Steve Hice

From: TRCallin [TPCallin@mfe.govt.nz] RECEIVED D#
Sant: Wadnesday, 26 September 2007 359 o.m. -

To: rice-resources-Hd@clear.net.nz »
Bubjech: FW, Grid Upgrade Submissions 26 SEP 26617

0213

| SA ANONYMOUSECREATEHOSTING . NET . NZ ]
Sent: Wednesday, rember 26, Z007T 3:56:07 PM
To: bolsubfnotowers.co.nz
Subjaect: Grid Upgrade Submissions
muto forwarded by a Rule

From: anonymous

Name: Kevin John Jamiescn

Phone: 07 B8357IL

Fmail: kijamolxztra.co.nz

Yes: I/we wish o ke heard in support ¢of my/four submissicn at the public
hearing, and expect [ will need betwsen one and two hours to present ny evidence. 1
would like the location cf fhe porticn of the hearing which will receive my evidence
to be held in & local venue near to where I live.

submitter: Kevin John Jamieson

A copy of this submission has been emailed To Transpower.

Scope: This submission covers all notices of requirements and applications for

resource consents relating Transpower’s applications that will be heard by this Board
of Inquiry. The references are NORs 2761%, LO708%, DESCO1L/07, RMRZ00&2L, DN/C0O0B/07,
240/021, RMOTOZ209, and resource consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116903, 116904, 116903, and any other NORs or rescurce consent applications
that may stbseqguently be filed or altered. We cpposs all of these NORs and
applications for resource cocnsent.

Re: This submission relates to the notices of requirement and/or appiications
for rescurce consent, lodged by Transpower New Zealand Ltd for the North Island Grid
Upgrade Project, and identified above.

Remcte Name: 125.237.63.213

Date: 2¢ September 2007

Address:

264 0ld Taupe Road
RDI1

Putaruru

Reasons:

I am completely opposed to Transpower’s intenticn to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth projections of the Electricity Commission (2007 300) dc 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 tc 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
grossiy underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one of national
significance and urgency.

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



I oppose large scals HVAC narrow 65 metre wide
easamants because cof the =Xh emissions that will come
from this line, which have been pro ! u NUmErcus seases, including childhood
leukaemia.

I ilecations bkecause Trans isely {and perhaps criminaily)
t need for this line being built by using cut of date and
i mand growth forecasts {2005 SO0), have rnot included the cost of

&
ts in their 3u and are providing mislieading and
of the real alternative options to this line that should be

inacourate cos
considered.

Therefore:

I seek the folleowing decisicon from the Board of Inguiry. That the application for
Noctices of Reguirement and Rescource Consents should be turned down completely, and
Transpower directed to investigate generation, conservation and transmission
alternatives that will avold this line being built under any clrocumstances.

I explicitly de not want the Board of Inguiry to approve the applications subject to
conditions - I want the applications turned down in whole.



