Hteve Rice

Fram: TPCallin [TPCallin@mfe.govinz] RECEIVED ON

Sent: Monday, 1 October 2007 12:07 p.m.

To: rice-resources-td@clear.net.nz -1 00T i,

Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions AR L
4456

From: anonymous@ereatehosting.net.nz [SMTP: ANONYMOUSECRE
Sent: Monday, Cctober 01, 5

To: boisubéncetowers.co.nz
Suptiect: Grid Upgrade Submissions
Buto forwarded by a Rul

L TEHOSTING . NET . NZ]

Name: Liam Thomas Rlexander

Phone: (09} 29290641

Email: egllliéxrra.co.nz

Yes: I/we wish to be heard in support of my/our submission at the public
hearing, and expect I will need between cne and two hours to present my evidence. I

would like the location of the pertion of the hearing which will receive my evidence
to ke held in a local venue near to where 1 live.

submitter: Liam Thomas Gill
A copy of this submission has been emailed to Transpower.
Scope: This submission covers all notices of reguirements and applications for

resource consents relating Transpower’s applications that will be heard by this Board
of Inguiry. The references are NORs 2761%, L{7089, DESO011/07, RMRZ006Z1, DN/00O6/07,
2407021, RMO702089, and rescurce cconsents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116802, 116203, 116904, 116%03, and any other NORs or resource consent applications
that may subseguently be filed or altered. We oppose all of these NCRs and
applications for rescurce consent.

Re: This submission relates to the notices of ¢
for rescurce consent, lodgaed by Transpowsr New Zealand L
Upgrade Projeci, and ldentified abkove.

Remote Name: 203.173.163.125

Date: 01 Octcker 2007

ulrement and/or applications

ag
td for the North Island Grid

Address:

101 McGregor Road
Clevedon

RDZ Papakura
Reasonsg:

I am completely opposed to Transpower’'s intention to bulid this un-needed line, as the
demand growtnh projecticns of the Electricity Commissicn (2007 S00) de not justify its
construction. The scale and capacity of this proposed 400kV capable line is completely
out of alignment with the expected reguirements for transmission capacity into
Auckland to meet demand growth in the next 40 years. The potential new generation
capacity likely fo be constructed in the Auckland region in the next 40 years has been
grossly underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one of naticnal
significance and urgency.

Better egual benefit alternatives to this proposed line are available that have a much
reduced environmental impact, such as more generation in the Auckland region,
duplexing and reconductoring of the Whakamaru A, B and € lines, use of HVDC
transmission technology which will be less obtrusive and easier to underground, more
extensive use of undergrounding of HVAC lines, and consideration of new conventional
small scale 220kV transmission lines.




I rar ion lines keing bud narrow 65 metre wide
ccqomen:s o ; £ ’F i ons and iconized particle emissions that will come
from this lin proven to cause numercus diseases, incliud childhood
leukaemia.

I oppose thes clicaticns because Transpower has falsely l{a aps criminalily)
tried to justi £l i for this line being built by using oi aate and
inaccurately high demand growth forecasts {2005 S00), have n t ided the cost of

).}O
‘j

environmental
inaccurate cost
consideread.

their justific t?OuS, and are

the real alternative options to

16 mislezading and
line that should bs

I oppose Lhese applications because Transpower has not provided a full visuval lmpact
impression for the entire route.,  The Beard of Enguiry must instruct Transpower to

provide this digital wvisual impact presentation

Therefcre:

I seek the folil from the Board of Inguiry. That the application for
Kotices of Regulirement and «esource Conqertc should be fturned down completely, and
Transpower directed Lo investigate oeneYaL onn, conservation and transmission

alternatives that will avoid this line peing bullilt under any circumstances.

I explicitly do not want the Board of Inquiry to approve the applications subject to
conditions - [ want the applications turned down it's entirity.




