Steve Rice

RECEIVED Ow

From: TRCallin [TPCallin@mfe.govinz]

Sent: Sunday, 30 September 2007 10:55 p.m. : e
To: rice-resources-td@ciear.net.nz Cl) SEP il
Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions
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From: anonymousficreatehosting.net.nz
Sent: Sunday, September 30, 20 1C:
To: poisubGnotowers.co.nz

Subiject: Grid Upgrade Submizsions
Auto forwarded by a Ruls
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Name : Fiona Notton

Phone: 2524685

Email: manglassBxtra.co.nz

Yeg: I/we wish to be heard in support of my/our submission at the public

hearing, and expect I will need between cne and two hours to present my evidence. I
would iike the location of the portion of the hearing which will receive my evidence
to ke held in a local venue near to where I live.

subnitter: type in your name (again)
A copy ©0f thils submissicn has been emailed to Transpower.
Scope: This submission covers all notices of requirements and appiications for

resource ceonsents relating Transpower’s applications that will be heard by this Beard
of Inguiry. The references are NORs 2761%, LC7089, DESO0LI1/07, RMRZ006Z1, DN/QG06/07,
240/021, RMO7020%2, and resource consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116903, 116804, 114905, and any other NORs or rescurce consent applicaticns
that may subsequently be filed cr altered. We oppose all of these NORs and
applications for resource consent,

Re: This submission relates to the notices of requ
for resource consent, lodged by Transpower New Zealand Ltd
Upgrade Project, and identified above.

Remote Name: 222.153.183.92

Date: 30 September 2007

irement and/or epplicaticns
for the North Island Grid

Address:
R.D.3
Papakura 2583

Reasons:

My husband and I came to Hunua 11 vyears age after growing up in Manurewa, South
Auckiand. We both worked full time to take our kids away from the South auckland
environment and enable them to have a "kiwi upbringing™ in a place that was not too
far to travel to work and see family, but s3till had a rural feel teo 1it., We sit on our
back deck, on a hectare cof land that we love, and are and still paying for, and we can
see 1Z pylons in our vista. I do not understand how or why this latest pyion project
has been allowed to progress as far as it has. Hunua has multiple pylons going
through it and now we are forced to be, along with a large part of the North Island,
part ¢f a submission that has nc defintive purpose. These pylons have, already, before
they have been erected, changed the lives of people that make up all that is promoted
as good in our country. I find this the most unfair. The heart and soul of some of
the proudest proponents of New Zealand values is being totally dismissed while these
archaic monoliths are being promoted as being necessary for ocur future., I have been
to a meeting were I have seen a young father cry with frustration that the land he had
thought was going to be his children's future is totally worthless, I have been to a
meeting where a Transpower envoronmentilist was asked why the pylons couldn't be run
throught the Hunua Ranges, and her reply was that it wasn't environmentally viable.
Exactly. Save meney. Don't worry about us - we can always give up the fight and go on
the benefit




I am completely opposed to Transpower’s intention to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth projections of ¢ Blectricity Commission {2007 S00) do not dustify iis
construction., The scale and capacity of this proposed 400kV capsble 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 to pe constructed in the Auckland region in the next 40 years has been
greossly underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one of national
significance and urgency.

Better egual benefit

lternatives to this proposed line are avail

ble that have & much
nd regil

a
reduced envircnmental impact, such as more generaticn in the Auckla o,
duplexing and reconductoring of the Whakamaru &, B and C lines, use of HVDC
transmissicn technology which will ke less obtrusive and esasier toc underground, more
extensive use of undergrounding of AVAC lines, and consideraticn of new conventional

small scale 220kV transmission lines.

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

I oppese large scale HVAC transmission 1
aasementis pecause of the EMF emissions a
from this line, which have been proven to
leukaemia.

ines beling buillt on narrcw $5 metre wide
nd ionized particle emissions that will conme
cause numercus diseases, including childhood

I oppose these applications pecause Transpower has falsely {(and perhaps criminally)
tried to justify the need for this line peing bullt by using out of date and
inaccurately high demand growth forecasts (2005 35007, have not included the cost of
environmental impacts in their justifications, and are providing misleading and
inaccurate costings of the real alternative opitions te this line that should be
considered.

Therefore:

I seek the following decision from the Board of Inguiry. That the application for
Notices of Regquirement and Resource Consents should be turned down completely, and
Transpower directed to investigate generaticn, conservation and transmission

alternatives that will avoid this line being bullt under any circumstances.

dn

T explicitly do not want the Board of Inguiry to approve the applications subjsct to

conditions — I want the applications turned down in whole.




