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Sent: Friday, & October 2007 9:37 a.m. .
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Subject: Grid Upgrade SubmiSSiOJS
futo forwarded by a Rul

B - e L A R R R O R R T R O T

Name: Kevin Grant ¥ shire
Pheone: 027 28458596
Email: infoferimeinvestorhomes., co.nz

Yes: T/we wish te be heard in support of my/our submission at the public
hearing, and exgect I will need between one and two hours tc present my evidence, £
would like the location of the porticn of the hearing which will receive my evidence

to be held in a leccal venue near toc where I live.

submitter: Kevin Wiltshire

P copy of this submission has been emailed to Transpower.

Scope: This submission covers all notices of requirements and applicaticons for
resource consents relating Transpower’s applicaticons that will be heard by this Beard
of Inguiry. The references are NORg 27619, L0O708%, DESO011/07, RMRZ00821, DN/ODOG/07,
240/021, RMOT0Z209, and rescurce consents 34102, 34370, 34372, 34373, 34711, 34712,
116902, 116503, 116904, 116905, and any other NORs or rescurce consent applications
that may subsequently be filed or altered. We oppose all of these NORs and
applicaticons for resource consent.

Re: This submission relates o the noitlces of requirement and/cr applications
for resourc e COGS@Ht, lodged by Transpower New Zealand Ltd for the Nerth Island Grid
Upgrade Project, and ildentliiled above.

Remote xame: 222.155.200.236

Date: 05 Octcher 2007

Address:
70 Box 311
Cambridge

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 SO0} do not justify its
construction. The scale and capacity of this proposed GDOKV capable line is completely
out of alignment with the expe”ted requirements for transmission capacity into
Auckland to meet demand growth in the next 40 years. The potential new generation
capacity likely to be constructed in the Auckland regilon in the next 40 years has been
grossly underestimated in an attempt to justify this line as one of national
significance and urgency.

Better equal benefit alternatives Lo this proposed line are avallabkle that have a much
reduced envirconmental 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 ke less obtrusive and easier fo underground, more
extensive use of urde?grounding cf HVAC lines, and consideration 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
easement, free of houses and workplaces, should be reguired as a precautionary
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