Steve Rice

From: TPCallin {TPCalin@mfe.govi.nz] BECELYED DN
Sent: Friday, 5 October 2007 2211 o.m.

To: _ rice—respu{ces—ltd@clear._nef;. nz - & 00T 200
Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions

1064

From: anonymousfcreatehesting.n
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2007
To: bolsublnotowers.co.n
Subject: Grid Upgrade Submissions
Buto forwarded by a Rule

Name: Roger Rlan Earl

Phone: 0788356852

Fmail: earlrifxtra.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 one and two hours to present my svidence. I

would like the location of the portion of the hearing which will receive my evidencs
to be held in a iocal venue near to where I live.

submitter: Roger Earl
R copy ©f this submission has been emailed to Transpower,
Scope: This submission covers sll notices of requirereﬂts and applications for

rescurce consents relating Transpower®s applications that will be heard by this Board
of Inguiry. The references are NCRs 27619, L0708%, DESOC011/07, RMRZ00621, DN/000&6/07,
2407021, RMQ7020%, and rescurce consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116903, 116904, 116905, and any other NORs or resource consent applications
that may subseguently be filed or altersd. We oppose all of these NORs and
applications for rescurce consent,

Re: This submission relates to the notices of reguirement and/or applications
for resource consent, lodged by Transpower New Zsaland Ltd for the North Island Grid
Upgrade Proiject, and identified above,

Remote Name: 219.88.148.212

Date: 05 Cctober 2007

Rddress:

301 Lake Arapuni Road
RD 1
Putaruru

Reasons:

T am completely opposed to Transpower’s intention to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth projections of the Electricity Commission {2007 500) do not justify its
construction. The scale and capacity of this proposed 400kV capable line 1s 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 generaticn
capacity iikely te be constructed in the Auckland regicn in the next 40 years has been
grossiy underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one of national
significance and urgency.

RBetter equal benefit altarnatives to this proposed line are available that have a much
reduced environmental impact, ch as more generation in the Auckland region,
duplexing and reconductoring of the Whakamaru A, B and € lines, use of HVDC
rransmissicn technology which will be less obtrusive and easier to underground, more
extensive use of undergrounding of HVAC lines, and consideraticn of new conventional
small scale 2Z20kV transmission lines.




I oppose large scale HVAC transmissicon lines being bul on narrow 6% metre wids
casements because of the EME emissions and lonized particle emissions that will come
from this line, which have been proven to cause numerous disesses, including chiidhcod
leukaemlia.

I cppose these applicaticns because Transpower has falsely
tried to justify the need for this line being built by usin
inaccurately high demand growth forecasts {2005 800}, have
environmental impacts in their justifications, and are providin
inaccurate costings of the real alternative cpiions to this

considered.

g used in
"clean and green’ New Zealand in the 21st century.Price alone should not be the only
determining criteria.

I oppose these applicaticns because this is third world technology bein

Therefore:

1 seek the following decision from the Board of Inguiry. That the application for
Notices of Reguirement and Resource Consents should be turnsd down completely, and
Transpower directed teo investigate generation, conservatlon and transmission
alternatives that will aveid this line besing buili under any circumstances.

I explicitly do not want the Board of Inquiry to approve the applications subject to
conditions - T want the applications turned down in whole.




