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I am making this submission on all notices of requirement and applications for
resource consents filed by Transpower.

I wish to strongly stress that I do not believe sufficient time has been given to
adequately prepare submissions and in particular to obtain the necessary advice
from professionals and experts in RMA matters.

I am writing as an effected landowner and resident of the Waiterimu District through
which Transpower have a proposal for the 400kV transmission line.
I am appalled at the proposal and wish to register my strongest protest.

We have the 110kV ARI-PAC and three 220kV OTA-WKMA lines traversing
our farm property.

HISTORY:

[ have lived on this property for 47 years. Part of the present day farm was established
140 years ago when my husband's grandmother came, as a widow with 5 small children
and established the first dairy farm in this area and also the first Post Office.

Our farm today runs sheep and beef on steep hill country and dairy stock on flat land.

We built our home 47 years ago and it stands very close to the ARI-PAK-A line. We
were assured at the time that there was no need for any concern about the proximity of
the line. As we learn more about the EMF fields and the wind born corona ions we would
never build a house as close to a line today.



FARMING OPERATION:

Our farming operation is enormously effected by the existing pyions.

More crops are being harvested for use with the feed pad — made difficuit working
around existing pylons. The requirements for effluent disposal are becoming more and
more stringent and moving irrigators around pylons is frustrating and time consuming.
Cropping, spraying, effluent irrigation and electric fences are all seriously limited by the
four existing lines — a further 400kV would be a disaster.

Aerial topdressing which is vital to our high country, will be seriously effected as the
airstrip we use will be unusable should the 400kV proposal go ahead. We have been
informed that 3 of the nearest airstrips will either be unusabtle or usable with limitations.
The limitations of course will incur extra costs.

Stray voltage has been a costly problem in my dairy shed causing loss of production and
stress to stock and staff. Ninety per cent of our land is in dairying, and while we located a
5 year old 44 bale rotary cowshed as far as practicable from high tension lines knowing
that voltage loss can have a serious effect on a cows milking ability, we anticipate this
can only worsen with an additional high voltage line running parallel and to the east of
the A.B and C lines.

Mastitis is a problem on the farm, and we are watching trials on cows regularly grazing
beneath transmission lines with interest.

Over the last few years the farm has been reconfigured so that systems like spray
irrigation of effluent can be used. There are a limited number of paddocks that can be
used for this purpose and pylons and lines further restrict economic use.

Electric fencing is restricted by the Electricity rules and the lighting of fires in
proximity to the lines discouraged.

ENVIRONMENT:

When Transpower issued the initial planning documents relating to the proposed 400 line
the document stated that they had identified “areas that should be avoided when
considering possible locations for new lines”. The first listed item was

- landscape features and areas where visual impact would be high.”

I attach a photo taken from our home looking along the existing Ari Pak line which is to
be replaced by the 400 line and ask the question of the panel — “Could the environmental
impact of a new 400kV line be any worse?

“The answer of course is “Yes — 400 times worse.”

HEALTH:

There is already growing evidence of the health effects due to prolonged exposure to
electro-magnetic fields and the long term risk to health — particularly as it affects
children.

Transpower, who are directly responsible for the planning and building of these
transmission lines must (in my opinion) be required to accept responsibility for the
imposition of additional risk due to forcing landowners to accept these lines and therefore
the risks to health that go with them.



To say — as Transpower have to date ~ that health issues were not their responsibility, is a
blatant abrogation of responsibility.

FAMILY:

Transpower's proposed route shows the corridor embracing our home, the home of our
daughter, son-in-law and grandchildren, and our staff.

It has always been our hope that members of our family would wish to continue with
this farming operation.

Should the 400kV line go through this property our family have indicated they are
reluctant to remain here.

Our hope "'to stand tall on our turangawaewae" is in danger of being taken from us -
and not from any actions of our own.

I consider the building of this line to be absolutely unacceptable.

1 ask the panel to decline the building of this 406kV line.
I wish to be heard at the public hearing,

Eorraine Storey
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Submission on Transpower's Notices of Requirement and
Application for Resource Consents.

Section 145 of the Resource Management Act

To:  Minister for the Environment Transpower
P O Box 4405 Freepost 182915
Hamilton East PO Box 1621
Hamilton 3247 Wellington
Email: tpeailinfmiesoving sabmissions @transpower.co.nz
Fax: 044327700 Fax: 04819 7624
Submitter:
Name: Lorraine Storey

Address: 186 Mangapike Valley Road. R D 4 Ohinewai 3784
Phone: 07 8285 895
Email: robstorey@xtra.co.nz

Date: 2 October 2007

I am making this submission on ﬁg notices of reguirement and applications for
resource consents filed by Transpower.

I wish to strongly stress that I do not believe sufficient time has been given to
adequately prepare submissions and in particular to obtain the necessary advice
from professionals and experts in RMA matters.

[ am writing as an effected landowner and resident of the Waiterimu District through
which Transpower have a proposal for the 400kV transmission line.
1 am appalled at the proposal and wish to register my strongest protest.

We have the 110kV ARI-PAC and three 220kV OTA-WKMA lines traversing
our farm property.

HISTORY:

I have lived on this property for 47 years. Part of the present day farm was established
140 years ago when my husband's grandmother came, as a widow with 5 small children
and established the first dairy farm in this area and also the first Post Office.

Our farm today runs sheep and beef on steep hill country and dairy stock on flat land.
We built our home 47 years ago and it stands very close to the ARI-PAK-A line, We
were assured af the time that there was no need for any concern about the proximity of
the line. As we learn more about the EMF fields and the wind born corona ions we would
never build a house as close to a line today.



FARMING OPERATION:

Our farming operation is enormously effected by the existing pylons.

More crops are being harvested for use with the feed pad — made difficult working
around existing pylons. The requirements for effluent disposal are becoming more and
more stringent and moving irrigators around pylons is frustrating and time consuming.
Cropping, spraying, effluent irrigation and electric fences are all seriously limited by the
four existing lines — a further 400kV would be a disaster.

Aerial topdressing which is vital to our high country, will be seriously effected as the
airstrip we use will be unusable should the 400kV proposal go ahead. We have been
informed that 3 of the nearest airstrips will either be unusable or usable with limitations.
The limitations of course will incur extra costs.

Stray voltage has been a costly problem in my dairy shed causing loss of production and
stress to stock and staff. Ninety per cent of our land is in dairying, and while we located a
5 year old 44 bale rotary cowshed as far as practicable from high tension lines knowing
that voltage loss can have a serious effect on a cows milking ability, we anticipate this
can only worsen with an additional high voltage line running parallel and to the east of
the A,B and C lines.

Mastitis is a problem on the farm, and we are watching trials on cows regularly grazing
beneath transmission lines with interest.

Over the last few years the farm has been reconfigured so that systems like spray
irrigation of effluent can be used. There are a limited number of paddocks that can be
used for this purpose and pylons and lines further restrict economic use.

Electric fencing is restricted by the Electricity rules and the lighting of fires in
proximity to the lines discouraged.

ENVIRONMENT:

When Transpower issued the initial planning documents relating to the proposed 400 line
the document stated that they had identified “areas that should be avoided when
considering possible locations for new lines”. The first listed item was

- Jandscape features and areas where visual impact would be high.”

[ attach a photo taken from our home looking along the existing Ari Pak line which is to
be replaced by the 400 line and ask the question of the panel — “Could the environmental
impact of a new 400kV line be any worse?

“The answer of course is “Yes — 400 times worse.”

HEALTH:

There is already growing evidence of the health effects due to prolonged exposure to
electro-magnetic fields and the long term risk to health — particularly as it affects
children.

Transpower, who are directly responsible for the planning and building of these
transmission lines must (in my opinion) be required to accept responsibility for the
imposition of additional risk due to forcing landowners to accept these lines and therefore
the risks to heaith that go with them.



To say — as Transpower have to date — that health issues were not their responsibility, is a
blatant abrogation of responsibility.

FAMILY:

Transpower's proposed route shows the corridor embracing our home, the home of our
daughter, son-in-law and grandchildren, and our staff.

It has always been our hope that members of our family would wish to continue with
this farming operation.

Should the 400kV line go through this property our family have indicated they are
reluctant to remain here.

Our hope "'fo stand tall on cur turangawaewse" is in danger of being taken from us -
and not from any actions of our own.

I consider the building of this line to be absolutely unacceptable.
I ask the panel to decline the building of this 400kV line.
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