per head per day is appropriate.   

In addition, water is used year round in 2 wineries, Felton Road and Terra Sancta, with the peak for 

water use in these wineries occurring during harvest (March – May inclusive). LGRS water is also 

used to supply 3 households with domestic water.    

a) Efficiency of Use 

The clearest method of determining whether LGRS use water efficiently for irrigation is to assess the 

applicant’s abstraction records and assess these records against Aqualinc’s assessment of an 

efficient use of water, taking into account the type of irrigation that the water is used for, and the 

area that this occurs over.  

This assessment is shown in Tables 3 - 5 (below).  Table 5 shows that the total monthly use of water 

(if it is assumed to all be used for irrigation), is efficient, as defined by Aqualinc.  This is established 

by comparing the maximum monthly volume taken (see Table 3) with total monthly need/maximum 

efficient use (as determined by Aqualinc) for area in Table 4.   The monthly need takes into account 

land use types and the size of the area irrigated by three different types of land use. 

It is important to note that not all of the water used by LGRS is for irrigation, due to out-of- season 

use of the water in wineries (not for irrigation) as explained in more detail below.   
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Table 3: Summary Table of actual Maximum Monthly and Annual Volumes abstracted for each 

Year.   

Season (1st July -
30th June)  Max Monthly Volume Taken (m3) 

Annual Volume Taken 
(m3) 

2012-13 79,879 (April) 278,0001 

 

2013-14 93,360 (April) 459,077 

2014-15 93,315 (February) 486,640 

2015-16 95,186 (January) 485,051 

2016-17 89,388 (February) 474,0882 

 
1half a season of data  
2 until 1 June 2017 

 

Table 4: Monthly and Seasonal Water Demand Based on Aqualinc (2006) Figures for the Upper 

Clutha Sub-Region. 

Land use Area 
(Hectares) 

Aqualinc 
Monthly 
Volume 
(m3/hectare) 

Monthly 
Need for area 
(m3) 

Aqualinc 
Annual 
Volume 
(m3/hectare) 

Annual Need 
for area (m3) 

Viticulture 130 720 93,600 
 

1,650 
214,500 

Horticulture 19 1,280 24,320 3,280 62,320 

Pasture 32 1,575 50,400 6,750 216,000 

Total   168,320  519,820 

 

Table 5: Actual use (based on abstraction data) versus Aqualinc assessment of efficient use / need 

Maximum monthly 
volume taken (m3) 

Aqualinc assessment 
of monthly need (m3) 

Maximum annual 
volume taken (m3) 

Aqualinc assessment of 
annual 
need (m3) 

95,186 
(Jan 15/16) 

168,320 486,640  
(2014-15) 

519,820 

 

b) Winter use of water 

The use of LGRS water in the two wineries and for domestic purposes means that the LGRS race runs 

intermittently during winter for the purpose of filling the Felton Road Winery dam and domestic 

water tanks and Terra Sancta’s winery water tanks.    As with all off-takes from the scheme, the off-

takes for the wineries and domestic users are only designed to take a proportion of the water from 

the race. 
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This winter use of water is an important component of the water used by LGRS.  Accordingly 

continued access to winter water from Long Gully is necessary for LGRS. 

2.3. Water monitoring  
LGRS’s abstraction has been monitored since January 2013.  Abstraction records show consistent use 

up to 56 l/s, as shown in Figure 4. 

 

Figure 4: LGRS’s Instantaneous Rate of Abstraction (l/s) from 6/01/2013 to 30/052017 

LGRS’s monitoring device is situated approximately 1 km down its race due to lack of telemetry at 

the intake site.   An exemption was obtained for this monitoring site (WEX 0017).  The intake site has 

a by-wash which ensures excess water from freshes re-enters Long Gully. 

Where LGRS’s monitoring data shows spikes above the permitted abstraction rate, these are likely to 

be caused by heavy rainfall run-off from the slope of the hillside entering the race between the in-

take site and the monitoring device, as thunder-plumps are not uncommon in this area.  Spikes in 

the monitoring data can also be caused in winter by a film of ice forming and resulting in a false level 

being recorded by the monitoring device, or a build-up of debris behind the monitoring device which 

results in a back -up of water and a falsely high reading. LGRS are actively working to reduce 

avoidable instances of false data readings by regularly checking the monitoring device. 

Maximum monthly use of water and the annual volume of water are shown in Table 3 above – this is 

based on LGRS’s abstraction data. 

 



 

12 
 

2.4. Impact of Seasonal Extremes 
Central Otago experienced drier than normal seasons in both 2014/15 and 2015/16, with Alexandra 

recording its 4th lowest rainfall for the period since records began (1983) for both of these seasons.   

In contrast the 2016/17 was cooler than usual (with Alexandra recording the 4th lowest mean 

minimum air temperature since records began in 1929).   

These seasonal extremes are likely to have had an impact on the amount of water abstracted during 

these years, as flows in Long Gully are likely to have been lower during the 2014/15 and 2015/16 

seasons, while a cooler summer in 2016/17 is likely to have resulted in less water being required for 

irrigation.   

2.5. Summary of Abstraction Requested 
 

LGRS have an established history of use of water from its Long Gully abstraction.   

LGRS use water for irrigation efficiently, as calculated by Aqualinc.  Water is also used throughout 

winter for industrial (winery) and domestic purposes. 

The maximum annual volume requested is based on existing annual use (as this has been established 

as an efficient use of this water – see Section 2.2(a)) with an allowance made in the annual and 

monthly allocation limits for the potential impact of seasonal extremes on the amount abstracted 

during the period of monitoring undertaken by LGRS, combined with an efficient allocation for the 

small area proposed to be developed for irrigation at the time this application was lodged. 

Accordingly LGRS are seeking: 

 A maximum abstraction rate of 56 l/s 

 A maximum monthly volume of 170,000 m3 

 A maximum annual volume of 520,000m3 

Under its existing permit LGRS could abstract up to 1,752,000m3 annually.  The maximum annual 

volume sought under this application represents a significant reduction in this annual allocation.  In 

addition, if water was being used to irrigate pasture only, LGRS would be likely to be using (and 

applying for) approximately 1,221,750m3 per year (based on an irrigation area of 181 ha x 

6,750m3/ha as per Aqualinc’s calculation of efficient use for pasture in this area). 

Accordingly the monthly and annual volumes sought in this application are considered to reflect a 

highly efficient use of the water sought, and represent a significant reduction in over-allocation. 
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3. Environmental Setting 
 

3.1. Hydrology of Long Gully 
Long Gully drains a 23km2 catchment that flows into the Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan.  Flow 

records were collected by the ORC from December 2011 to April 2013 from a monitoring site located 

immediately above LGRS’s point of take.  

These records show that Long Gully is dominated by low stable flows. Generally the summer flow 

pattern for Long Gully is characterised by low flows interspersed with sharp peaks due to rain 

events.  Higher sustained flows were noted from August to November due to rain and snow melt. 

 

Table 8: Characteristics of Long Gully Near LGRS Point of Take 

Characteristic At/Near Point of Take 

Type of Waterbody Creek/Stream – perennial in mid to upper reaches, 
ephemeral in lower reaches (over 1km) 

Average Channel Width  1 m 

Average Channel Depth 0.5m – 1m 

Bed of watercourse Sandy, silty loams with gravels and rocks 

Minimum flow rates 19 l/s  

Maximum flow rates 568 l/s 

Source of Flow Data Based on ORC flow site 3km upstream Dec 11 – April 
13  

 

The hydrology of Long Gully is described in further detail in Appendix A. 

3.2. Climate  
This area is characterised by short, very hot, dry summers, and very cold winters.  Rainfall is low, 

with the median annual rainfall ranging between 451 and 500 mm, but in a dry year rainfall can be 

as low as 351mm annually (source: http://growotago.orc.govt.nz/). 

3.3. Soils 
Soils in the command area are raw, recent soils and podzol soils consisting generally of shallow to 

moderately deep fine sandy loams and stony sands (see Figure 5).  Soils on the river terrace are well 

drained with very low profile available water.  Soils on the hills to the south of Felton Road are 

moderately drained and have low profile available water. 

http://growotago.orc.govt.nz/
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Figure 5: Soil types of properties irrigated with LGRS water (source: http://growotago.orc.govt.nz/)  

4. Legislative Analysis 
 

4.1. Resource Management Act 
The Resource Management Act provides for the sustainable management of New Zealand’s natural 

resources, and sets out the roles and responsibilities of central and local government in doing so. 

Under the s14 of the Resource Management Act the taking and use of surface water can be 

authorised by a rule in a regional plan or by a resource consent.    

4.2. National Policy Statement on Freshwater Management (2014) 
A key planning instrument under the RMA is the National Policy Statement on Freshwater 

Management (NPSFM). The NPSFM aims to recognise the national significance of fresh water by 

promoting the sustainable use of water, through the setting of environmental limits based on a 

more nationally consistent approach that is scientifically robust.   

While it is primarily relevant to the setting of objectives by the Otago Regional Council for the 

management of freshwater, it may still inform the approach to be taken at a consent level. 

Objectives of the NPSFM include: 

Objective B1: To safeguard the life-supporting capacity, ecosystem processes and indigenous 

species including their associated ecosystems of fresh water, in sustainably managing the 

taking, using, damming, or diverting of fresh water. 

http://growotago.orc.govt.nz/
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Objective B2: To avoid any further over-allocation of fresh water and phase out existing over-

allocation. 

Objective B3: To improve and maximise the efficient allocation and efficient use of water. 

This application is consistent with these objectives.  Natural flows below the point of take in Long 

Gully are ephemeral, and there are very limited ecological values in this reach of the waterway.  In 

addition, the applicant is seeking to replace an existing permit to take surface water, supported by 

monitoring data, and can clearly show that water is used in an efficient manner. 

4.3. Otago Regional Council Regional Policy Statement  
Both the RPS and the Proposed RPS include objectives which focus on enabling sustainable and 

efficient use while also maintaining, enhancing and protecting values associated with waterways, 

including iwi values, and include policies to achieve these.  This application is considered to be 

consistent with these objectives and policies. 

4.4. Otago Regional Council:  Regional Plan: Water for Otago 
The Otago Regional Council’s Regional Plan: Water for Otago (RPW) contains objectives, policies and 

rules addressing the taking and use of water in Otago, including rules which require a resource 

consent for the taking and use of water in certain circumstances. 

 

RPW objectives, policies and rules relating to water use and management form a framework that 

aims to recognise existing use of water, reduce over-allocation, increase efficiency of use and 

safeguard the life-supporting capacity and natural character of Otago’s water resources. 

a) Status of Activity 

This application is for the replacement of a deemed permit, that was a renewal of a mining right 

originally granted in 1905.  This activity has a restricted discretionary activity status under Rule 

12.1.4.5, and the taking and use of water has primary allocation status. 

The matters to which Council has restricted its discretion are set out in Rule 12.1.4.8: 

Rule 12.1.4.8  - Restricted discretionary activity considerations 

In considering any resource consent for the taking and use of water in terms of Rules 12.1.4.2 

to 12.1.4.7 and 12.2.3.1A, the Otago Regional Council will restrict the exercise of its 

discretion to the following: 

(i) The primary and supplementary allocation limits for the catchment; and 

(ii) Whether the proposed take is primary or supplementary allocation for the catchment; 

and 

(iii) The rate, volume, timing and frequency of water to be taken and used; and 

(iv) The proposed methods of take, delivery and application of the water taken; and 

(v) The source of water available to be taken; and 

(vi) The location of the use of the water, when it will be taken out of a local catchment; and 

(vii) Competing lawful local demand for that water; and 

(viii) The minimum flow to be applied to the take of water, if consent is granted; and 
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(ix) Where the minimum flow is to be measured, if consent is granted; and 

(x) The consent being exercised or suspended in accordance with any Council approved 

rationing regime; and 

(xi) Any need for a residual flow at the point of take; and 

(xii) Any need to prevent fish entering the intake and to locate new points of take to avoid 

adverse effects on fish spawning sites; and 

(xiii) Any effect on any Regionally Significant Wetland or on any regionally significant 

wetland value; and 

(xiv) Any financial contribution for regionally significant wetland values or Regionally 

Significant Wetlands that are adversely affected; and 

(xv) Any actual or potential effects on any groundwater body; and 

(xvi) Any adverse effect on any lawful take of water, if consent is granted, including potential 

bore interference; and 

(xvii) Whether the taking of water under a water permit should be restricted to allow the 

exercise of another water permit; and 

(xviii) Any arrangement for cooperation with other takers or users; and 

(xix) Any water storage facility available for the water taken, and its capacity; and 

(xx) The duration of the resource consent; and 

(xxi) The information, monitoring and metering requirements; and 

(xxii) Any bond; and 

(xxiii)The review of conditions of the resource consent; and 

(xxiv) For resource consents in the Waitaki catchment the matters in (i) to (xxiii) above, as 

well as matters in Policies 6.6A.1 to 6.6A.6. 

These matters, where relevant, are addressed throughout this document. 

b) Relevant Policies 

Key policies of relevance to this application include: 

Policy 6.4.0A  - To ensure that the quantity of water granted to take is no more than that 

required for the purpose of use taking into account:  

(a) How local climate, soil, crop or pasture type and water availability affect the quantity of 

water required; and 

(b) The efficiency of the proposed water transport, storage and application system. 

The efficiency of the use of water by Long Gully was established in Section 2.2. 

 

Policy 6.4.2A - Where an application is received to take water and Policy 6.4.2(b) applies to 

the catchment, to grant from within primary allocation no more water than has been taken 

under the existing consent in at least the preceding five years, except in the case of 

registered community drinking water supply where an allowance may be made for growth 

that is reasonably anticipated. 

LGRS have an abstraction record that establishes a clear history of use.  The explanation to this 

policy states that “In all cases, the effect of seasonal extremes will be considered.”  When the effect 

of the seasonal extremes experienced over period of monitoring is considered, the monthly and 

annual allocation sought by this application is considered reasonable. 
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Accordingly, this application is considered to be consistent with both these policies. 

 

c) Application of a Residual Flow 

Policy 6.4.7 sets out the basis of establishing a residual flow. 

Policy 6.4.7 -  The need to maintain a residual flow at the point of take will be considered 

with respect to any take of water, in order to provide for the aquatic ecosystem and natural 

character of the source water body. 

 

This policy makes it clear that residual flows are limited to the provision of the aquatic ecosystem 

and natural character of the source water body.  In this case the source water body is Long Gully. 

As outlined in the report in Appendix A, Long Gully is naturally an ephemeral waterway in its lower 

reaches, below the LGRS point of take.  This means that even without any abstraction by LGRS, Long 

Gully would naturally go dry below LGRS’s point of take during periods of low flow (as measured at 

or above the LGRS point of take).   This is the ‘natural character’ of Long Gully, and as such a residual 

flow is not necessary to provide for this natural character.  

In addition, there are very limited in-stream ecological values associated with Long Gully, and these 

will be non-existent when the lower reaches of Long Gully (below the LGRS point of take) are dry.  As 

these lower reaches would be dry regardless of the LGRS abstraction, a residual flow is not 

considered justified in terms of providing for aquatic eco-system values. 

On this basis, a residual flow is not considered appropriate for the LGRS abstraction. 

5. Consideration of Alternatives 
Mt Difficulty Wines Ltd and Terra Sancta each own infrastructure (pumps and pipelines) which 

enables them to take water from Lake Dunstan in compliance with permitted activity rules (i.e. it 

does not exceed 100 litres per second, or 1,000,000 litres per day from Lake Dunstan).   

This alternative supply is not sufficient for all of Mt Difficulty Wines’ irrigation needs and only 

supplements rather than replaces the water Mt Difficulty receives via its shares in LGRS. 

Terra Sancta is a very small shareholder of LGRS (2 shares), and thus cannot rely on LGRS water 

alone for all their irrigation needs.   

LGRS shareholders Felton Road Wines Ltd, Crosbie and Wanaka Road Wines Ltd, are also 

shareholders of the Felton Road Joint Irrigation Scheme (FRJIS) and have rights to water from that 

scheme also.  

However the infrastructure associated with FRJIS is such that Felton Road’s winery and the vineyard 

blocks around the winey cannot access water from FRJIS.  
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While the Crosbie’s are entitled to water from FRJIS they have no infrastructure (pipes or dams) or 

access agreements to convey this water to their property and use it there.  Because of these barriers 

the Crosbie’s have never used water from the FRJIS intake. 

Wanaka Road Wines Ltd has 16 shares in LGRS, but during periods of low flow in Long Gully (and 

thus more limited supply by LGRS), Wanaka Road Wines Ltd utilises FRJIS water and leaves a greater 

proportion of the water they are entitled to from LGRS for use by other LGRS shareholders.  This 

equates to flow sharing during times of low flow, and highlights the importance of LGRS water, as 

the majority of shareholders do not have an alternative supply available to them. 

It is crucial to note that Mt Difficulty Wines and FRJIS infrastructure pre-dates Contact Energy’s 

consent relating to the Clyde Dam. Both of these parties are members of the Kawarau Arm Siltation 

Action Group Incorporated (KASAG).  This group obtained consent conditions on Contact Energy’s 

consent which requires Contact Energy to ensure the Mt Difficulty Wines and FRJIS abstraction from 

Lake Dunstan remains operational, and to bear financial responsibility for this.  Abstractions 

established after this time do not benefit from these consent conditions. 

The Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan has the characteristics of a braided river rather than a lake, and 

can regularly carry silt laden flood waters, originating from the headwaters.  This often occurs while 

there is low to no rainfall in the Long Gully catchment, so the Long Gully water will be silt free.   

The high levels of silt in the Kawarau Arm mean that abstraction from there can only be via an 

infiltration gallery.  Without this the dripper irrigation system used by the vineyards would fail to 

operate due to the silty nature of the water in the Kawarau Arm.   The existing infiltration gallery 

servicing Mt Difficulty Wines and FRJIS has recently been reconstructed, with the costs of this being 

met by Contact Energy, as required by Contact Energy’s consent conditions.  Due to the dynamic 

nature of the Kawarau Arm, including rising river levels due to siltation, the infiltration gallery will 

need to be rebuilt and raised periodically in the future.  This work is very expensive, but these costs 

are met by Contact Energy.   Mt Difficulty and Felton Road, Terra Sancta, Crosbie and Wanaka Road 

Wines Ltd (as part of FRJIS) and Mt Difficulty are the only LGRS shareholders with a share in the 

ownership of this infiltration gallery. 

Increasing abstraction from the Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan would be prohibitively expensive and 

incredibly difficult to establish.  A new infiltration gallery would need to be constructed, and as there 

is no room at the site of the existing infiltration gallery servicing Mt Difficulty and FRJIS, a new site 

would need to be identified.  Agreement would need to be obtained from LINZ and Contact Energy 

to occupy a site directly adjacent to the Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan.  Contact Energy is unlikely to 

give its approval to this, as it is actively discouraging new abstractions from Lake Dunstan.   

Easements would also be necessary for the pipeline and power supply route from the Kawarau Arm, 

and there is no guarantee that these could be obtained from private landowners.  If all of these 

factors could be overcome, and a new infiltration gallery was constructed, it would need to be 

constructed to a very high standard - at a high cost - to withstand the strong, silt laden flows in the 

Kawarau Arm.  High levels of ongoing maintenance and periodic reconstruction of the infiltration 

gallery would be necessary.  The very high costs associated with an infiltration gallery would be 
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borne entirely by the owners (rather than by Contact Energy).   There would also be high ongoing 

operational costs, with water being double or triple pumped before being used. 

The combination of these factors means that water in the Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan is not a 

viable alternative to any portion of the LGRS abstraction from Long Gully.  Felton Road, Terra Sancta, 

Crosbie and Wanaka Road Wines Ltd, as members of FRJIS, and Mt Difficulty cannot increase the 

amount that they can currently abstract from Lake Dunstan, and other abstractors would find it 

incredibly difficult and expensive to establish and maintain a new abstraction from the Kawarau Arm 

of Lake Dunstan. 

6. Assessment of Environmental Effects 

6.1 Introduction 
The RPW primarily focuses on the effects of water abstraction on the water body that the water is 

taken from, particularly in relation to ecological values, natural character, amenity and iwi values. 

The effects on waterways from utilising water (including by irrigation) are largely addressed through 

RPW provisions on water quality.  Those using water for farming purposes are required to comply 

with these provisions – this assessment of effects on the environment (AEE) is premised on the basis 

that the applicant will meet the expectations for water quality set out in the RPW. 

In contrast the RPW recognises that the economic and social effects of water abstraction are linked 

to its use, and this AEE also takes this approach. 

6.2 Effects on Ecological Values 
NIWA’s Freshwater Fish Database for Long Gully contains 3 records, with only one listing the 

presence of a trout.  Brown trout have also been observed in Long Gully.   

As noted in Appendix A, Long Gully is likely to contain very limited values for trout spawning due to 

relatively low flows from May to September combined with losses in the lower reaches of Long 

Gully.   

There are no records of native fish species in Long Gully.  As noted in the assessment of Long Gully’s 

hydrology (in Appendix A) during periods of low flows in the upper reaches of Long Gully, the lower 

reaches of Long Gully will be dry, regardless of the LGRS abstraction.  This means that even if native 

fish are present in Long Gully, there would be no habitat available to them in the lower reaches of 

Long Gully during these periods, regardless of the LGRS abstraction.  

In summary, very limited aquatic ecological values are present in Long Gully, particularly below the 

LGRS point of take.  The natural hydrology of Long Gully is considered to have the greatest influence 

and impact on limiting these values, due to the losing reach below the LGRS point of take and the 

relatively low flows during winter.   On this basis the LGRS abstraction is considered to have very 

minor adverse effects on ecological values in Long Gully. 
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In addition, Long Gully makes a very limited, if any, flow contribution to Lake Dunstan, particularly 

during the drier periods, and provides limited spawning value for the trout fishery in Lake Dunstan.  

On this basis the LGRS abstraction is considered to have very minor, if any, adverse effects on 

ecological values in Lake Dunstan. 

6.3 Effects on Cultural Values 
Kai Tahu is the principal Māori iwi of the southern region of New Zealand.  In Otago the four 

Papatipu Rünaka and associated whänau and röpü are:  

 Te Rünanga o Moeraki 

 Käti Huirapa Rünaka ki Puketeraki  

 Te Rünanga o Ötäkou  

 Hokonui Rünanga 

Associated whänau and röpü include: 

 Moturata Taieri Whänau  

 Waikoau Ngäi Tahu Rünanga  

The four Papatipu Rünaka of Otago worked to develop the Käi Tahu Ki Otago Natural Resource 

Management Plan (2005) (NRMP).   This is the principal planning document for Käi Tahu ki Otago 

(KTKO), a consultancy service acting on behalf of these Rünaka. 

The over-arching principles governing the NRMP include that of kaitiakitaka (guardianship, care, wise 

management), including kaitiakitaka of waterways. 

KTKO’s NRMP identifies issues for the Otago Region as a whole, and these include over-allocation of 

water and inefficient use of water.  Relevant policies focus on only granting the amount of water 

necessary for the proposed use of water and to encourage efficient use of water. 

Issues and policies are also set out for the Clutha/Mata-au Catchment and include a focus on the 

impacts of the dams within the catchment, bio-diversity, and protection of wahi-tapu.  Policies of 

relevance to this application focus on the encouragement of sound environmental practices and 

sustainable land use (10.2.3.9 and 10). 

Schedule 1D of the ORC’s RPW lists a range of spiritual and cultural beliefs, values and uses of 

significance to Kai Tahu associated with waterways.  Nothing is listed for Long Gully. 

As noted in Section 6.2 and in Appendix A, the natural hydrological characteristics of Long Gully have 

the greatest impact on ecological values in Long Gully, including instream bio-diversity, and the LGRS 

abstraction is considered to have very minor adverse effects on ecological values. 

The LGRS abstraction is within the primary allocation limit for Lake Dunstan, and is used efficiently, 

as outlined in Section 2.2.   

No known wahi tapu sites, trails, or presence of cultural materials are known to the applicant within 

Long Gully. 
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Accordingly the potential adverse effects of continued abstraction by LGRS (as outlined in this 

application), on cultural values is considered to be very minimal. 

 

6.4 Effects on Recreational Values 
Long Gully is a small waterway with limited flow and limited access.  It is surrounded by privately 

owned land (much of which does not have an associated dwelling situated on the property), and is 

not adjacent to formed public roads.   

In addition, as noted in Appendix A, Long Gully makes a very limited, if any, contribution as spawning 

habitat for the trout fishery in Lake Dunstan. 

On this basis there are very limited recreational values, if any, associated with Long Gully, and 

continued abstraction by LGRS (as outlined in this application),  will have very minimal to no adverse 

effects on recreational values. 

 

6.5 Effects on Amenity and Natural Character 
Long Gully is a small tributary, and the LGRS abstraction is located in its lower reaches.  In its lower 

reaches Long Gully is surrounded by viticulture, horticulture and pastoral farming.  Immediately 

above the confluence with the Lake Dunstan it is overgrown with willow trees and briars.  Regardless 

of the LGRS abstraction, the lower reaches of Long Gully are dry for much of the summer.  

Accordingly, Long Gully does not have a high degree of amenity and natural character, and 

continued abstraction by LGRS will have very minimal, if any, adverse effects on amenity or natural 

character.    

Above the LGRS point of take Long Gully is situated within a dryland farming landscape and is within 

private land, and within this context has a degree of amenity and natural character, which will 

remain undisturbed by the LGRS abstraction. 

 

6.6 Economic  and Social Effects 
Fourteen shareholders derive direct economic benefit from the abstraction from Long Gully. A 

number of these shareholders are businesses.  These businesses support a large number of families, 

and employ a large number of staff, including both full time and seasonal workers, as well as many 

contractors and other service providers including pruners, pickers, irrigation consultants and 

surveyors. 

Continued abstraction by LGRS is absolutely vital for the economic viability of these businesses.  In 

addition, it is necessary to supply the households that are reliant on this water.   

Continued abstraction from Long Gully will result in continued positive economic effects, for 

shareholders and the local community, and associated positive social effects.  
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6.7 Summary 
The abstraction by LGRS is an existing activity, and is the only abstraction from Long Gully.  

Continued abstraction by LGRS, as outlined in this application, is considered to have very minimal, 

and in some cases, no adverse effects on ecological, cultural, amenity, natural character and 

recreational values.  In contrast, it will have a significant positive economic effect, and associated 

positive social effects.  

7. Consultation with Affected Parties 
The Assessment of Effects on the Environment establishes that there will be very minimal to no 

adverse effects on aquatic ecological (including introduced or native fish species) or cultural values. 

No other water users are considered to be adversely affected by this application. 

Accordingly, on this basis, no person or agency is considered to be an affected party, and written 

approval has not been sought from any party. 

8. Term of Consent 
There will be minimal adverse effects as a result of this activity.  

Taking this into account, and to provide sufficient surety and confidence for its shareholders 

business management and investment decisions, the applicant requests a term of 35 years for the 

replacement consent. 

9. Consent Conditions 
 

Our Reference:     Consent No. RM 

WATER PERMIT 

Pursuant to Section 104C of the Resource Management Act 1991, the Otago Regional Council grants 

consent to: 

Name:  Long Gully Race Society Incorporated 

Address: Checketts McKay Law Limited, 35 The Mall, Cromwell 

Purpose: To take and use surface water for the purpose of irrigation, industrial use, storage, 

domestic use and stock drinking water. 

For a term expiring: [35 years from date of issue] 
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Location of point of abstraction:  On the true right bank of an unnamed tributary of the Kawarau 

Arm of Lake Dunstan (known locally as Long Gully), approximately 2.8 kilometres upstream of the 

confluence of the tributary with Lake Dunstan. 

Legal description of land adjacent to point of take: Pt Sec 51 Blk II Cromwell SD 

Legal description of land where water is to be used:  

Lot 7 DP 27311, Lot 8 DP 27311, Lot 1 DP 21102,Lot 1 DP 377436, Lot 1 DP 429036, Lot 3 DP466236, 

Lot 1 DP 466 236, Lot 2 DP 320845, Lot 1 DP 320845, Lot 3 DP 25990, Lot 1 DP 23478, Lot 4 DP 

377436, Lot 3 DP 25990, Lot 2 DP 377936, Lot 4 DP 379936, Lot 1 and 4 DP 398105, Lot 5 DP 379936, 

Lot 2 DP 300780, Lot 2 DP 330243, Lot 1 DP 330243, Lot 1 DP 24757, Lot 6 DP 26776 Secs 1-3 SO 

300354, Lot 3 DP 379936, Lot 2 and 3 DP 398105,  Lot 2 DP 466236, Lot 1 DP 379936 and other land as 

advised in writing to the consent authority. 

 

Map Reference at point of abstraction:  NZMS 260 F41:034-629 

Conditions 

Specific 

1. The rate of abstraction must not exceed: 

a) 56 litres per second 

b) 170,000 m3 per month 

c) 520,000 m3 per year to be measured from 1 July to 30 June in the following year. 

 

Performance Monitoring 

2. The consent holder must: 

a) maintain a water meter to record the water take, within an error accuracy range of +/- 10% for an 

open channel system, over the meter’s nominal flow range, a telemetry compatible datalogger with 

at least 12 months data storage and a telemetry unit to record the rate and volume of take, and the 

date and time this water was taken. 

b) install and use a datalogger that shall record the date, time and flow in litres per second. 

c) provide data once daily to the Consent Authority by means of telemetry. The consent holder shall 

ensure data compatibility with the Consent Authority’s time-series database. 

General 

3. The consent holder shall take all practicable steps to ensure that there is no leakage from pipes 

and structures. 
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Appendix A: Assessment of Effects on Instream Ecology 
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DISCLAIMER: While all reasonable endeavours have been made to ensure the accuracy of the 

investigations and the information contained in this document, Water Resource Management Ltd 

expressly disclaims any and all liabilities contingent or otherwise that may arise from the use of the 

information.  

 

COPYRIGHT: This document has been produced by Water Resource Management Ltd for Long Gully 

Race Society Incorporated. You may copy and use this document and the information contained in it 

so long as your use does not mislead or deceive anyone as to the information contained in the 

document and you do not use the document or its contents in connection with any promotion, sales or 

marketing of any goods or services. Any copies of this document must include this disclaimer in full. 

 

 Water Resource Management Ltd  
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Background 
The Long Gully catchment has an area of 23 km2 and it flows into the Kawarau Arm of Lake Dunstan 

on the true right near Bannockburn. Currently, there is 1 surface water take (for 13 users) from the 

Long Gully catchment. 

 

The Long Gully Race Society is applying to renew its water permit to take and use water from Long 

Gully at a rate up to 56l/s.   

Scope 
The scope of this report is to provide an assessment of Long Gully’s hydrology and aquatic ecology.  

The potential application of a residual flow regime is also investigated. 

 

Available Information 
This assessment relies heavily on the following four pieces of information: 

1. Flow record collected by ORC for the 2012/13 irrigation season from Long Gully 

immediately above the proposed point of take. 

2. Water metering information supplied by the Long Gully Race Society which provides 

abstraction data from January 2013 to Present.    

3. Information from NIWA’s Freshwater Fish Database and personal observations.  

4. Photographic observations by the Long Gully Race Society showing the extensive flow 

losses in the alluvial reach below their take.  

 

Long Gully Hydrology 
Hydrological information for Long Gully is limited, however in the 2012/13 irrigation season the ORC 

published a report card for hydrology in the Bannockburn area, and Long Gully was one of the creeks 

that had flow monitoring equipment installed (ORC 2013). The Long Gully flow site was located some 

3 Km upstream of its confluence with Lake Dunstan and immediately above the current abstraction 

point (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1. Map showing The Long Gully Catchment, ORC’s temporary flow site and the current 
abstraction point.   

 

 Table 1 below provides basic flows statistics for the entire data record for Long Gully, it shows that 

Long Gully is dominated by low stable flows of 38 l/s or less occurring 50% of the time. 

 

Table 1: Daily Average Natural Flows for Long Gully Recorded During December 2011 – April 
2013 incl.   

 

Site Catchment 
Area (Km2) 

Min (l/s) Median (l/s) Mean (l/s) Max (l/s) 7-Day Low 
Flow (l/s) 

Long Gully 
at Crossing 

13 19 38 57 568 19 

 

 

Figure 2 below provides a hydrograph over a 12-month period as close as possible to a hydrological 

year due to the flow record length to understand the natural flow pattern on an annual time scale.  
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Figure 2. Natural daily flows for Long Gully at the Crossing for a 12-month period (May 2012 -April 2013). 

 

Figure 2 shows that generally, the summer flow pattern for Long Gully is characterised by low flows 

interspersed with sharp peaks due to rain events.  From August to November Long Gully has higher 

sustained flows due to rain and snow melt. 

Although the ORC’s flow record shows permanent flow at its measuring location this is some 3 Km 

upstream of where Long Gully meets Lake Dunstan (Figure 1).  Between the ORC’s flow site and Lake 

Dunstan during periods of low flow the lower reaches of Long Gully naturally run dry. During March 

2017 photos were taken at two different flows (~12 l/s and ~35 l/s) in Long Gully below the point of 

take and all flow was lost to ground before reaching Lake Dunstan (Appendix 1 and 2). 

Instream Ecology 
Schedule 1A of the Regional Plan Water makes no mention of significant ecosystem values being 

present in Long Gully (ORC, 2016). 

A search of NIWA’s Freshwater Fish Database for Long Gully contains three records with only one 

listing the presence of fish, a single rainbow trout.  Water users from the race have observed brown 

trout in their storage dams which are assumed to have come from Long Gully via the race.  

It is possible that during sustained high flows adult brown or rainbow trout from Lake Dunstan enter 

Long Gully to spawn during May through October (Figure 3).  
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Figure 3. Typical time of year brown and rainbow trout spawn in the Upper Clutha and Kawarau Catchments.  

However, given the relative low flows that dominate this period (generally less than 100 l/s) and the 

losses in the lower reaches it is likely that spawning effort in Long Gully by Lake Dunstan trout is low.  

There are no records of any native fish species in Long Gully.   

Residual Flow Discussion 
 

Summer Regime 
Long Gully naturally would dry whether abstraction occurs or not.  Observations and photos show 

that flows greater than 35 l/s is required to ensure Long Gully connects to Lake Dunstan with surface 

flow (Appendix 2). The natural 7-day MALF for Long Gully has been reported as 19 l/s and for over 

half the period of available flow record flows are less than 38 l/s (Table 1).  

Given the lower reaches of Long Gully dry naturally, probably in excess of 50% of the time (Table 1), 

there would be no benefit in setting a residual flow that maintains surface flows for ecological 

reason in the lower reaches of Long Gully.    

 Summary: 
 Long Gully naturally experiences low summer flows (less than 20 l/s). 

 Due to losses to gravel Long Gully naturally dries up in its lower reaches (Appendix 1 and 2). 

 Flows greater than 35 l/s are needed to maintain surface connection with Lake Dunstan. 

 Long Gully doesn’t offer a recreational sports fishery. 
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 There are no records of native fish in the Long Gully catchment above or below the point of 

take. 

 There is potential for trout from Lake Dunstan to spawn in Long Gully during winter but this 

is unlikely to be significant due to the losing nature of the lower creek and relatively small 

flows.  

 No residual flow is recommended as it would add no ecological benefit as Long Gully dries 

naturally.  
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Appendix 1: Long Gully observations with flows of ~12 l/s below the 
take. 

 

To summarize: 

 At that time of observations Long Gully was running at ~12 l/s  

 Photos were taken along Long Gully between the race intake and Black Quail Culvert (Figure 
1) 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Photo Locations corresponding with photos below.  Red stream reaches = dry and blue stream reaches = flowing.  
18

th
 March 2017. 
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Figure 2. Long Gully at the location of Photo 1 in the map above – looking upstream. 

 

 

Figure 3.  Long Gully at the location of Photo 2 in the map above – looking upstream 
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Figure 4. Long Gully at the location of Photo 3 in the map above – looking upstream. 

 

 

Figure 5. Long Gully at the location of Photo 4 in the map above – looking upstream. 
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Figure 6: Long Gully at the location of Photo 5 in the map above (looking upstream) – no surface flow observed below this 
point. 

 

 

Figure 7: Long Gully at the location of Photo 6 in the map above – looking downstream. 
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Figure 8: Long Gully at the location of Photo 7 in the map above (Black Quail Culvert) – looking upstream. 
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Appendix 2: Long Gully observations with no abstraction and flows of 
~30 l/s. 

 

To summarize: 

 Long Gully water race was turned out on Tuesday evening 21st March at 8.00 pm (Figure 1). 

 At that time, it was running at 26 l/s (Figure 1 and 2) 

 The Long Gully raceman estimates there was already 12 l/s flowing down Long Gully (refer 
to Appendix 1). 

 Using Black Quail culvert (to the Keillor vineyard) as the observation point (Figure 3) the 
raceman took a series of photos on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday and Friday afternoons 
to show the status of flow at this point. 

 At no stage was there any flow observed at the Black Quail culvert (Figures 4). 

 The race was turned in again at 11.00 am on Friday 24th March (Figure 1). 
 

 

Figure 4. Long Gully Water take show rate of take from 19
th

 March 2017 – 25
th

 of March 2017.  

 

Race turned out Race turned in 
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Figure 5. Water turned out from Long Gully Race 26 l/s. 

 

 

Figure 3.  Map showing the point where the race was turned out and the Black Quail observation point approximately 2Km 
downstream.  
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Figure 4. Black Quail culvert Friday the 24
th

 of March. 

 

 

 

 



From: Sally Dicey
To: Ethan Glover
Cc: Joanna Gilroy; "Louise Taylor"; Gareth King
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Date: Friday, 24 January 2020 2:03:23 p.m.
Attachments: image001.jpg

Hi Ethan,
I can confirm that LGRS do not accept the condition that there be fish screens, (as required for
the Te Ao Marama written approval to be valid), and are not amending the application to include
acceptance of fish screens as a condition of consent. I would be happy to discuss the rational for
this prior to preparation of any recommending report.
I believe this was the last outstanding matter before the application was limited notified?
Kind regards,
Sally

From: Sally Dicey 
Sent: Friday, 24 January 2020 9:29 AM
To: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Cc: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>; 'Louise Taylor'
<louise.taylor@mitchelldaysh.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Ethan
Thanks for that.
With regard to the monthly maximum – we are applying for no monthly maximum, as any
alternative would be a simple extrapolation up from the instantaneous rate and as this adds
nothing, we’d simply like a l/s rate and an annual volume.
I hope this makes sense?
Cheers
Sally

From: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Friday, 24 January 2020 9:06 AM
To: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Cc: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>; 'Louise Taylor'
<louise.taylor@mitchelldaysh.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Sally,
Thanks for that. I will add that information to the report.
I have sought confirmation from Te Ao Marama Inc as to which runanga their affected party
approval is on behalf of. I have not yet heard back.
You were also going to confirm the monthly maximum volume being applied for. The application

states 170,000m3, however, this would require an exceedance of the 56L/s rate applied for.
Regards,
Ethan

From: Sally Dicey [mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz] 
Sent: Friday, 24 January 2020 8:40 a.m.
To: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
HI Ethan
The only change to the table is to add an additional legal description to Clyde Orchards: Lot 1
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Deposited Plan 513604.
I have made this change in the attached table. This area has already been accounted for in the
maps and irrigation area in the application.
I think you are just waiting on us to get back to you about whether we still accept the Te Ao
Marama written approval (25 year term + fish screens)? The applicant does accept the 25 year
term, I’m just waiting for confirmation re fish screens.
If you are waiting on me for anything else then please feel free to remind me!
Cheers

Sally

From: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Monday, 20 January 2020 11:49 AM
To: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Sally,
Can you please confirm that the details listed in Table 1 of the application are still correct.
Table 1: LGRS shareholders and properties where LGRS water is used
Landowner/ Water User Share Legal Description where

water used
Address

320 Felton Road Partnership
Coutts & Forsyth

2 Lot 7 Deposited Plan
27311

320 Felton Road, Bannockburn,
Cromwell 9384

Clyde Orchards 44 Lot 8 DP 27311 Felton Road
Terra Sancta 2 Lot 1 DP 21102 306 Felton Road
Felton Road Wines Ltd 12 Lot 1 DP 377436

Lot1 DP 429036
Lot 3 DP466236
Lot 1 DP 466 236

319 Felton Road,
180 and 124 Felton Road

Mt Difficulty Wines Ltd 16 Lot 2 DP 320845
Lot 1 DP320845
Lot 3 DP 25990
Lot 1 DP 23478
Lot 4 DP 377436
Lot 2 DP 300780
Lot 2 DP 466236

266 Felton Road
196B Felton Road
319 Felton Road
201 Felton Road
75 Felton Road

Legend Terrace Vineyard 5 Lot 2 DP 377936 Beaton Track, Felton Road
N & J Barker 2 Lot 4 DP 379936 259 Felton Road
Regards,
Ethan

From: Sally Dicey [mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz] 
Sent: Wednesday, 15 January 2020 1:14 p.m.
To: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Cc: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Wonderful thanks Ethan.
Kind regards
Sally

From: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Wednesday, 15 January 2020 12:45 PM
To: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Cc: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>

mailto:Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz
mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz
mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz
mailto:Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz
mailto:Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz
mailto:Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz
mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz
mailto:Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz


Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Sally,
I’m working through the notification recommendation report as we speak. We will seek to have
this completed and the consent limited notified by the end of the week.
Regards,
Ethan

From: Sally Dicey [mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz] 
Sent: Wednesday, 15 January 2020 12:43 p.m.
To: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>; Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Joanna and Ethan
Just checking that this email was received and has been actioned?
Thanks so much,
Sally

From: Sally Dicey 
Sent: Monday, 23 December 2019 10:50 AM
To: Joanna Gilroy <Joanna.Gilroy@orc.govt.nz>; Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz; Charles Horrell
<Charles.Horrell@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: Long Gully Race Society RM17.176
Hi Joanna and Ethan,
Long Gully Race Society have advised me that they would like to proceed to limited notification
as soon as possible.
Please could this process be started for this application?
Thanks,
Sally

Mobile: 021 154 6568

Office: 701, 7th Floor, John Wickliff House | 265 Princes St | Dunedin 9016
Email: sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz
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From: Sally Dicey
To: Ethan Glover
Subject: RE: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society Incorporated
Date: Friday, 14 February 2020 4:39:45 p.m.
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Ethan
Thanks for that.
I can confirm that LGRS have agreed to formally amend their application so that the rate of
abstraction on the replacement consent that they are seeking is as follows:

1. The rate of abstraction must not exceed:
a. 15 L/s from 1 May to 15 October
b. 30 L/s from 16 Oct to 15 Nov
c. 56 L/s from 16 Nov to 30 April

The purpose of this stepped rate of abstraction is to facilitate out migration of juvenile trout into
Lake Dunstan during winter and into late spring.
I would rather amend the application now, so that submissions are prepared and made on this
basis – this may save some of the affected parties going to more trouble than they need to.
Cheers
Sally

From: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Friday, 14 February 2020 4:24 PM
To: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society
Incorporated
Hi Sally,
Are you able to provide further detail of the proposed amendment? If it’s an amendment aimed
at relieving submitter concerns, this could likely be dealt with following receipt of submissions.
Regards,
Ethan

From: Sally Dicey [mailto:sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz] 
Sent: Friday, 14 February 2020 3:51 p.m.
To: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society
Incorporated
Hi Ethan
We might have missed noting an amendment to the application that I should have asked to be
sent out with the limited notification documents (around a stepped rate of abstraction) - I am
currently confirming this with Long Gully Race Society and hope to get back to you by Monday to
confirm this.
If this is the case, how would you like me to address it – would you like me to send an email or
letter to all the affected parties and the ORC formally amending the application, or would you
like me to send it to you and allow you to send it to the affected parties? I am aware that the
time period for the submission period might need to be extended and am happy for that to
happen.
If you would like me to follow up then please can you send me the email addresses for all of the
affected parties who were emailed regarding the limited notification of application No.
RM17.176.01 ( I am not sure who to contact at Aukaha at present or the email for Te Ao
Marama).
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Thanks,
Sally

From: Karen Bagnall <karen.bagnall@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Wednesday, 5 February 2020 11:52 AM
To: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society
Incorporated
No problem Sally – did you want me to resent the notification e-mail to Gareth ?
Regards
Karen

From: Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz> 
Sent: Wednesday, 5 February 2020 11:46 a.m.
To: Karen Bagnall <karen.bagnall@orc.govt.nz>
Cc: Ethan Glover <Ethan.Glover@orc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society
Incorporated
Hi Karen
Please could you change the point of contact for Long Gully Race Society to Gareth King at
gareth@feltonroad.com and phone 021445905.
Sorry – I should have let you know this earlier.
Kind regards
Sally

From: Karen Bagnall <karen.bagnall@orc.govt.nz> 
Sent: Tuesday, 4 February 2020 3:44 PM
To: rhmdicey@gmail.com; Sally Dicey <sally@mckconsultancy.co.nz>
Subject: Notice of Limited Notification of RM17.176.01 - Long Gully Race Society Incorporated
Good morning
Please find attached a letter and submission form that were e-mailed to affected parties regarding the limited
notification of application No. RM17.176.01.
Long Gully Race Society Incorporated - To take and use water from Long Gully, a tributary of the Kawarau
Arm of Lake Dunstan for the purpose of irrigation, industrial use, storage, domestic use and stock drinking
water.
If you have any concerns regarding the above application could you please contact Ethan Glover at this office or
by emailing ethan.golver@orc.govt.nz.
Kind regards

Karen Bagnall
SENIOR CONSENTS SUPPORT OFFICER

P 0800 474 082 
karen.bagnall@orc.govt.nz
www.orc.govt.nz
Important notice
This email contains information which is confidential and may be subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you
must not peruse, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this email or attachments. If you have received this in error, please notify us
immediately by return email or telephone (03 474-0827) and delete this email. The Otago Regional Council accepts no responsibility
for changes made to this email or to any attachments following the original transmission from its offices. Thank you.
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