Sleve Rice

From: TECallin [TPCallin@mie.govinz] crrrrurn N
Sent: Friday, 5 October 2007 4:47 p.m. HpLbivel UR
To: rice-rasources-lid@clear.net.nz .
Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions - h OLT 208/
Trom: anconymous@coresatehosting.net.nz[SMTE: ANONYMOUSECREATEHOSTING. NET. NZ]

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2007 4:43:32 FM
isublnotowers.co.nz

1 Upgrade Submissions
i by a Rule

Name : Blan james exander
Fhone: 07 883 2980

Errail: ajalexfixtra.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 ons

and two hours to present my evidence. T
ng which will receive my evidence

to be held in a local venue neary to where I live.

submitter: Alan James Alexander
A copy of this submission has been emailed to Transpower.

b
Scope: This submission covers all notices of reguirements and applications for
resource consenis relabting Transpower’s aspplications thet will be heard by this Board
of Inguiry. The references are NORs 27619, LO708%, DESCGCIL/D7, RMR2Z00621, DN/OG0G/07,
24070271, RMOTO208, and resource consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
11609062, 116803, 116904, 116905, and any other NORs or resource consent applications
that may subsecquently be filed or altered. We oppose all cf these HORs and
applications for rescurce congent.

Re: This submission relates to the notices of regulrement and/or applicaticns
for resource consent, icdged by Transpower New Zealand Ltd for the North TIsland Grid

Upgrade Project, and identified above.
Remote Name: 219.88.311.71
Date: 05 Octcher 2007

Address:
7 George rd Jones Landing Arapuni Rdl Putaruru
Reasons:

I am completely opposed to Transpower’s intention fe bulld this un-needed line, as the
demand growth prejections of the Electricity Commission (2007 S00) do not justify its
construction. The scale and capacity of this proposed 400kV capable line is completely
ocut of alignment with the expected reguirements for transmission capacity into
Buckland to meet demand growth in the next 40 years. The potential new generation
capacity likely to be constructed in the Auckland region in the next 40 years has been
grossly underestimated in an attempt to Jjustify this line as cne of national
significance and urgency.

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

I cppose this line being built on a 65 metre wide easement, when & 600 metre wide
sasement, free of houses and workplaces, should be required as a precautionary
principle to reduce future health risks and environmental impacts.
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I explicitly do not want the Board of Inguiry to approve the appii
conditions - I want the apglicaticns turned down in whole.

In rticuiar T should like tc make clear that the proposed ili-considered solution
to our o“ going enegy regquirements singlehandedly makes a mockery of one of cur
country's most cherished and valuable nctiocns- that of providing pragmatic solutions
that do not compromise cur carefully nurtured and internationally proclaimed standards
of environmental sensitivity. ‘ line is an aesthetic disaster, gulte apart from the
manifoid liabilities mentioned earlier. The Scuth Walkato Disrict Councils Cperative
District Plan ,section 19 which I am cobliged to respect as I go about getting iocal~
kedy consent for the building of my new home.gives a sufficlent hint that we are now
proceeding down & path that is at odds with substantive localbedy law and indeed
acceptable modern practice naticnally. The double speak of the current Labour party
covt on the issue is singularly apparent and will be at a cost not only to the
peasants in the pfovinces but to the party itself. I used to vote labour witheut fail
on the balief that helen Clarke could make the hard decisions where they were
intrinsically mandated by principle. Qops!l!
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