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(Your  Name )

 (Your address)
(Your Contact phone and/or email)
Anita Siestas 
Project Manager

Energex Limited
Loganlea Jimboomba

Reply Paid 84303

BRISBANE QLD 4001

loganleatojimboomba@energex.com.au
IMPORTANT- THERE ARE A NUMBER OF POSSIBLE CONCERNS, ABOUT THIS SUBMISSION AND YOU MAY EVEN HAVE OTHERS NOT CONSIDERED BELOW. IT IS IMPORTANT YOU PERSONALISE THIS LETTER, DON’T JUST PUT IT ALL IN – PUT IN THE BITS THAT CONCERN YOU.  REMOVE ANY THAT DON’T.   THEN MAKE THE WORDS YOUR OWN.  THIS IS JUST A GUIDE.

YOU NEED TO PERSONALISE YOUR SUBMISSION LETTER AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE. REMEMBER TO DELETE THE PINK BITS ALSO!!!  
Dear Madam,
F O R M A L   O B J E C T I O N

Submission in Response to Final IAR
Loganlea to Jimboomba 110KV Line (Closes Friday 9 July at 5 pm)
I wish to register my opposition to Energex’s Final IAR advocating the Logan River, Waterford Tamborine Rd and Camp Cable Rd as the preferred option for the Loganlea to Jimboomba 110KV Sub Transmission Line. 
Background

I am a local resident living at ( your address ). This property is located (describe where you are with reference to the proposed power lines  and indicate if they cross your property.
I live at the property with (set out your family circumstances, including the ages of any children living at the address).
(Set out any relevant personal circumstances here- these may include things like  details of any home or rural  business you run that may be affected, details of any plans you had to build or subdivide on the property that might be affected.
I believe Energex nominated this route primarily on the basis of cost and failed to give adequate consideration to the social and environmental impacts.
I object to Energex’s proposal on the following grounds …
Route Selection
Regrettably, the community was not given opportunity to comment on a variety of proposed routes for this line. 

More direct paths are available, and at least two of these run largely along the same route as existing 110KV lines that run through Chambers Flat and Stockleigh. 

Traditionally electricity infrastructure planning for Logan has been poorly conceived. 

An ugly network of electricity lines and towers crisscrossing the region currently exists.

Energex’s preferred short term ad-hoc approach to infrastructure designation does not represent Logan’s best interests or forward planning that is needed in the SEQRP.
Surely it is possible to meet the energy needs of consumers without such visual pollution, and without adding further potential health and safety risks to the community?
The State Government recently announced the development of the future satellite communities of Greater Flagstone and Yarrabilba.  With this announcement comes an opportunity for Energex to scrap the controversial Logan River route and look toward a new better conceived route that satisfies the region’s electricity requirements for the future without adversely impacting on our valuable natural resources.  As winners at the Premier’s Climate Smart Sustainaility Awards, I would expect nothing less than for Energex to fully explore these new opportunities.
(In this section you need to set out briefly your general concerns about the route selected  itself- too long,  too close to homes, childcare centre, running straight through koala habitat,  whatever it is that concerns you. Please note  there are separate  sections  further down about flooding on the river, and health concerns about EMR’s, and environmental issues)
The River
There is no existing powerline easement along the Logan River. Energex’s proposal to use the Logan River as a power easement is unprecedented.  Despite assertions to the contrary, Energex are unable to provide evidence of ever having used a river so extensively for the purposes of establishing electricity infrastructure. Energex also has a policy of consolidating easements and this means that more powerlines could be upgraded or constructed in the future along the Logan River which is unacceptable.
The Logan River is a tidal river within the catchment of Moreton Bay.

Moreton Bay is a Ramsar listed wetland of international significance.


Issues pertaining to sediment control and toxic soils (Acid sulphate soils) have not been adequately explored. There is no detailed plan provided by Energex in the Final IAR for how this will be managed to reduce risks to the River environment.  
This project introduces new erosion risks to the banks of the Logan River and the adjacent flood plain.

This project forms a precedent for exploiting riparian bioregional corridors for the purposes of establishing infrastructure routes.

Flooding

I believe Energex failed to adequately consider the ramifications of flooding for the proposed route. 
I am concerned that Energex representatives refused to take contradictory anecdotal flood evidence provided by long term residents along the Logan River to include in the Worley Parson’s flood modelling for further investigation.

Several poles (four at last report) fall within local Council’s restricted HAT +50.  New separation distances under the Logan Planning Scheme are 100m in accordance with CRC recommendations.  This infrastructure clearly contravenes these limitations.

Cleared easements (40m wide interrupting the river bank 10 times) will alter the river flow and intensity during flood periods.
Removing vegetation from the riparian corridor will undermine bank stability and increase the potential for landslide hazards.

Potential hazards associated with damage from flood borne debris have not been adequately investigated.
Water speeds on the floodplains during flood events have not been adequately explored.
Maintaining safe distances between lines and the (shifting) ground (due to shifting silt) has not been thoroughly investigated.


Advice regarding maintenance / repairs during or after flood events is questionable?

Energex argue this line is important to maintaining the reliability of the network.   I question the reliability of the new line given that it will be established on a river flood plain where access for repairs during flood events will be impossible and where maintenance / repairs following any significant rain will be hampered for several weeks.

(N.B It is important to personalize this section- if you have lived on or near the river- and can endorse and add to these comments you should do so – e.g. “my 4WD tractor got bogged on the flood plain  following recent rains and we couldn’t get it out for three weeks- how will Energex maintain the line during wet weather?”- It is really important to put details of your own flooding knowledge in this section)
Climate Change

Engineering reports fail to adequately assess the increased flooding risk that may result from amplified storm intensity associated with climate change.
Energex’s proposal contradicts the Government’s recommendations for avoiding establishing infrastructure in regions likely to be affected by climate change.

Habitat needs to remain connected not fragmented for reducing climate change impacts on fauna such as the koala.

Environmental Concerns – General

All but 1 km of the powerline route from Loganlea to Jimboomba is proposed to travel through three bioregional corridors that are state declared. Bioregional corridors are areas of state or regional significance which preserve the natural values of a designated region. 
This powerline route will negatively impact on the natural values for not one but three bioregional corridors. Energex’s Final IAR notes that this route is rich in biodiversity ( 11-21) and that it has the potential to have impacts on biodiversity (p11-7).
Environmental Concerns – Logan River
Diverse flora and fauna habitats associated with remnant vegetation of state and regional significance and regrowth vegetation that will be destroyed.  

The Logan River is a state declared bioregional corridor and DERM and Logan City Council planning supports the protection not the removal of this vegetation. 
Energex’s proposal will significantly fragment local and regional linkages to other core natural areas surrounding the River.


Energex’s proposal will destroy the inter-urban breaks between and within the Logan community.


Areas of riparian, regrowth or remnant vegetation will be permanently and irreversibly destroyed.


The proposed line will permanently frustrate any “attempt to establish a continuous canopy link along both banks of the river”.

The Logan River is a natural corridor for waterbirds and other species which use the river for navigation and orientation.  This new line will introduce several new obstacles across their flight paths.

Energex’s proposal will destroy biodiversity areas and associated corridors required to maintain the health of wildlife habitats.


Mature trees (some providing bank stability) will be removed for the purposes of this infrastructure.

The Logan River has presently got a poor report card in terms of river health.  To repair this, significant measures are required- large habitat trees need to be planted for bank stabilization, and having 10 separate river crossings will mean this is not possible in any of those areas.  Any re-vegetation Energex  does, will not be sufficient for the purposes of river bank stabilization, as  trees and shrubs with a 3-4m maximum height will not do the job. The  proposal will not improve, but will degrade the river.

With all this in mind, why turn this beautiful natural corridor into a high voltage power easement?

Environmental Concerns – Camp Cable Rd

There are two state government declared bioregional corridors that run north to south along Camp Cable Rd and west to east across Waterford Tamborine Rd just north of Camp Cable Rd.  These bioregional corridors will not be improved by continuing habitat clearing by Energex.. 
Vegetation along Camp Cable Rd is either endangered dominant vegetation or endangered subdominant regrowth vegetation. Much of the regrowth vegetation is designated essential regrowth habitat for koalas. Even vegetation marked not of concern are critical for linking habitat for koalas and other species. 

Clearing additional vegetation to create a 40 metre wide easement by Energex will not improve connectivity of habitat in this area. Energex’s report already notes that there has been considerable impacts from past habitat clearing  around Camp Cable Rd . 

Many small mammals and bird species will not cross even small areas of cleared vegetation.  

Energex’s report notes the high biodiversity that still exists in the vicinity of Camp Cable Rd. 
Species such as koalas, antechinus, greater gliders, glossy black cockatoos, black and yellow cockatoos, wedge tailed eagles, kangaroos, red neck wallabies, agile wallabies, swamp wallabies, numerous frog species, numerous bird species, echidna,  goannas, bearded dragons, short and long necked turtles have all been recorded from along the Camp Cable Rd and Waterford-Tamborine Rd area in deskstop, field surveys and in anecdotal sightings from residents in the area. 
This biodiversity will not be maintained or protected for the future with continuing habitat clearing as proposed by Energex. 
Camp Cable Road Koalas

Significant numbers of koala sightings have been recorded by Wildnet for the areas around Camp Cable Rd, Waterford Tamborine Rd and Logan Village. 
These results have been confirmed by community sightings reported to VETO during a surveys of residents in March to June 2010.  In this survey historic and recent sightings were recorded from 43 residents along an area from the Jimboomba substation, along Camp Cable Rd , along Waterford Tamborine Rd   to near Anzac Avenue at Logan Village. 

State government Koala Mapping shows that most of the entire area covered by the proposal is shown as high value bushland, or high and medium value Rehabilitation for koala habitat.

Koala populations in South East Queensland are in severe decline and are at risk of becoming endangered.  Further fragmenting their habitat along the corridors they use will only hasten this process. 

In particularly koalas are associated with the Camp Cable Rd and Waterford Tamborine Rd sections of the route.  

If you have any of your own anecdotal information (pictures or sightings of koalas or other wildlife in the area of the proposal- put it in here). 
Health and Safety Issues
(If this is one of your areas of concern- you should set out your personal circumstances here- e.g. you work from home &  will be close to the lines 24/7, you have small children who the research shows seem to suffer most adverse health effects of living near such lines, any health problems you currently have which may be exacerbated by  ongoing exposure to EMR’s- whatever it is- set that out here )
I am concerned about health and safety issues. There is sufficient evidence from recent scientific research (Draper et al 2005 found a 70% increase in childhood leukaemia for those living within 200m of an overhead transmission line at exposure of 3 milliGauss) to establish the risk to people living near high voltage overhead power lines.  This is particularly concerning because Energex guidelines allow for exposure of up to 1000 milliGaus!  Recent research substantiates the earlier links to childhood leukaemia and provides new evidence of links to Alzheimer’s disease (Hess et al 2008, Garcia et al 2008).  

Energex needs to find a solution which addresses the current scientific evidence that is available.  The dangers of smoking and asbestos were ignored by authorities long after they were well known and society (and sufferers of the associated diseases) is now paying a high social cost for that delay in recognizing those scientifically proven dangers.

Whilst Energex argue the validity of this research, it doesn’t change the fact that this is a risk that my family and I were not previously exposed to and that these are risks we do not want to have forced upon us.

Australia trails a number of overseas countries with electricity designation planning.  Many Governments underground electricity infrastructure as a matter of protocol.  Considering the long term cost savings over the life of the asset and the social impacts under grounding power makes good sense.
Energex frequently refer to their policy of prudent avoidance.  Clearly the best example of providing the safest outcome for residents is to move their power infrastructure away from resident’s homes and under ground the power into consolidated easements (eg roads).

Amenity
(In this section- take care to describe the visual impact of the lines as they will likely affect you – e.g. it will wreck the view across from the house to the dam-  )
Overhead Power lines are ugly wherever they are, and clearly, no-one wants them in their own ‘back yard’.   The notion of putting a new line through an area with such high scenic amenity however is untenable.

Many residents bought their homes (whether on the river or not) specifically for the views and semi-rural aspect.  This will be ruined by the vista presented by these poles. 
Painting the poles green, (suggested as a mitigation measure by Energex), will not hide the poles or make them blend into the landscape. 

Logan is an area of high visual amenity, and this proposal will significantly diminish that.

Energex’s electricity infrastructure will detract from the rural aspect of the area.


Public interest will not be served in that the affected section of the river will be unsuitable for future recreation use.


The ambience and atmosphere of the beautiful Logan River will be permanently and irreversibly destroyed.


The proposed corridor will diminish the appeal of the river for wild life enthusiasts, boating enthusiasts and gliding enthusiasts.


Energex’s proposal will sterilize this section of the river for local tourism.
Impact on  Land Use
Individuals clearing land on their own properties face prosecution.  Energex are proposing to clear swathes of land along the riparian corridor and acres upon acres along known koala habitat in Camp  Cable Road.
(This section is where you would detail 
· any business /rural/ hobby pursuits that you presently undertake on the property, and set out how the proposal would affect that (e.g. can’t train horses under the lines), can’t irrigate, too close to the shed where I run my home business

·  any future plans for your land which might be impacted by the proposal. If you do have any such future plans (e.g. subdivision, granny flat for the mother in law, you should detail these carefully)

Summary
(Again, make this your own- you should highlight the issues that most concern you in this section) 

I believe Energex has chosen this route based mainly upon cost, and has not balanced all relevant social and environmental issues appropriately.
Energex recently won a 2010 Premier’s ClimateSmart Sustainability Award.  As such, we expect a greater commitment from Energex to protecting the biodiversity of our area.

A route needs to be selected which will not further increase the ‘spider web’ of transmission lines that has already been permitted to spring up through the region.  The State Government’s announcement of the new communities of Greater Flagstone and Yarrabilba represents an opportunity for Energex to scrap this controversial route and go back to the drawing board to provide better solutions for all.
Choosing a route that runs extensively along a flood plain and a river that regularly floods is dangerous.  This route will be extremely difficult to access and maintain in wet weather.   Most significantly, this proposal will set a new precedent.
The route which is selected also needs to address the health and safety concerns of residents, which concerns are justified in light of presently available scientific evidence. 
The fact that some people on the proposed route already have 33KV lines running close to their homes is not sufficient reason to visit more of the same upon them.
Given that Energex has knowledge of the health and safety risks associated with high voltage transmission lines, it has a responsibility to ensure that future lines in proximity to residences are adequately shielded, to reduce emissions to levels which do not pose health risks. 
In conclusion, I once again would like to voice my staunch opposition to this project.  Energex’s proposal fails to provide for the best interests for the people of Logan.

My family and I fully support the VETO submission.

Yours faithfully,
(make sure you sign this and have your name and address)

