Bieve Hice

From: TPCallin [TPCalin@mfe govt.nz] BECETVED O
Senti: Friday, 5 October 2007 11:32 am.

To: rice-resources-ltd@clear.net.nz -5 OCT W
Subject: FW Grid Upgrade Submissions

n: an

Sent: Friday, October (5, AuO7 li:28:
Te: boisubBnotowers.co.nz

Subject: G U

Name: David Biair Cubb

Phone : 0786935254

Emzil: gubbynz@hotmail . com

Yes: I/we wish fto be heard in support of my/our submissicn at the public

I need ketween cne and twe hours to present my evidence. I
tike the locaticon of the portion of the hearing which will recelve my evidence
to be ld in a iocal venue near to where I live.

submit David Blair Gubb

A: copy of s submission has been emalled to Transpower.

Scope: This subr sicn covers all notices of reguirements and applications for
resource consents relating Yranspower’s applications that will be heard by this Board
of Inguiry. The references are NORs 27619, LO708%, DESOC11/07, RMRZ200621, DN/C0O06/07,
240/021, BMD70209, and rescurce consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116803, 116504, 11 and any other NORs or resource consent applilcations
that may subsequently be filed or altered. We oppose all of these NORs and
appiications for rescurce consent.

Re: This submission relates to the notices of requir@m@nt
for resocurce consent, lodged by Transpower New Zeasland Ltd for the
Upgrade Project, and identified above.

Remote Mame: 218.88.10.107

Date: 05 October 2007
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Address:

173 Hangawera rd
RD 5
Morrinsvilie
Reasons

I am completely oppeosed to Transpower’s intention to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth preojections of the Electricity Commission (2007 S00) do not justify its
construction. The scale and capacity of this proposed 400kV capable line is completely
out of alignment with the expected requirements 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 Auekland regilon in the next 40 years has been
grossly underestimated in an attempt to Jjustify this line as one of naticnal
significance and urgency.

Better equal benefit alternatives to this proposed line are available that have a much
reduced environmental impact, such as more generation in the Auckland region,
dupiexing and reconductering of the Whakamaru A, B and C 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 conven wwional
small scale 220kV transmission lines.
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T oppose Transpowar has riminally}
l"r ed to justi ine being built u and
acourately casts (2005 S00Y, have not incliuded the cost of
envircnmental fications, and are providing misleading and
inaccurate costings of th rnative options Lo that should be
considered.
Therefore:
seek the following decision from the Board of Inguiry. That the application for
Notices ¢f Reguirsment and Rescurce Consents should be turned down completely, and
Transpower direct ca t0 investigate generation, conservation and transmission

zlternatives that will avold this line being built under any circumstances.

do not want the Board of Inguiry to approve the appllilcations subject to

I want the applications turned down in whole.




