Steve Rice

From: TRCallin [TPCallinddmie.govinz]

Sent: Thursday, 4 October 2007 %47 p.m.

To rice-resources-td@clear.net.nz =& (0T
Subject: FW: Grid Upgrade Submissions S

From: anonymous@orestenosting.net.nz [SMTP:ANONYMOUSECREATEHOSTING. BET . NZ ]
Sent: Thursday, 4 October Z007 9:44:08 p.m.

To: boisublfnotowers.co.nz

Subject: Grid Upgrade Submissicns

Ruto forwarded by Rule

5]

Name: Brian Tonks

Phone: 09 6343614

Email:

Yes:

submitter: Brian Tonks

At copy of this submission has been emailed to Transpower.

Scope: This ubm;% sion covers all notices of requirements and applications for

rescurce conssnts relating Transpower’s appiications that will be heard by this Board
of Inguiry. The references are NORs 27619, LOT089%, DESCO11/07, RMR20062%, DN/GO06/07,
2407021, RMC7020%, and rescurce consents 34102, 34370G, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116903, 116904, 1163805, and any othser NORs or resource consent appllcations
that may subsequently be filed or altered. We oppose all of these NORs and
applications for rescurce consent.

Re: This submigsion relates to the notlices of reguirement and/or zppl
for resource consent, lodged by Transpower New Zealand Ltd feor the North Isia
Upgrade Project, and identified above.

Remote Name: 124.187.10.10%

Date: 04 Cctober 2007

Address:

17/4%a Amaru Rd
Cne Tree Hi
Ruckland
Reasons:

T am completely opposed to Transpower’s intention to build this un-needed line, as the
demand growth projections of the Electricity Commission (2007 500} do not justify 1ts
censtruction. The scale and gapacity of this proposed 400kV capable line is completely
out of alignment with the expected reguirements for transmission capacity into
Auckland tc meet demand growth 1n the next 40 years. The potentizl new generation
capacity likely to be constructed in the Auckland regicn in the next 40 years has been
grossiy underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as cne of national
significance and urgency.

Better equal benefit alternatives te this proposed line are avallable that have a much
reduced environmental impact such as more generaticn in the Auckland region,
duplexing and reconductoring of the Whakamaru A, B and C lines, use of HVDC
transmission technology which wilil be less obtrusive and easier to underground, more
extensive use of undergrounding of HVAC 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 be required as a precautionary
principle to reduce future health risks and environmental impacts.




T oppose these applications because Transpower has falsely {and perhaps criminally)
tried te justify the need for this line being built by using out of date and
inaccurately high demand growth forecasts {2005 300), have not incliuded the cosit of
environmental impacts in their justifications, and are providing misleading and
inaccurate costings of the real alternative options to this line that should be
considered.

Thne wvisual impact of a dCOﬁV line on towers as proposed thrcucn the Hun a/#aparlmu
dlstrict, which curr has 4 existng sets of towers carring eleciricity into
Buckland is extremely unreascnable to propese, let alone buiid. T don't believe any

400KV towars should be built anywhere in MNew Zealand, as their impact is monumental in
the obscene.
Therefore:

I seek the following decision from the Board of Inguiry. That the application foz

Notices of Reguirement and Resource Consents should be turned down completely, and
Transpower directed to investigate generation, conservaticon and transmission
zlternatives that will aveid this line being built under any clrcumstances.

I explicitly do n want the Board of Inguiry to approve the applications subject to
concgiftions — I want the applications turned down in whole.




