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Submission on the “Draft Auckland Plan” with regards to effect on the Auckland Plan of the National Policy Statement on Electricity Transmission (NPSET)

Please find attached a submission on the draft Auckland Plan. 
Submission at the Hearing

(  I/We wish to speak in support of my/our submission.

(  I/We do not wish to speak in support of my/our submission.

(  If others make a similar submission, I/we will consider presenting a joint case with them
      at the hearing.

Name: …………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Name: …………………………………………………………………………………………………..

Name: …………………………………………………………………………………………………..

Contact Details:

Phone:

Mobile:

Email:

Postal Address:

Local Board Area:

Signature: .......................................................................     Date:…………………………………


Signature: .......................................................................     Date:…………………………………


Signature: .......................................................................     Date:…………………………………

Submission on the Draft Auckland Plan

(1) Those parts of the Auckland Plan that this submission relates to:
1.1 This submission relates to Section D “Auckland’s High-Level Development Strategy” Pages 31 to 36 and map D.1 and D.2; Chapter 8 Urban Auckland pages 112 to 134; and Chapter 10 Auckland’s Infrastructure pages 151 and Map 10.3 page 158.


1.2 In principle this submission is in support of Priority 1 to “realize a quality compact city” and Priority 2 to “ create enduring town centres and neighborhoods “ and in that regard this submission supports the 8 centres that have been identified as first Priority in paragraph 188 and outlined further in Chapter 8.  


1.3 We note also that this initial group of priorities will be the Council’s main focus for planning and investment, for the first 3 years of the Auckland Plan. We also note that the Auckland Plan places considerable attention on two big initiatives, the City Centre and the Southern Initiative Area. 


1.4 In addition the plan highlights development strategy for selected areas on Map D2 on page 38 and 39.This submission draws your attention, in particular to development Areas 8,9,10 and 11 (Whau, Onehunga Waterview, Tamaki Coastal edge and Central South). 


1.5 By way of example we draw your attention also to pages 118 and 119 of the plan and in particular to the artist impression at the bottom of page 119.
(2) Effect on the Auckland Plan of the National Policy Statement on Electricity Transmission (NPSET) 

2.1  We draw your attention to the effect on the Auckland Plan and the areas highlighted in the previous section, that the National Policy Statement on Electricity Transmission 2008 (NPSET) will create and in particular what the effects will be on those areas, if Transpower’s Corridor Management Policy (the CMP) is adopted and used by Council, in order to give effect to the NPSET, in the forthcoming Unitary Plan. 


2.2  We acknowledge that it is not possible for the Council to modify or amend the NPSET. 
2.3  The main contention of this submission is as follows: 

if Transpower CMP is adopted by Council, then the various development strategies and growth initiative areas that have been identified, in the Auckland Plan, will not achieve their objectives and the whole bases of the development strategy, as outlined in the Auckland Plan will be undermined by the CMP. 
2.4  The reason for this is that the CMP prohibits any new development within 12 metres of the centre line of ALL 110 and 220 kv transmission lines (this is called the red zone in the CMP) and controls development on an additional 20 metres either side of the transmission lines (this is called the orange zone ). See lower half of Attachment A to this submission - a diagram of the red and orange zones, which is part of the CMP.

2.5  Transpower has already endeavored to use the CMP to restrict development on a RMA application for 59 town houses in McLeod Road Te Atatu south. In that application Transpower’s submission used the CMP to seek the removal of a significant number of houses.


2.6  In the Favona Road Structure plan area, the CMP required the Council to construct and provide an internal road, that was not necessary and the alignment of the road has compromised various development opportunities.  

2.7  The development potential of the Council’s own railway development at the new Onehunga Station is also directly affected by the NPSET and CMP. (See Attachment A.) 
2.8  In addition to those examples, there is the direct financial cost to Council that will arise with the implementation of the CMP, in the forthcoming Unitary Plan. The Transpower proposal (the CMP) is not a notice of requirement and there is no designation on the planning maps. The approach adopted by Transpower is for the CMP to form part of the Councils controls on development, as the approach to give effect to the NPSET.Therefore any possible compensation or purchase of land will rest with Council and not Transpower. Aspects of these implications were outlined in the report to Auckland Council's Regional Development & Operations Committee at its 15 September, 2011 meeting. (Agenda Item 13: Compliance with the National Policy Statement on Electricity Transmission 2008.)

2.9  In reference to the artist impression for Onehunga, as mentioned in paragraph 5 of these submissions. You will see the transmission line pylons in the middle background of the artist impression. If the CMP is adopted, none of the redevelopment as illustrated for the right hand side of Princess Street is achieveable.Thereby significantly affecting the growth strategy, as outlined in the Auckland Plan. In addition we attach a plan illustrating the effect of the CMP across the Onehunga/Mangere bridge area. (See Attachment B.)
( 3 ) What this Submission is requesting
3.1  That chapter 10 Infrastructure Priority 2 page 151 includes the following directive:

That Transpower implement a programme to underground ALL 110 and 220 Kv lines from Otahuhu to Henderson (including lines to and from sub stations located at Mangere, Penrose, Mt Roskill and Albany) in order to give effect to the development growth strategy that is outlined in this plan.
Attachment A

Source: Bob Demler, paper, page 5. Report located at www.onehunga.net.nz/uploads/77902/files/Visio-Transpower_General_Issues_No_Build_Zones_01.pdf
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Attachment B

Source: Bob Demler paper, page 4. Report located at www.onehunga.net.nz/uploads/77902/files/Visio-Transpower_General_Issues_No_Build_Zones_01.pdf
[image: image1.png]-Transpower General Issues No Build Zones 01.pdf - Adobe Reader

&
o R

Fle Edt View Document Tools Window Help

* s|/5 & @ FiE

impicatons o Tanspouers NPT equrments e vy f Onunga Ry Stonan Nt .
& NESET wil it Auehand Councis Fure. Grontn Pl
Carsporston oadn nd rovang 4 e com

x g:_v f,., 1%

@

[ Tovrerres

S —
| Rt

[ 0 2o s 2om e st
e zone conecledy Transpoues oy
et e s

s S siver s of
cenveine o aramscen ne. Trarpouer
o et s 7

°





Page 5 of 5

