


Use the tick boxes below to indicate the called-in notices of requirement and applications for resource consenis that your
submission concerns. Use a clear tick in the appropriate box or boxes (V).

liwe make mylour submission concerning all notices of requirements and applications for resource consents below. ]:]
OR

My/our submissicn only concerns the notices of requirement and applications for resource consents that liwe have ticked beiow. |~

Pakuranga Substation Notice of Requirement. Reference No. 27618 y

Otahuhu Substation Notice of Requirement, Reference No. 27619 v
Brownhilt Substation Notice of Requirement. Reference No. 27618 v
Underground Cabile — Pakuranga to Brownhill Notice of Requirement. Reference No. 27618 Y
Underground Cable — Otahuhu to Brownhili Notice of Requirement. Reference No. 27619 +
Overhead Line Notice of Requirement. Reference No. 27619 y

. Reference No

LOTCBYO Vv

. Refefesce No. DESQ011/07

RMR200621

. Reference No.

. Reference No

DN/O006/QY

. Reference No. 240/021

Overhead Line Notice of Requlrement Reference No. RM070209
Whakamaru and Whakamaru Nozth Substatmﬂ Notice of Reqwrement Reference No RMO?OZOQ
A ' suncil = Resource C: '

F’akuranga to Brownhill Unde!ground Cable Resource Consents

Application 34102: Land Use Consent for earthworks )
Application 34370: Discharge of Contaminants to land from anciltary activities that produce N
wastewater or washwater

Application 34372: Works in the Bed of a Watercourse Y
Application 34373: Diversion of Surface Water 0
Overhead Line and Brownhill Substation Resource Consents )

Application 34711: Land Use Consent for earthworks y
Apphcatlon 34712 Dlscharge of Contammants {o fand ¥
Overhead Line and Whakamam Ncmh Substation Resource Consents V
Application 116902; Land Use Consent for vegetation clearance and earthworks N
Application 116903. Discharge Permit for the composting of vegetation V
Application 116804: Land Use Consent for the drilling of tower foundation below the water table Y
Appi;qaiiqn 116905; Discharge Permit for the discharge of site water and drilting fiuids from drilling N
activities into surface water.

NOTE: A copy of this submission form must be sent as soon as possible at:

North Island Grid Upgrade Project, Transpower Freepost 182915, PO Box 1021, Wellington

or email submissions@transpower.co.nz or fax 04 819 7624.

Hwe make my/our submission concerning all notices of requirements and applications for resource consents below. D
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SUBMISSICN ON TRANSPOWER’S NOTICES OF REQUIREMENT AND
APPLICATIONSFOR RESOURCE CONSENTS

Section 145 of the Resource Management Act 1991

The Minister for the Environment

Freepost Grid Upgrade Submissions P O Box 4405
Hamilton East

HAMILTON 3247

And
Transpower
Freepost 182915

PO Box 10021
WELLINGTON

Submitter's details

Name: Mark and Lindsey Dodd

Postal Address: PO Box 142, Whitford, Manukau City.
Work Phone: (09) 302-5822

Work Fax: (09) 369-1201

Home Phone: (09) 530-8748

Cell Phone: (027) 435-5322

Emait: md@foodcan.com

or doddpshp@ihug.co.nz

Our family lives at 143 Brownhill Rd, Whitford. Our property is 8 hectares in
size and partially boarders on two sides the property owned by Transpower at
149 Brownhill Rd.



The Transpower proposal has the overhead lines crossing our property and

two pylons and the substation located on the property next to ours.

Reason for our submission

We acknowledge the need for Auckliand and Northland to have a secure and

reliable supply of electricity.

We do not support the Transpower proposal to use overhead lines and lattice-
work towers to provide a 400kV capable upgrade to the national grid between
Whakamaru and Brownhill Rd in Manukau City nor the substation fo be
located at Brownhill Rd.

Whilst we fully support the submissions of the Manukau City Council and the
Auckland Regional Council our submission relates fo the following notices of

reguirement:
(a) Manukau City Councik:
() Brownhill Substation (27619).
) QOverhead Line — Brownhill to Franklin District (27619).
(b) Franklin District Council — Overhead Line (LO7089).
(c) Waikato District - Overhead Line (DES0011/07).
(d) Matamata-Piako District — Overhead Line (RMR200621).
(e)  Waipa District — Overhead Line (DN/0006/07).
) South Waikato District — Overhead Line (240/021).
(@) Taupo District:

(i Overhead Line (RM070209).




We consider that:

1.

Transpower's proposed upgrade to a 400kV capable circuit is not

justified on current demand growth forecasts.

Insufficient emphasis has been given to additional generation capacity
in the Auckland and Northland areas that could become available
within the timeframe of upgrading from 220kV to 400kV.

Transpower needs to more fully investigate all alternative sites for the

termination of the overhead lines in the South Auckland area.

Insufficient consideration has been given to the environmental, social
and amenity value impact of the proposed upgrade and the impact it

has on district policy statements and plans.

The proposed easement width of 85 meters is insufficient given the

tower height of up to 70 meters and the EMF effect.

Effect on our property:

The particular effect on our property is that

We will be looking out at two pylons and the substation. The pylons will
be located at the top of a rise that overlooks our property and as such

will appear even larger than their actual size.

Overhead lines cross the back 4 hectares of our property destroying
any value that block of land currently has.



Proposed solution to the effects on our property and the effect on other

nroperties overiooking the Transpower site.

+« We have proposed that the substation be located on the 4 ha block at

the rear of our property.

e This solution reduces the number of pylons required and positions the
proposed substation away from our view and the view of the other

residents at the end of Brownhiil Rd.

s |n addition to this the substation will not be seen by the residents on the

extension of Redoubt Rd or Umbria Lane.

e Transpower have had a report prepared by Maunsell Limited that
indicates a higher cost to build on our property however the cost

estimates have a level of accuracy of 50%.

s We would ask the Board of inquiry to request of Transpower that they
release the costing detail to us so that we may be better informed as to

what factors have been taken into account in the costing.
¢« We and the other residents of the area affected by the pylons and

substation believe the benefits that accrue from this proposal will far

out weigh any additional costs.

We seek the following relief:

1. That the current proposal be declined.

2. That, if the proposal is not declined then the proposal be approved
subject to the following conditions.



b)

d)

The maximum design capacity be based on 220kV lines
rather than 400kV lines.

Replace the proposed lattice-work towers with shorter and
less visually intrusive monopoles and /or compact design

structures with a maximum capacity of 220Kv.

The easement width should be reflective of the pylon height
and that no restrictions are applied to property ouiside the

sasement.

Underground the line as far south as the likely residential

development area of South Auckland.

Should a substation be necessary then it must be GIS and

be located on our proposed alternative site discussed above.

We wish to be heard in support of our submission however if other parties

make a simitar submission we would consider presenting a joint case with

them at any hearing.

Mark and Lindsey Dodd

Dated 3™ October 2007





