Steve Eice

From: TPCallin [TPCalin@mfe.govi.nz] RECEIVED UH
Sent: Tuesday, 2 October 2007 9:23 p.m.

To: rice-resources-ltd@clear.net.nz -9 g0y 7an
Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions -

From: ancnynrousfcreatehosting.net.nz {SMIP: ANCGNYMOUSECREATEHOSTING . . NET N2 ]
Sent: Tuesday, Cctckher 02, 2007 5:18:21 PM
To: bolsublnotowers.co.nz

Subject: Grid Upgrade Su
Ruto forwarded by a Rule

Steve Morter
002024324
steve.morterdxira.co.nz

Steve Morter

copy of this submission has been emailed to Transpower.

This submission covers all notlces of recguirements and applications for
e consents relating Transpower’s applications that will be heard by this Board
iry. The references are NORs 27619, LOJ08%, DESO01L/07, RMR200621, BN/0006/07,
240/021, RMOT7020%, and resource consents 343102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 1168903, 116904, 116905, and any other NORs or resource consent appliicatiocns
that may subsequently be filed or azltered. We cppose all of these NORs and
appiications for resource consent.
Re: This submission relates to the notices of reguirement and/or appl
for rescurce consent, lodgesd by Transpower New Zealand Ltd for the North Island Grid
Upgrade Project, and identifled above.
Remote Name: 222.153.185.68
Date: 02 Octokber 2607

Address:

25814 Hunua Rd
RD3 Papakura
2583

Reasons:

I am completely opposed to Transpower’s intention to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth projections of the Electricity Commission (2007 S00) do not Jjustify its
constructiion. The scale and capacity of this proposed 40C0kV capable line is completely
cut 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 Iikely to be constructed in the Auckland region in the next 40 years has been
grossly underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one ¢f national
significance and urgency.

Better egual benefit alternatives to this propesed 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, more
extensive use cof undergrounding of HVAC lines, and consideration of new conventlional

-

small scale 220kV transmission lines.

I oppose this line being built on a 65 metre wide easement, when a 600 metre wide
easement, free of houses and workplaces, should ke required as a precautionary
principle to reduce future health risks and envircnmental impacts.



e 1 lines keing buillt on narrow 55 metre wide

s em and ionired particle emissions that will come
is been proven to cause numerocus diseases, including childhood
1o,

I cpp icns because Transpower has falsely (and perhaps criminalily)
tried ed for this line being bullt by using ocut of date and

inaccu emand growth forecasts {2005 800}, have not included the cost of
envVir in their justifications, and are prov ding misleading and
inaccurat the real alternative options to this wuld be
considered.

I would glko like to see clearer reasons put forward as Co the need for this line.
Why aren't better measures being tak@r to preserve electricity by users including
using such funds proposed in this project for subsidising alternative forms of
substantisble energy that are much more in line with NZ's CLEAN GREEN image. We say
No to nLclan energy but then consider what I say is o0ld and envirconmentally harmful
technol ocv such as this proposal. This makes no sense at alll! Where is the wvisicn
and a well reasoned proposzsl with key environmental and substaintable cobjectives tha
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must be met? Where is the 'big picture’ justification? T helieve Transpower 1
bulldozing this proposal through for their own interests without any true
consideraticn for the long term or NZ 1ltself. This proposal has far wider reacni
gffects and MUST therefcre be well thought through! There are alternatives out
and I know from hearing the known alternatives laid out so far that the cost
differentials bpefween those cther options and this propesal are marginal.

Therefore:

% the following decision from the Beard of Ingquiry. That the application

s of Reguirement and Resource Consents should be turned down completely, an

ower directed to investigate generation, conservaticn and transmission
tiwves that will aveid this line being puilt under any circumstances.

or

i
~
o

I ex”l*citEy do not want the Board of Inguiry to approve the applications subjecti to
conditions — I want the applications turned down in whole.



