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COPYRIGHT AND DISCLAIMER
Copyright of this material is owned by or licensed to ElectraNet. Permission to publish, modify, commercialise or alter this
material must be sought directly from ElectraNet. Reasonable endeavours have been used to ensure that the information
contained in this document is accurate at the time of writing. However, ElectraNet gives no warranty and accepts no
liability for any loss or damage incurred in reliance on this information.
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Preamble

Purpose

What We Heard reports are an important part of ElectraNet’s commitment to
transparent, meaningful and ongoing engagement. They document and summarise
what communities, landholders, stakeholders and interest groups have shared with us
through our engagement activities, ensuring their voices are accurately captured and
reflected in project planning.

These reports intentionally present a wide range of views, including perspectives that may differ
or conflict, recognising the diversity of experiences, values and priorities across communities. It
demonstrates how community input can be used to inform our understanding, highlight areas
of concern and opportunity and support decision-making as part of the broader engagement
and planning framework.

Background

This is the third What We Heard Report prepared for the NTx project.

What We Heard Volume 1 summarised feedback received during early engagement in 2024 and
What We Heard Volume 2, brought together community feedback gathered between May 2025
and March 2026 as corridor options for the Mid North and Greater Adelaide sections of the
project continued to be identified and developed.

What We Heard Volume 3 identifies the key issues raised during the community and stakeholder
engagement program conducted between November 2025 and July 2026. These relate to
investigations for a new fifth corridor option in the Mid North, located to the east of Goyder’s Line,
and the Greater Adelaide corridor between Freeling and Bolivar/Dry Creek.

The new fifth corridor option between Bundey and Freeling was introduced following further
investigations undertaken in direct response to feedback documented in Volume 2.

The Project Draft Assessment Report (PADR) was also prepared and released for public
consultation in April 2026, as part of the Regulatory Investment Test for Transmission (RIT-T)
under the National Electricity Rules. The PADR identified a connection to a new substation in the
Bolivar/Dry Creek area as providing the best net benefits, indicating this would be the best
connection point into the metropolitan area.

This What We Heard Report Volume 3 covers what we heard as investigations progressed on
the new fifth corridor option, which occurred alongside the release of the PADR and so feedback
received through both consultations has been included in this document, where relevant.

Rather than releasing a final What We Heard Report Volume 3, we have released this early draft,
allowing stakeholders to review and provide any further feedback before the report is finalised
and released later this year.
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In parallel with the community and stakeholder engagement documented in this report,
targeted engagement with Traditional Owners has also been undertaken, with feedback being
used to inform our ongoing investigations and project planning.

What We Heard Volume 3 should be read alongside Volume 2, which provides broader project
context and documents the feedback received across all Mid North corridor options and Greater
Adelaide.

This report uses the same thematic structure as Volume 2. The eight themes identified through
the broader NTx engagement process have been carried forward, allowing readers to compare
how views vary between corridor areas.

About this report

Investigation of a new Mid North corridor option

Our previous What We Heard Report Volume 2 documented feedback from a large number of
stakeholders across the Mid North who raised the possibility of routing the new transmission
line further east, beyond Goyder’s Line.

Many landholders in the original corridor areas expressed concern about cumulative impacts
on productive agricultural land, proximity to townships and tourist areas, property values,
community identity and impact on natural features.

In response to this feedback, ElectraNet committed to investigating land east of Goyder’s Line to
see if this could provide a better corridor option.

This investigation resulted in the identification of a new corridor, informed by constraint
mapping, desktop analysis, technical inputs and direct engagement with landholders in the new
corridor area.

Landholder engagement began in late 2025, with ElectraNet’s project team committing to
making direct contact with affected property owners before findings were publicly released.

For the Mid North section, early findings on the new fifth corridor suggests it is likely to be a more
suitable location for a new transmission line, compared to the four original corridor options.

All Mid North corridor options, including the new corridor, remain under consideration.
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Map of NTx South, including the new fifth corridor.
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Release of the PADR

The Project Assessment Draft Report (PADR) was released for a six-week public consultation on
30 April 2026 and is an important part of the regulatory approval process. This process is
designed to ensure the project delivers the best value for electricity consumers, balancing
costs with long-term economic and energy benefits.

The PADR compared the credible options for NTx, presenting our draft conclusion and identified
the Bolivar/Dry Creek substation connection as the preferred solution for the southern most
section of the project.
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The Project

ElectraNet is exploring the best way to increase capacity in South Australia’s
high-voltage electricity network to meet growing demand and unlock future
opportunities.

The Northern Transmission Project (known as NTx) has been established to investigate options
to upgrade the transmission network to support the State’s economic growth, enable new
electricity generation projects and strengthen transmission links for industrial expansion.

Currently in early planning, we are investigating options to construct a new transmission line, to
be built in two sections:

e NTx South, which will run from the Mid North (Bundey substation near Robertstown) to
Greater Adelaide.

e NTx North, which will run from the Mid North (Bundey substation near Robertstown) to
Whyalla.

South Australia is on the cusp of a once-in-a-generation growth and jobs opportunity, as
industries such as mining, manufacturing and data centres look to expand, attracted by the
state’s strong renewable energy resources and critical minerals.

As these industries grow, electricity demand is set to increase significantly. This means our
transmission network’s capacity needs to increase too, ensuring more power can flow where it's
needed to provide affordable, reliable, and sustainable supply, now and into the future.

Early and ongoing engagement with stakeholders and communities began in 2025, focused on
understanding energy needs, community priorities and any emerging concerns.

Community feedback has been used to shape early planning and route development as part of
a rigorous cost-benefit analysis known as the Regulatory Investment Test for Transmission (RIT-
T). This analysis is designed to ensure any proposed transmission solution delivers the best

value for consumers by balancing upfront costs with long-term energy and economic benefits.

If built, the NTx project will strengthen the capacity and reliability of South Australia’s electricity
network by:

¢ Enabling industrial and economic development by expanding energy transfer capacity into
Adelaide and to the State’s North.

¢ Accelerating renewable energy adoption by improving the flow of wind and solar power into
the grid, ensuring greater access to clean energy.

e Enhancing energy security by providing an alternate transmission route to Adelaide,
reducing the risk of disruptions across Greater Adelaide, the Upper Spencer Gulf and Eyre
Peninsula regions.

e Supporting South Australia to achieve 100% net renewable energy as we continue our
transition away from fossil fuels for electricity generation.

e Working with impacted communities to identify a range of shared benefits that align with
local priorities

e Supporting economic growth, sovereign manufacturing capability and creating
opportunities for new investment and jobs in regional South Australia.
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ElectraNet’s role in the energy network

Enabling the transition to a clean energy future for South Australia

ElectraNet is the owner and operator of South Australia’s electricity transmission network, which
transports energy from where it is generated to where it is needed, to serve electricity
customers.

Our infrastructure underpins the State’s economic growth by supporting increasing industrial
energy demands while enabling the transition to a cleaner energy future.

With the majority of our electricity already sourced from renewables and a target of 100% net
renewable energy for South Australia, we're committed to strengthening the grid, maintaining
security of supply and delivering the transmission solutions needed to power the State’s
industries and economy.

(" Generation ) (' Distribution ) ( ) \ )

RESIDENTIAL

INTERCONNECTORS COMMERCIAL

GAS CIRECT CONNECTION LARGE INDUSTRIAL

Electricity is generated Electricity enters ElectraNet’s The distribution network,  Retailers are the primary The traditional flow of
from traditional and network where it is converted operated in South point of contact for electricity supply is
renewable energy to higher voltages for efficient Australia by SA Power residential and changing. More than one in
sources such as wind, long-distance transport to Networks, transports commercial customers.  two South Australian homes
solar and gas. cities and towns around South low-voltage electricity They coordinate now combines the electricity
Australia. The voltage is then to residential and connections and they draw from the network
lowered so it can enter the commercial customers. manage billing and with power generated by
distribution network or be payments rooftop solar panels. They
supplied directly to some large also contribute surplus
industrial customers. electricity back to the
network.
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Project process

The Northern Transmission Project (NTx) is in the early feasibility planning stage, with
comprehensive project investigations and engagement informing early planning and
route development as part of a rigorous cost-benefit analysis.

The project is yet to be approved for design or construction and will only proceed if it can be
economically justified as beneficial to customers, which is verified by independent approval
from the Australian Energy Regulator (AER), as part of the RIT-T.

The NTx PADR received 21 submissions from 18 interested parties (one providing three
submissions). These submissions are being considered and will help inform our Project
Assessment Conclusions Report (PACR), which will confirm the final preferred option for NTx.

Some of the PADR submissions contained feedback related to community engagement, which
has been used to inform project planning and is captured in this report.

The project is also subject to several approval processes, including environmental and planning
approvals, which will most likely involve an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which is South
Australia’s most comprehensive environmental assessment.

The following diagram shows the different stages of project development, including the ongoing
engagement opportunities that accompany each stage, the information we expect to share
and how communities can provide input throughout the project lifecycle:

Project Development Preferred 3 Planning Assessment ] Design and Operations
Solution and Route Selection and Approvals 5 Construction and Maintenance

D - o

What NTx aims to What we heard and The selected route How our construction
achieve for local how your feedback for NTx and the will interact with the Project completed and

What we want e . : g
you to know communities and shaped the selection outcomes of our community and new infrastructure

South Australia of a preferred corridor assessments environment energised

Your views on the selected, what do we
What do we need to preferred corridor and consider to manage How are we managing Regular feedback

Wh"t‘:l:e‘l'ﬁ? consider as we potential opportunities impacts and realise construction and what on our operations,
you

With the route

develop the project? and impacts? benefits? could be improved? as needed
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Route development process

To ensure transparency and good decision-making, we use a structured route
development process that moves from broad-scale assessments to on-ground
engagement with affected landholders.

Specifically, to identify a preferred path for the potential new transmission line, we started wide,
looking at a broad study area where the infrastructure could be built.

We use constraint mapping to
eliminate areas that are not suitable

for transmission infrastructure and Define the broader region where it's suitable I/I

identify potentidl corridor options. to bw!d transmission lines, based on energy demand, s_ystem .
planning, renewable energy zones (REZs) and economic benefits

Study Area identification

A Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA)

process follows with community 9 Constraints mapping
members to help identify preferred Analyse mare than 30 technical, environmental and social
corridors for further investigdtion. facteors, including cultural heritage, flood zones, aviation paths,
land use and stakeholder feedback

Current state of pldy 9 Corridor identification
Four broad corridor options were ) . L )

L. . . . . Develop corridor options within the study area to avoid -+ ||+
originally identified and investigated environmental, social and technical constraints
for the Mid North section of the NTx
project.

MCA & preferred corridors

i

Following community feedback
Multi-criteria analysis (MCA) workshops and ongoing

king ElectraNet to investigat A
as . g Hectranet to es‘ gate engagement with stakeholders, councils and experts, balancing 8@%
options east of Goyder’s Line, an key factors to inform selection of a preferred corridor [

additional new corridor area was
identified in late 2025 for early
investigation.

()

Route development

l[dentify a draft route within the preferred corridor, informed by
landholders, Traditional Owners, environmental assessments

This included undertaking the same ond stokeholder feedback

constraint-mapping, desktop
analysis and technical studies that

were used for the original four
corridors in this Mid-North. The final route is announced, infermed by landholder
negotiations, environmental impoct assessment and
regulatory approval

gE

Final route selected

i

This process took about four months

and included some additional Diagram of the route development process
investigations related to key issues

raised by the community, including impact on high-value farmland and visual amenity, and
early conversations with some landholders in the new fifth corridor.

A brief summary of outcomes for each section of NTx are listed on the following pages.
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NTx South (Freeling to Greater Adelaide)

As documented in the What We Heard Report Volume 2, two corridors remain under
consideration south of Freeling. The selection of a preferred corridor for this section is driven by
the project’s electrical network requirements and the location of the required connection into
Adelaide.

. . . II:? Frecing® o B Nuriootpa

The PADR identified a new substation at Dry ‘Z:a,& &
<, &

Creek/Bolivar will deliver the best net benefits. The o&,,j- 4

corridor that connects to this site is the western option Wl Py i

of the remaining two corridors under consideration.

The map (right) shows both corridors in this location, @smisbw

with the easterly option least likely now to be selected.

Further detail on the previous NTx South engagement Adelaide

findings is contained in Volume 2 and in our MCA - . , : S
Criginal corridor Corridor options under consideration

outcomes for NTx South Fact Sheet.

NTx South - Mid North (Bundey substation near Robertstown) to Freeling
Original four corridors
As documented in the What We Heard Report Volume 2, four broad corridor options were

originally identified and investigated for the Mid North section of the NTx project, as shown on
the map (right).

. . . . % ,5 @ Bundey
These corridors remain under consideration but ) >
. . . . . . '(‘ T W Robertstown
investigations have shifted to a new fifth corridor to S
. T
the east of Goyder’s Line. £ Fsaddleworth
. . M Balaklava Ri
Further detail on the previous NTx South engagement b ® Eudunda
findings is contained in Volume 2 and in our MCA \y 7
ariee
outcomes for NTx South Fact Sheet.
Hamley Bridge m M bunda e
Information about the recent engagement in the new STURTH
fifth corridor is contained in this report. b ® Nuriootpa
Original corridor options under consideration
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NTx South - Mid North (Bundey substation near Robertstown to Freeling)
Neuw fifth corridor

A new fifth corridor was identified for investigation in the Mid North, east of Goyder’s Line, in
direct response to community feedback requesting that the impact on high-value farmland,
townships, residential areas and tourism assets be further minimised by locating the project
further to the east.

The new fifth corridor represents a different corridor alignment to the original four corridor
options and runs through country that is typically drier and less intensively cropped than the
land immediately west of Goyder’s Line.

Early findings from our investigations into the fifth corridor, undertaken in advance of this most
recent engagement period, suggested this is likely to present a more suitable location for a new
transmission line compared to the original corridor options, though all options currently remain
under consideration.

The new fifth corridor is shown on the map (below) and was the primary focus of our most
recent round of engagement, with the community feedback we received detailed in this report.

Blyth W Clare Eg
bl
=X
@) ,,? Bundey
7;, >
° T M Robertstown
r: \ ¥
X
é M Saddleworth
M Balakl '
alakiava M Riverton ®Eudunda
M Tarlee
Hamley Bridge @ B @punda
Frecling® ¥ Nuriootpa
Original corridor options New fifth corridor under consideration
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Engagement approach

Early engagement

We are committed to working closely with all stakeholders,
including local communities, landholders, Traditional Owners,
businesses and industries to shape early planning for NTx.

Our community consultation process is ongoing and includes repeated rounds of engagement
at regular intervals coinciding with project milestones.

Feedback is used to inform our route development and other aspects of the project, helping
guide our decisions to ensure we balance local priorities with South Australia’s energy needs

Engagement activities

Engagement during this period concentrated on the new fifth corridor investigation combined
targeted landholder contact in Greater Adelaide and the new fifth corridor with broader online
engagement that accompanied the release of the PADR.

Between November 2025 and July 2026, ElectraNet’s project team recorded over 1800
interactions with landholders, community members, local government bodies and other
stakeholders.

Targeted landholder and community engagement

ElectraNet’s project team began direct contact with landholders in the new fifth corridor
investigation area in late 2025, before the corridor was publicly announced. This included written
notification of the investigation, followed by phone and in-person discussions where landholders
wished to engage further.

Following the release of the PADR on 30 April 2026, landholder letters and project updates were
sent to all property owners with land within the new fifth corridor from Globe Derby to Bundey.

A total of 526 landholders were notified.

Across the engagement period, the project team recorded 293 phone calls, 97 emails, 83
meetings, 21 online survey submissions, 90 comments left on the interactive map and 5 formal
letters.

Conversations covered the rationale for the new fifth corridor investigation, considerations for
Greater Adelaide corridors, technical and environmental factors being assessed, implications
for individual properties and farming operations, the compensation framework and the project
timeline.

In addition to direct landholder engagement, ElectraNet’s project team briefed elected
members and officers of several local councils during this period. These briefings addressed the
PADR findings, corridor investigation and opportunities for ongoing engagement.
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Online engagement

The April 2026 Project Fact Sheet, released alongside the PADR, provided a summary of the new
fifth corridor and its rationale.

An online survey was made available through ElectraNet’s project website from late April to 9
July 2026, inviting community members to share their views on the corridor investigation.

An interactive map allowed community members to place geo-located comments on the
project area. During the engagement period, 21 survey responses and 90 interactive map
comments were received.

Several community members noted that the base imagery used in the interactive map
appeared out-of-date, not reflecting recent residential development in areas such as Dutton
and Burts Road.

ElectraNet advised that the background map imagery is provided by a third-party supplier and
refresh cycles are prioritised by usage, with metropolitan areas updated more frequently than
regional ones. This did not impede use of the interactive map but we make mention of this here
for completeness and transparency.

The below graphic summarises the interactions undertaken from 30 April to 9 July, when our
engagement was focused on the new fifth corridor. That said, feedback received during this
round of engagement that pertains to the other corridors has been captured and considered,
but not reported against within this document.

Bn &
SE ‘9|0

Landholders
notified by letter
map comments

Traditional Owner engagement

Targeted engagement with Traditional Owners was undertaken through ElectraNet's Aboriginal
Affairs Advisory team in accordance with culturally respectful engagement processes.

Feedback received included concerns regarding impacts on Country, potential disturbance to
land and places accessed by Aboriginal community members and questions about whether
future infrastructure may affect ongoing access to these areas.

Traditional Owners also sought information about how the project could create opportunities for
Aboriginal-owned businesses and deliver benefits for Aboriginal communities.
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What We Heard - Summary

Feedback received during the new fifth corridor engagement period reinforced consistent
themes from our earlier engagements on the four original corridors, highlighting:

* impacts on farming operations and productive agricultural land

= the risk of bushfire ignition and suppression constraints

= property devaluation

» the visual and amenity impacts of large transmission infrastructure on rural landscapes and
heritage.

In this respect, the issues raised strongly aligned with those surfaced during the investigations
phase of the other four Mid North corridor areas.

A small number of respondents acknowledged the project’s strategic purpose and expressed
willingness to engage constructively, provided concerns about property impacts and
compensation are addressed.

Project need

Views on the need for the NTx project were divided. Some respondents acknowledged the role of
transmission infrastructure in supporting South Australia’s energy transition and ensuring supply
reliability, with several noting the state’s experience of major outages.

I consider the project one of State Strategic importance, and feel it is very important
that the project goes ahead. Although there will be some impact to people, a big
project will always have some negatives — Survey respondent

Understand the state is growing. Whatever happens happens. Lots of development
occurring. You have our support that we need the project — Phone call record

Others questioned the project’s rationale, asking why existing transmission capacity could not
be upgraded, why renewable generation could not be located closer to demand or why nuclear
energy was not being considered as an alternative.

There is already major powerlines that service townships and | do not understand
why this current route could not be improved or built up to support higher capacity,
rather than encroach on existing untouched areas — Survey respondent

Engaging the community

Concern about the consultation process was frequently raised.

Many landholders described finding out about the project through community discussions or
social media rather than directly from ElectraNet, and some said they had not received a
landholder letter despite owning property within or near the corridor area.
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It is very disappointing to find out 2 years into the process that these major works
are occurring and compromising the very reason we invested in this area — Survey
respondent

Multiple respondents raised the timing of engagement activities, noting that community
meetings scheduled during seeding or harvest periods were inaccessible to farmers.

Others asked for more detailed technical information, including tower locations, easement
widths and clearance distances, before they could meaningfully assess impacts on their
properties.

Several community members and community groups requested that ElectraNet not focus
specifically on direct landholder engagement but instead facilitate its own larger community
sessions in the areaq, rather than leaving public meetings to community organisations and
elected representatives.

Priorities

Survey respondents were asked to rate what should be protected from impact and what values
they associated with the project.

In relation to protection, the highest proportions of respondents said they wanted to avoid any
impact on homes (17 of 21 respondents), visual impact on natural landscapes (16 of 21), cultural
heritage and sacred sites (14 of 21) and natural habitats and wildlife (14 of 21).

Farming land was also a priority, with 13 of 21 respondents wanting to avoid any impact. In
relation to project values, avoiding areas of high bushfire risk was the only attribute rated as a
'must have’ by a majority of survey respondents (13 of 21).

Minimising cost to electricity consumers was rated ‘'must have’ by 7 respondents. The renewable
energy transition and economic development benefits were rated 'not important’ by most
respondents.

When asked to balance project benefits against potential impacts, 13 of 21 survey respondents
said reducing impacts was more important. Five said both were equally important, and two said
achieving the benefits was more important.

Goals

Goals expressed by community members ranged from opposition to the project, to requests for
route refinement and more engagement.

Many respondents said a successful outcome would be no infrastructure on or near their
property. Others focused on underground routing, alignment with existing infrastructure
corridors or meaningful compensation.

A successful outcome would be that our concerns have been listened to and an
alternative corridor is selected that does not impact our property — Survey
respondent

A smaller number of respondents expressed hopes for the project to be delivered with minimal
farming impact, on time and on budget or to contribute to long-term energy resilience for South
Australia.

Page 15 of 36



;VV Northern

What We Heard Report Volume 3 — Draft for consultation » -Igrrg}ggiSSion % eleC1-rqne1-
4

What We Heard - key themes

Farming and food security

Agricultural impacts were among the most consistently raised concerns during this
engagement period, raised by farmers operating across dryland cropping, grazing, viticulture
and horticulture.

Landholders described the loss of productive land, interference with farming operations
including controlled traffic farming, aerial spraying and harvest logistics, restrictions on future
farm development and the fragmentation of multi-generational farming enterprises.

Several landholders described properties that had been farmed by the same family across
multiple generations and expressed concern about the long-term viability of farming operations
if transmission infrastructure was constructed through productive land.

My family has owned and farmed this property for five generations, and the
proposed alignment would have significant long-term impacts on our home,
productive farming land and the future of our agricultural enterprise — Map
comment

This corridor at Hamilton covers all my arable land. Will close my farming operation
in some of the most productive land in South Australia — Map comment

Grain Producers SA, in its submission on the PADR, called for a more comprehensive assessment
of agricultural productivity and regional economic impacts before corridor selection is finalised,
and questioned whether the Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) adequately distinguished between
different agricultural land uses.

Biosecurity was a related concern, with landholders describing risks from the movement of
vehicles, machinery and personnel between properties without appropriate wash-down
protocols.

Category What we heard

Farming operations Impacts on cropping, grazing and horticultural enterprises. Loss of
productive paddocks. Interference with farming and aerial spraying.
Damage to farm infrastructure.

Biosecurity Risk of weed, pest and soil pathogen spread through construction and
operational vehicle movement. Requests for mandatory hygiene
protocols.

Water infrastructure Impacts on bores, irrigation systems and farm water supply.
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Category What we heard

Multi-generational Concern about permanent impacts on farming enterprises that have
farms operated across generations.

Economic assessment Requests for comprehensive assessment of regional agricultural and
economic impacts before corridor selection is finalised.

Bushfire risk

Bushfire risk was a prominent theme throughout the engagement, raised by landholders in
parts of the new fifth corridor around Dutton and Sutherlands.

Respondents raised the risk of fire ignition from transmission infrastructure, constraints on aerial
firefighting operations caused by the presence of high-voltage lines and questions about
liability for fire damage attributable to transmission infrastructure.

Several respondents in the Dutton area noted that the community is not connected to
reticulated water supply, making aerial firefighting critical to the protection of homes and
properties in the event of a grass or scrub fire. They expressed concern that the presence of
high-voltage lines in the area would constrain the ability of aerial bombers to operate safely.

The risk of fire is very real in this semi-arid mid north area. We have had higher than
average rainfall for this time of year which followed two really harsh drought years.
We cannot afford the loss due to fires from sparking or lightning hitting the towers
and lines — Survey respondent

We are not on mains water out here and in the case of bushfires rely heavily on
aerial support — Map comment

Landholders raised concerns that a fire may be started if their machinery should strike any of
the infrastructure on their properties.

Category What we heard

Ignition risk Concerns about potential fire ignition from transmission infrastructure,
including from lightning strike, conductor failure and machinery
contact.

Aerial firefighting Constraints on aerial firefighting operations caused by overhead lines,

particularly in areas without reticulated water supply.

Liability Questions about responsibility and liability for fire damage attributable
to transmission infrastructure.

Construction risk Concerns about fire risk during construction, particularly in dry or high-
risk periods.
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Land value, business impact and compensation

Concerns about the impact of transmission infrastructure on property values were raised
across all engagement channels and across the full length of the new corridor.

Landholders had concerns about future difficulty selling affected properties, constraints on
development plans and building applications, and reduced ability to use or subdivide land.
Several respondents said they had been advised by real estate agents that their properties
would be difficult to sell while remaining within the project study area.

Worried about resale value. Have spoken to real estate company and been advised
we won't be able to sell — Phone call record

The adequacy of existing South Australian compensation arrangements was questioned by a
number of individual landholders and by industry representatives. Grain Producers SA and other
submitters called for compensation models to be more consistent with those operating in other
Australian states, and for recognition of impacts on neighbouring properties located outside
proposed easements.

In the Greater Adelaide interface area, market gardeners and horticultural producers raised
specific concerns about the impacts on their operations, including one landholder whose shade
houses occupied the area through which the corridor was proposed to pass.

This part of the corridor takes over a third of my property and more importantly,
covers the only area where | have our shade houses. It will essentially destroy the
value of the property and livelihood from market gardening — Map comment

Category What we heard

Property devaluation  Anticipated reduction in property values. Difficulty selling properties
within study areas. Concerns about mortgage and finance
implications.

Development plans Constraints on building applications, subdivision and planned
property improvements.

Compensation Questions about whether South Australion compensation
adequacy arrangements reflect the full range of impacts. Calls for interstate
comparison.

Neighbouring property Concern that compensation arrangements do not address impacts
impacts on properties located outside proposed easements.

Business impacts Concerns about potential impacts on market gardening, horticulture
and other commercial operations.
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Health, safety and community wellbeing

Concerns about electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure and noise from transmission lines were
raised across the survey, map comments and direct engagement interactions.

Many respondents sought independent, property-specific information about health and noise
impacts, and some expressed frustration that this information was not available at the current
stage of the project.

No independent, property-specific health, EMF, or noise studies conducted for our
home or farm to date — Map comment

Beyond physical health concerns, many respondents described the psychological toll of living
with uncertainty about the project’s impacts on their homes and livelihoods. Community
members described stress, anxiety and a sense of powerlessness that they attributed to
prolonged project timeframes and unresolved questions about corridor alignment.

Some respondents described existing concerns about transmission infrastructure already on or
near their properties, including health concerns relating to pre-existing medical conditions and
devices, and said they did not want additional lines any closer to their homes.

Others described the difficulty of making decisions about property improvements, building
projects or business investment while the project remained unresolved.

It helps our mental health and wellbeing. Please do not impede the view of Mount
Rufus from the residents who have built on Burts Road, Dutton — Map comment

Category What we heard

EMF exposure Concerns about health impacts of electromagnetic fields. Requests for
independent, property-specific assessment.

Noise Concerns about corona noise from high-voltage lines, particularly for
residents close to existing infrastructure.

Mental health and Psychological impacts of prolonged uncertainty. Difficulty making
stress property, business and financial decisions.

Children and families  Specific concern about impacts on children and family homes in
proximity to proposed infrastructure.
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Amenity, tourism and heritage

Visual amenity and landscape character were prominent concerns across the length of the
corridor areaq, reflecting the value that landholders and residents place on the open rural
landscapes.

Respondents described purchasing or investing in properties specifically for their scenic
qualities, unobstructed views and distance from industrial infrastructure, and expressed concern
that transmission towers would fundamentally alter the character of these landscapes.

We bought our property here to enjoy Australia’s unique natural habitat, wildlife and
stunning scenic views. | strongly believe this would be detrimentally compromised
with the introduction of intrusive man-made powerline monstrosities — Survey
respondent

In the Koonunga and Moppa Road area, community members referenced the Character
Preservation (Barossa Valley) Act 2012, arguing that the broader landscape and heritage values
protected under that legislation extended to or were relevant to the corridor area.

Community members in and around Eudunda raised concerns about the potential impact on
tourism and local businesses if prominent transmission infrastructure were constructed near or
through the town. The Eudunda Community, Business and Tourism Committee (ECBaT) was an
active voice on these concerns throughout the period.

Category What we heard

Visual impact Impact of transmission towers on open rural landscapes. Obstruction of
views from properties purchased for their scenic character.

Heritage and character Concerns about impacts on heritage landscapes and places, including
the Barossa and Light regions. Reference to the Character Preservation
(Barossa Valley) Act 2012.

Tourism Potential impacts on tourism in Eudunda and surrounds. Concern
about effect on local businesses.

Scenic and Specific concerns from owners of lifestyle and recreational properties
recreational blocks purchased for amenity rather than agricultural productivity.
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Environmental impacts

Environmental concerns focused on the removal of native vegetation, impacts on wildlife
habitat and the potential disturbance of ecologically significant areas within and adjacent to
the corridor.

Respondents identified a number of specific areas of environmental value that they said should
be avoided, including Levi Creek and the Dutton Reserve, and areas of known habitat for
threatened species.

Very close if not over Levi Creek and Dutton Reserve. A well-known corridor for rare
and endangered flora and fauna, as well as a rural retreat for many landholders —
Map comment

Our property and surrounding areas are inhabited by Native Fauna such as
Southern hairy-nosed Wombats, Ghost bats, and Wedge-tailed Eagles. These
animails reside in these remote, unpopulated areas because there is minimal
human presence — Survey respondent

Respondents also identified Pengilly Scrub Reserve and Twin Creeks as areas containing
significant native biodiversity that they considered should be avoided.

Several landholders who have been restoring native vegetation on their properties described
the impact that construction access and easement clearing would have on their restoration
work.

Category What we heard

Native vegetation Concern about the clearing of native vegetation for easements and
construction access. Concern about permanent loss of native habitat.

Wildlife Potential impacts on threatened and native species, including Southern
hairy-nosed wombats, Ghost bats, Wedge-tailed eagles, pygmy blue-
tongue lizards, sand monitors (goannas), kangaroos, emus, native
lizards and other protected bird species.

Ecological reserves Concern about proximity to Levi Creek, Dutton Reserve and Pengilly
Scrub Reserve.

Habitat restoration Impacts on privately funded native vegetation restoration programs on
affected properties.

Water and electricity =~ Concerns about intersection with SA Water infrastructure.
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Alternative options

The most common suggestions were undergrounding the transmission line, aligning the route
with existing road corridors or existing transmission infrastructure, and locating the route within
less productive or marginal land. Some respondents also suggested western alignment
options, including areas between the coast and Port Wakefield Road.

Why not underground and follow the main arterial roads — Survey respondent

Why can't they go between the coast and Port Wakefield Road up to the
Hummocks? Mostly on very poor cropping and grazing land — Map comment

One landholder proposed a specific alternative alignment following the existing ElectraNet
Davenport to Tungkillo transmission line, suggesting the project could be routed south from the
Bundey substation along this existing corridor to minimise new impacts on landholders.
ElectraNet investigated this option and advised that following this alignment and connecting to
the network at the Tungkillo substation does not meet the NTx project need.

A number of respondents and organisations noted that the new fifth corridor option compared
favourably to the original four corridor options from their perspective.

The Adelaide Soaring Club, which operates at the Tothill Range, wrote in October 2025 that the
new fifth corridor east of Goyder’s Line would not affect gliding operations at the range, unlike
Mid North Corridors 1, 2 and 3.

Several individual landholders in areas west of Goyder’s Line also indicated that they preferred
the new fifth corridor option over corridors that would pass through their own properties or
communities.

The new fifth corridor option seems to be the best corridor option — phone call

record
Category What we heard
Underground Requests to underground the transmission line, particularly in high-
impact areas near homes, townships and productive farmland.
Road corridor Suggestions to route the line along existing road corridors or highway
alignment reserves to minimise private land impacts.

Existing infrastructure  Proposals to follow or upgrade existing transmission infrastructure
rather than establishing new corridors.

Corridor 5 supported Acknowledgement from some respondents that the new fifth corridor
over alternatives option is preferable to the original four Mid North corridor options,
although many indicated they still did not support it.

Local alignment Property-specific suggestions for minor alignment changes to avoid
refinements homes, farm sheds, dams and other infrastructure.
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Potential opportunities

Potential opportunities associated with the project were raised by relatively few respondents,
and those who did raise opportunities often accompanied their comments with qualifications
or expressions of concern.

The most commonly mentioned potential benefit was local employment during the construction
period, though many respondents were sceptical that this would translate to meaningful local
economic benefit given that specialist construction work is typically performed by non-local
contractors.

One respondent identified potential opportunities for nature-based tourism and community
grants in the Levi Creek Reserve area if the project were to proceed through that alignment,

suggesting that impacts to walking and cycling trails could be accompanied by funding for
infrastructure improvements.

I would like to see landowners compensated for the whole life of the infrastructure
being on their land. If a tower is sited on a reserve, the organisation that has been
formed should receive the same compensation so they can fund and maintain the
reserve — survey respondent

Category What we heard

Construction Local employment during construction phase. Scepticism about scale
employment and duration of local benefit.

Nature-based tourism Potential for grants and infrastructure investment to offset impacts on
walking and cycling trails in the Levi Creek area.

Infrastructure Potential for road improvements as a prerequisite for any community
improvement benefit from construction traffic.
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What we heard — by area

This section presents feedback organised by three broad geographic areas within the focus
areas for this engagement. The areas reflect distinct landscape characters, land uses and
community profiles, and feedback from each area showed some differences in emphasis while
sharing common concerns about agricultural impacts, property values and the engagement
process.

Northern area — Dutton and Sutherlands

The northern section of the new corridor option takes in the localities of Dutton and Sutherlands.
The area includes a mix of grazing and dryland farming properties, lifestyle and recreational
blocks, native scrubland and the ecologically significant Levi Creek and Dutton Reserve.

Feedback from this area was predominantly strongly opposed to the project. The absence of
reticulated water supply was raised as a specific local concern, with respondents noting that
aerial firefighting is the primary means of protecting homes and properties from grass and
scrub fires in the event that transmission infrastructure restricts aerial access.

Environmental concerns were particularly prominent in this area, with multiple respondents
identifying the ecological significance of Levi Creek, Dutton Reserve and surrounding bushland
and the impact that construction and easement clearing would have on wildlife habitat and
landholders’ own vegetation restoration efforts.

A number of lifestyle and recreational property owners in this area said they had purchased
their properties specifically for access to undisturbed native landscape and scenic views and
expressed strong concern about the visual impact of transmission towers.

Category What we heard

Aerial firefighting Strong concern about constraints on aerial firefighting given absence
of reticulated water in Dutton and surrounding areas.

Environmental values  Ecological significance of Levi Creek and Dutton Reserve. Wildlife
habitat including threatened species. Vegetation restoration programs.

Visual amenity Visual impact on scenic rural landscapes and views (including Mt
Rufus). Concern from lifestyle and recreational property owners.

Property impacts Concerns about devaluation of lifestyle properties; impacts on plans for
residential construction and development.

Engagement process  Requests for community sessions. Concern about outdated aerial
photography on interactive map.
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Mid area: Fords, Wasleys and Koonunga

The mid-section of the new corridor covers the agricultural localities of Fords, Wasleys,
Koonunga and St Kitts, including properties along Wendt Road, Junction Road, Thiele Highway
and surrounding areas. This is predominantly cropping and grazing country, with some
properties operating across multiple parcels of land.

Feedback from this area was dominated by concerns from farming families, many of whom
described multi-generational connections to their properties and a strong sense of identity tied
to farming the land.

Biosecurity was raised with particular frequency by landholders in this areq, reflecting the
importance of maintaining clean property access in cropping operations.

Families raised concerns across multiple interactions about biosecurity protocols, the visual
impact on homes, and the adequacy of compensation arrangements.

In the Koonunga area, community members referenced the proximity of the corridor to the
Barossa region and raised concerns about impacts on landscape and heritage values, citing
the Character Preservation (Barossa Valley) Act 2012.

Category What we heard

Agriculturalland loss ~ Concerns around permanent loss of productive cropping and grazing
land. Interference with farming operations. Impact on farming
enterprise viability.

Biosecurity Risk of weed and pest spread through farm access. Requests for
mandatory vehicle and equipment hygiene protocols.

Multi-generational Concern about long-term impacts on farming enterprises with multi-
farms generational ownership and attachment to the land.

Landscape and Proximity to Barossa character area; concerns about visual impacts on
heritage rural heritage landscapes.

Property values Concern about devaluation of farming properties and difficulty selling

land within the study area.
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Southern area: Greater Adelaide

The southern section of the new fifth corridor option and the Greater Adelaide corridor to
Bolivar/Dry Creek encompasses the Gawler River plains, the urban fringe of the Greater
Adelaide metropolitan areaq, and the northern suburbs of Adelaide.

This area is highly diverse, and includes market gardening, horticulture, rural living allotments,
areas experiencing significant residential growth, the edge of residential suburbs, industrial
areas and the Edinburgh RAAF base.

Feedback from this area reflected the diverse land uses, with concerns from market gardeners
and horticultural producers about direct impacts on growing operations, from residential and
lifestyle landholders about property values and proximity to homes and from landholders with
development aspirations about the constraints that corridor investigations placed on their
plans. Potential impacts on horse agistment were also raised in the Globe Derby area.

Adelaide Plains Council and City of Salisbury engaged with the project team in relation to the
coordination of the project with broader infrastructure planning and growth strategies for the
urban fringe. Light Regional Council met with ElectraNet twice during the period and raised
concerns about the corridor’'s consistency with regional planning frameworks and requested
parity in on-ground community engagement opportunities.

The City of Playford, whose growth area adjoins the corridor at its southern end near Globe Derby,
was also briefed on the project. Several residents in the Globe Derby and Angle Vale areas
contacted the project team after receiving landholder letters or seeing the interactive map online.

Category What we heard

Market gardening and
horticulture

Concerns around growing operations, shade houses and irrigation
infrastructure. Loss of productive horticultural land.

Residential and
lifestyle impacts

Proximity of proposed alignment to existing and planned homes,
particularly around Angle Vale, Lewiston and Penfield Gardens.

Aviation

Interface with aviation operations, including the Edinburgh RAAF base.

Horse agistment

Proximity of proposed alignment to Globe Derby and potential
operational impacts on horse agistment.

Development
constraints

Impacts on planned subdivisions, building applications and rural
lifestyle development in the Adelaide Plains growth area. Constraints
on future development opportunities in the context of residential and
employment lands growth.

Planning coordination

Alignment with regional planning frameworks, including the Greater
Adelaide Regional Plan.

Infrastructure
coordination

Opportunities for the coordination of NTx planning with other
infrastructure corridors and growth strategies.
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Feedback on the Project
Assessment Draft Report

The Project Assessment Draft Report (PADR) for the Northern Transmission Project was released
on 30 April 2026, commencing a six-week public consultation period, with feedback invited on
the preferred solution and the assessment findings.

During this time, ElectraNet received formal submissions from a range of stakeholders.

Twenty-one formal PADR submissions were received from 18 individual landholders, commmunity
organisations, industry bodies, local government, ElectraNet’'s Consumer Advisory Panel and
academic researchers. To reduce confusion in our reporting, we have used 18 as the total,
reflecting the number of submitters rather than submissions.

The table below summarises the proportion of submissions that raised each of the key themes
identified through analysis of the submissions.

Category What we heard

Consultation and Raised in 12 of 18 submissions (67%). Concerns about consistency of

engagement landholder contact. Requests for broader public discussion via a public
meeting. Concern about level of design detail. Requests for transparency
in decision-making.

Property values and Raised in 11 of 18 submissions (61%). Concerns about property
visual amenity devaluation. Impacts on visual amenity and rural landscape character.
Implications for neighbouring properties outside proposed easements.

Agricultural land and  Raised in 10 of 18 submissions (56%). Loss of productive land. Impacts on

farming farming efficiency, precision agriculture, aerial operations, and irrigation.
Questions about the Multi-Criteria Analysis treatment of agricultural land
use. Calls for productivity and economic impact assessment.

Health, safety and Raised in 9 of 18 submissions (50%): concerns about EMF exposure,
wellbeing operational noise, and the stress and uncertainty associated with
prolonged project timelines.

Compensation Raised in 9 of 18 submissions (50%). Adequacy of South Australian
compensation arrangements. Recognition of impacts on neighbouring
properties. Comparison with interstate models.
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Category What we heard

Alternative routes Raised in 8 of 18 submissions (44%). Alternative corridor options and
alignments. Further investigation of local alignment options.
Consideration of undergrounding in higher-impact areas.

Biosecurity Raised in 3 of 18 submissions (17%). Risk of weed, pest and pathogen
spread during construction and maintenance. Requests for hygiene
requirements in land access arrangements.

Bushfire risk and Raised in 3 of 18 submissions (17%). Ignition risk. Emergency response
emergency constraints. Aerial firefighting. Liability for fire damage
management

Economic assessment Raised in 7 of 18 submissions (39%). Questions about whether the RIT-T

and RIT-T captures broader social, agricultural and environmental impacts.
Transparency of demand assumptions. ‘Least regrets’ approach
advocated by Consumer Advisory Panel.

Stakeholders who acknowledged the strategic need for additional transmission investment
nonetheless recommended greater transparency around planning assumptions and project
justification, ongoing reporting and opportunities to refine the project as it progresses.

ElectraNet’'s Consumer Advisory Panel supported a cautious approach, particularly while future
industrial demand remains uncertain.

An academic submission supported the project’s strategic rationale while recommending
transparency around decision points and ongoing reporting.

Some stakeholders questioned the broader policy rationale for large-scale transmission
investment and raised questions about how project costs and benefits would be distributed
across consumers, regional communities and electricity markets.
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How your feedback is shaping our

work

Feedback from landholders and community members has directly influenced how ElectraNet is
approaching the corridor assessment and its engagement activities in the area.

During the recent engagement period, ElectraNet took the following actions in response to
community and landholder feedback:

Responding to requests for information

A number of landholders sought clarity about clearance distances between transmission
infrastructure and buildings. ElectraNet’s team advised that the project is still in the planning
and feasibility stage and that exact clearances are not yet known, but provided information
about the existing South Australian guidelines under the Electricity (General) Regulations
2012 as a reference point for planning purposes.

Investigating alternative alignments

One landholder proposed a detailed alternative alignment following the existing ElectraNet
Davenport to Tungkillo transmission line from the Bundey substation. ElectraNet’s project
team investigated this alignment and provided a written response explaining the technical
reasons why the existing Tungkillo corridor does not provide a viable route to the required
connection points for the NTx project.

Extending the PADR consultation period

In response to requests from community organisations and landholders noting that the PADR
consultation period coincided with seeding and other critical farming activities, ElectraNet
offered extensions to the consultation period to provide additional time for submissions.

Updating contact information and landholder records

Several landholders contacted the project team to advise that landholder letters had not
reached them, either because of changed road names, updated postal addresses or
because their neighbours had received letters but they had not. The project team updated
contact records and arranged for letters to be resent in these cases.

Council engagement

Following requests from multiple council bodies for project briefings, ElectraNet’s project
team met with or provided briefings to the Regional Council of Goyder, Light Regional
Council, City of Salisbury, City of Playford and Adelaide Plains Council.

Community requests for ElectraNet to facilitate public meeting(s) in the new corridor area
Four community events have been scheduled those living in or near Corridor 5 in September
2026 - three drop-in sessions and a large community information session. Beyond this,
ElectraNet remains committed to providing ongoing communication to landholders and
community members as the project progresses.
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Next steps

Current community consultation

We have opted to release our What We Heard Report Volume 3 as a draft so stakeholders and
communities can take an early look at our findings and confirm that we have captured your
feedback accurately and in full.

We have reviewed all the comments received in writing, via our surveys, on our interactive online
map and through the conversations we've had on the phone, in person, via email, via our online
survey and our interactive map.

In addition, we have reviewed and reported against the early landholder engagement and also
the PADR submissions that related to community engagement themes and issues.

We have carefully summarised and categorised your feedback, with the aim of keeping the
sentiments expressed intact. In releasing this draft report, we have commenced a feedback
period to give you the opportunity to:

= review the summary of what we heard

= tell us if you feel anything important has been missed

= add final comments before the report is finalised

This step is designed to ensure your voice is represented accurately. All feedback needs to be
received by Sunday 13 September 2026.

Once your feedback has been considered, a final version of the report will be released publicly.
Ongoing Community engagement

Please note: This will not be your only opportunity to provide input and influence the project.
ElectraNet is committed to ongoing community engagement for the life of the project,
supported by clear, consistent and transparent communication.

Community engagement is a critical component of developing a route, finalising the detailed
design and placement of infrastructure, negotiating landholder agreements, securing
environmental approvals and conditions, planning construction methodology and meeting
ongoing maintenance requirements.

Key information
Feedback period for the draft What We Heard Report

The period of engagement to seek feedback included in this report was November 2025 to July
2026, with most engagement occurring from April to July 2026.

To provide feedback or to ask questions about how your areas of concern have been
summarised:

Email us at NTx@electranet.com.au

Call us on 08 8404 7490

Use this link to access our online interactive map: NTx feedback map

Join the conversation to create a better energy future
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Glossary

Term Definition

AEMO Australian Energy Market Operator — manages electricity and gas systems and
markets across Australia.

AER Australian Energy Regulator - regulates Australia’s energy markets and networks,
including approvals for major transmission projects.

Corridor A pathway, two to 30 kms wide, within a study area that avoids key constraints, like
sensitive locations, and protects features highly valued by our stakeholders.

Corridor Options Numerous corridors (two to 30 kms wide) that are under investigation to determine a

preferred corridor for more detailed investigation.

Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage

Refers to sites, objects or areas of significance to Aboriginal peoples or communities,
protected by law.

Heritage Place

A site, building, or area recognised for its historical, cultural, architectural, or
environmental significance, protected by law.

Draft Route

A proposed line, 200 metres to one km wide, within a preferred corridor that shows
where towers and lines might go. This route is refined with landholder, community and
technical feedback before being finalised.

Easement

A defined strip of land, 60 to 100 metres wide, where transmission infrastructure can be
built and maintained. Easements are agreed with landholders and don't change land
ownership, just allows ElectraNet to establish and maintain infrastructure on the land.

EDM

Electronic Direct Mail — An email sent to multiple recipients, often used to provide
updates or information about a project

EIS

Environmental Impact Statement - in South Australig, this is the highest level of
development assessment, providing a comprehensive evaluation of a proposal’s
potential environmental, social and economic impacts during both construction and
ongoing operation. It also includes a legally mandated public consultation process to
ensure community and stakeholder input informs the final assessment. In South
Australia, an EIS is assessed by the SA Minister for Planning.

ElectraNet

The company responsible for planning, developing and operating South Australia’s
high-voltage electricity transmission network.

EMFs

Electromagnetic Fields — Invisible areas of energy produced by electricity and
electronic devices, including powerlines.

EPBC

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act — Key
environmental legislation that governs matters of national environmental
significance in Australia.
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Definition

Geographic Information System - A digital mapping tool used to analyse and
display spatial data, often used in planning and route selection.

ISP

Integrated System Plan — AEMO’s strategic roadmap for the electricity sector
over the next 20+ years.

Landholder

A person or entity that owns or leases land that may be directly or indirectly
affected by the NTx Project.

MCA

Multi-Criteria Analysis — A decision-making process that assesses different
options based on a range of weighted factors, such as environmental,
technical, social and cost considerations.

NEM

National Electricity Market - Australia’s interconnected electricity grid across
eastern and southern states that allows power to be shared between regions.

NTX

Northern Transmission Project - A major infrastructure planning study

exploring options to strengthen the electricity transmission network in South
Australia. If built, NTx will connect Greater Adelaide to the Mid North (Bundey
substation near Robertstown) then on to Whyalla (Cultana East substation)

NTx North

The section of NTx that would run from the Mid North (Bundey substation near
Robertstown) to Whyalla (Cultana East substation).

NTx South

The section of NTx that would run from the Mid North (Bundey substation near
Robertstown) to Greater Adelaide.

PACR

Project Assessment Conclusions Report - Final stage of the RIT-T process, it
confirms the preferred option to meet future electricity needs after assessing
all credible alternatives and considering community and stakeholder
feedback.

PADR

Project Assessment Draft Report — A regulatory document outlining the need,
options and assessment of network investment proposals under the RIT-T
process.

Preferred
Corridor

A corridor, two to 30 kms wide, that has been selected for further investigation,
based on technical, environmental and community input to determine a
suitable route for a future transmission line.

REZ

Renewable Energy Zone — An area designated by the SA Minister for Energy
and Mining where renewable energy projects (like wind or solar fa

rms) are encouraged and coordinated to connect efficiently to the grid.

RIT-T

Regulatory Investment Test for Transmission — A cost-benefit test overseen
by the Australian Energy Regulator (AER) to ensure efficient investment in
transmission infrastructure.
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Definition

A line, 200 metres to one km wide, where we propose building transmission
lines, based on detailed analysis and stakeholder input to find the best
balance between technical, environmental and community factors.

Study Area

The broad region, up to 100 kms wide, where a new transmission line may be
built, based on existing and future electricity demand. This is where
investigations begin.

WWH

What We Heard - A summary of feedback gathered from stakeholders and
communities during engagement activities, reflecting the views, questions
and concerns raised.
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