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INTRODUCTION

Qualifications

8224862

MY name is Peter Howard Phillips. | am the Managing Director of Dialogue
Consultants Limited, which | set up in 1983. | hold a Doctorate of Philosophy.
Over the last 22 years | have undertaken a wide range of public consultations
both here and overseas, mainly on infrastructure development and public
policy. | was also responsiblé for the social impact assessments on many of
the infrastructure projects, as information gained during the consultation can

provide an important input into the assessment of social effects.

MY principal roles in relation to the North Island Grid Upgrade Project

(Upgrade Project) were to:

(a) assist Transpower New Zealand Limited (Transpower) to design and

implement the community consultation; and
(b) carry out a social impact assessment.

| was first engaged on the Upgrade Project in August 2004 and have worked
continually on it since then. During this time, | had extensive contact with
affected and interested parties through meetings, correspondence and
telephone conversations. | have also read most of the submissions made to
Transpower, and analysed records of all the public meetings held by

Transpower in the course of preparing reports on the consultation.

I have also read many of the submissions made to the Electricity Commission,
and most of those made to the Board of Inquiry. The balance of the
submissions to Transpower and to the Board of Inquiry were read by my
colleague Dr Tom Ludvigson. We used a common framework to analyse the

points made in the submissions.

THROUGHOUT the Upgrade Project, | have made extensive use of
Transpower's database (known as GridTracker) of contacts between project
personnel and affected and interested parties in monitoring and evaluating the

outcomes of the consultation. | also attended presentations and hearings of
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the Electricity Commission in Hamilton and Auckland to listen to community

questions, comments and submissions.

I confirm that | have read and am familiar with the Code of Conduct for Expert
Witnesses in the Environment Court Consolidated Practice Note (2006). |
have approached the preparation of this evidence in the same way that | would

for the Environment Court.

Scope of evidence

8224862

MY evidence is in two parts. Firstly, | will discuss consultation process, (Part
A), and secondly, the social impacts assessment associated with the Upgrade
Project (Part B).

I discuss the following matters:

(a) the objectives of the consultation with the affected communities;

(b) the approach to consultation for the Upgrade Project;

(c) the consultation programme;

(d) the findings of the consultation which were considered when decisions

were made on the Upgrade Project design; and

(e) the social impacts of the Upgrade Project.

IN terms of consultation, my evidence addresses only the consultation with the
affected and interested members of the public. For the Upgrade Project, |
have used my standard approach to describe these affected and interested

parties. This divides them into five groups, which | set out and illustrate below:

(a) directly affected: parties whose properties would be physically
affected by the construction and operation of the overhead and
underground sections and substations that comprise the principal
elements of the proposed 400 kV capable line (proposed line), and

who would be liable for compensation;

Page 2



10.

8224862

affected locality: properties which may experience some effects of the
construction and operation of the proposed line, such as construction

traffic and visual intrusion;

interested parties: a wider community of people with some interest in

the Upgrade Project;

key stakeholders: institutions and special interest groups, with or

“without geographical-links to the affected area, but who take an

interest in the Upgrade Project because of some wider concerns or
responsibilities (such as statutory bodies and environmental groups);

and

tangata whenua: reflecting the express recognition of the interests in

the RMA as well as being affected parties.

Figure 1: Consultation groups
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MY evidence focuses on the first three groups (a-c), although | have had some

very limited contact with key stakeholders during the course of the Upgrade

Project.

Consultation with central and local government, and with other

stakeholder groups will be addressed by Mr Campbell. Consultation with

tangata whenua will be addressed by Mr Mikaere, and Mr Ngakete to whom |
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provided some assistance in developing the plan for consultation with tangata

whenua.

PART A: CONSULTATION

1.

12.

13.

8224862

IN this part of my evidence, | will identify and describe the consultation
undertaken for the Upgrade Project. | will discuss the separate consultations

on the three main parts of the Upgrade Project:

(a) the proposed line;
(b) the underground cables; and
(c) the substations.

I will also discuss the staging of the consultation. Consultation with
communities along the two possible routes began in October 2004 and was
largely completed in January 2006. This was signified by the public
announcement of the final centre-line, tower locations, easement
requirements, and transition station location. | say “largely complete” in that
while the proposal was finalised in most respects, there were a number of
aspects, such as the transition station, where consultation with individual

landowners was continuing.

AS a result of the decision of the Electricity Commission in April 2006 to
decline what has become known as the "Original Proposal", the community
consultation was restarted in October 2006 and continued to May 2007. At
this stage Transpower confirmed the revisions to the northern end of the
project including the cable route to Pakuranga, substation equipment at
Pakuranga and the location of the transition station/substation between the
overhead and underground sections at Brownhill Road, Whitford. As in
January 2006, while the bulk of the proposal has been finalised, consultation
continues as Transpower responds to specific issues, such as the crossing of
Lake Karapiro. Contacts with individual landowners are also continuing,
focussing largely on property and easement purchase and on possible

mitigation measures.
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